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MILITARY PUBLIC WORKS 





WEDNESDAY, MAY 4, 1955 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon, Carl Vinson, chairman, pre- 
siding. : 

The CuatrMan. Now, let the committee come to order. 

Members of the committee, the House meets at 11 o’clock today. 
So we cannot carry on the hearings any longer than about 5 or 10 
minutes to 11. Because we must get through with the agriculture 
bill. And immediately after the agricultural bill we will call up on the 
floor of the House the Reserve bill. And that will be the next bill 
on the calendar. : ; 

Now, this morning I am calling up H. R. 5700, a bill to authorize 
certain construction at military, naval and Air Force installations 
and for other purposes. 

(The bill follows :) 


[H. R. 5700, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 


A BILL To authorize certain construction at military, naval, and air force installations, 
and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, 


TITLE I 


Sec. 101. The Secretary of the Army is authorized to establish or develop 
military installations and facilities by the acquisition, construction, conversion, 
rehabilitation, or installation of permanent or temporary public works in respect 
of the following projects, which include site preparation, appurtenances, and 
related utilities and equipment : 


CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 
TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES 


(Ordnance Corps) 


Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland: Troop housing, community facilities, 
utilities, and family housing, $1,736,000. 

Black Hills Ordnance Depot, South Dakota: Family housing, $78,000. 

Blue Grass Ordnance Depot, Kentucky: Operational and maintenance facil- 
ities, $509,000. 

Erie Ordnance Depot, Ohio: Operational and maintenance facilities and 
utilities, $1,933,000. 

Frankford Arsenal, Pennsylvania: Utilities, $855,000. 
as Ordnance Depot, Ohio: Operational and maintenance facilities, 
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Pueblo Ordnance Depot, Colorado: Operational and maintenance facilities, 
$1,843,000. 
Red River Arsenal, Texas: Operational and maintenance facilities, $140,000. 
Redstone Arsenal, Alabama: Research and development facilities and com- 
munity facilities, $2,865,000. 


Rock Island Arsenat, Illinois: Operational and maintenance facilities, 
$347,000. 7 


Rossford ao Depot, Ohio: Utilities, $400,000. 


Savanna dnance Depot, Illinois: Operational and maintenance facilities, 
$342,000 


Seneca Ordnance Depot, New York : Community facilities, $129,000. 

Sierra Ordnance Deyot, California: Operational and maintenance facilities, 
$1,075,000. 

White Sands Proving Ground, New Mexico: Troop supporting facility, and 
research and development facilities, $1,247,000. 

Wingate Ordnance Depot, New Mexico: Operational and maintenance facilities, 
$632,000. 

(Quartermaster Corps) 


Atlanta General Depot, Georgia : Storage facilities, $84,000. 

Belle Meade General Depot, New Jersey: Operational and 
facilities, $174,000. 

Fort Lee, Virginia: Troop housing, community facilities, medical facility, 
storage facilities, training facilities, operational and maintenance facilities, and 
family housing, $8,589,000. 

Memphis General Depot, Tennessee : Family housing, $99,000. 

New Cumberland General Depot, Pennsylvania: Family housing, $568,000. 

Sharpe General Depot, California: Utilities and family housing, $337,000. 


maintenance 


(Chemical Corps) 


Army Chemical Center, Maryland : Troop housing, storage facilities, operational 
and maintenance facilities, and utilities, $1,248,000. 

Deseret Chemical Depot, Utah : Maintenance facilities, $92,000. 

Camp Detrick, Maryland : Utilities, $452,000. 

Dugway Proving Ground, Utah: Troop housing, hospital and medical facilities, 
operational and maintenance facilities, and family housing, $1,129,000. 

Pine Bluff Arsenal (including Midwest Chemical Depot), Arkansas: Land 
acquisition, $3,000. 

Rocky Mountain Arsenal, Colorado: Operational and maintenance facilities 
and utilities, $773,000. 


(Signal Corps) 


Decatur Signal Depot, Illinois: Operational and maintenance facilities, 
$303,000. 

Fort Huachuca, Arizona: Airfield pavements, community facilities, storage 
facilities, operational and maintenance facilities, utilities and family housing, 
$4,648,000. 

Lexington Signal Depot, Kentucky : Maintenance facility, and family housing, 
538,000. 

Fort Monmouth, New Jersey : Community facilities, $615,000. 

Sacramento Signal Depot, California: Troop housing, maintenance facility, 
and family iiousing, $715,000. 

Tobyhanna Signal Depot, Pennsylvania : Troop housing, $649,000. 

Two Rock Ranch Station, California : Community facilities, and family housing, 
$1,298,000. 

Vint Hill Farms Station, Virginia: Community facilities, storage facility, and 
operational and maintenance facility, $695,000. 


(Corps of Engineers) 


Army Map Service, Maryland: Operational and maintenance facility, $62,000. 

Fort Belvoir, Virginia: Troop housing, community facilities, research and 
development facilities, operational and maintenance facilities, utilities, and family 
housing, $4,608,000. 

Granite City Engineer Depot, Illinois: Operational and maintenance facilities, 
and family housing, $1,822,000. 

Marion Engineer Depot, Ohio: Storage facilities and utilities, $1,146,000. 
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(Transportation Corps) 


Brooklyn Army Base, New York : Utilities, $1,055,000. 

Charleston Transportation Depot, South Carolina: Storage facilities and 
utilities, $329,000. 

Fort Eustis, Virginia: Troop housing, community facilities, training facilities, 
medical facility, and operational and maintenance facilities, $6,597,000. 

New Orleans Army Base, Louisiana : Storage facility, $117,000. 

Oakland Army Base, California: Community facilities, storage facilities, and 
operational and maintenance facilities, $1,923,000. 

Fort Story, Virginia : Utilities, $41,000. 

West Coast Ammunition Terminal, California: Dredging and land acquisition, 


$12,860,000. : 
(Medical Corps) 


William Beaumont Army Hospital, Texas: Hospital and medical facilities, 
$586,000. 

Brooke Army Medical Center, Texas: Hospital and medical facilities, $549,000. 

Madigan Army Hospital, Washington: Hospital and medical facilities, $333,000. 

Walter Reed Army Medical Center, District of Columbia: Hospital facilities, 
research and development facilities, and training facilities, $7,632,000. 


FIELD FORCES FACILITIES 
(First Army Area) 


Fort Devens, Massachusetts: Troop housing, administrative facilities, and 
family housing, $7,275,000. 

Fort Dix, New Jersey: Community facilities, medical facilities, administra- 
tive facilities, and family housng, $6,698,000. 

Fort Jay, New York: Waterfront facilities, $731,000. 

Fort Niagara, New York: Storage facilities, $209,000. 

Fort Totten, New York: Utilities, $170,000. 


(Second Army Area) 


Fort Holabird, Maryland: Troop housing, $612,000. 

Fort Knox, Kentucky: Trop housing, training and administrative facilities, 
community facilities, medical facilities, operational and maintenance facilities, 
and family housing, $8,990,000. 

Fort George G. Meade, Maryland: Community facilities, training and medical 
facilities, and operational and maintenance facilities, $923,000. 


(Third Army Area) 


Fort Benning, Georgia: Troop housing, community facilities, training and 
administrative facilities, medical facilities, storage facilities, operational and 
maintenance facilities, and family housing, $10,392,000. 

Fort Bragg, North Carolina: Troop housing, community facilities, training and 
administrative facilities, medical facilities, airfield pavements, operational and 
maintenance facilities, and family housing, $15,659,000. 

Fort Campbell, Kentucky: Troop housing, community facilities, training and 
administrative facilities, medical facilities, operational and maintenance facili- 
ties, and family housing, $12,377,000. 

Camp Gordon, Georgia : Community facilities, $261,000. 

Fort McClellan, Alabama: Community facilities, storage facilities, operational 
and maintenance facilities, and family housing, $2,611,000. 

Camp Rucker, Alabama: Airfield pavements, and operational and maintenance 
facilities, $2,070,000. 

Camp Stewart, Georgia: Troop housing, storage facilities, and operational 
and maintenance facilities, $967,000. 


‘Fourth Army Area) 


Fort Bliss, Texas: Troop housing, community facilities, training and adminis- 
trative facilities, and operational and maintenance facilities, $4,645,000. 
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Fort Hood, Texas: Troop housing, community facilities, training and admin- 
istrative facilities, medical facilities, operational and maintenance facilities, and 
family housing, $12,922,000. 


Fort Sam Houston, Texas: Troop housing and operational facilities, $805,000. 
Fort Sill, Oklahoma: Community facilities, medical facilities, operational and 
maintenance facilities, and land acquisition, $3,053,000. 


(Fifth Army Area) 


Fort Carson, Colorado: Troop housing, community facilities, training and ad- 
ministrative facilities, medical facilities, airfield pavements, storage facilities, 
and operational and maintenance facilities, $7,487,000. 


Fort Leavenworth, Kansas: Hospital and medical facilities, training facilities, 
and operational facilities, $8,615,000. 


Camp Lucas, Michigan: Community facilities, $145,000. 
Fort Riley, Kansas: Troop housing, community facilities, training and admin- 


istrative facilities, medical facilities, storage facilities, operational and main- 
tenance facilities, and family housing, $8,657,000. 


Fort Sheridan, Illinois: Storage facilities, and family housing, $1,528,000. 


(Sixth Army Area) 


Camp Hanford, Washington: Waterfront facilities, $167,000. 

Fort Lewis, Washington: Troop housing, community facilities, training facili- 
ties, medical facilities, storage facilites, operational and maintenance facilities, 
and family housing, $15,275,000. 


Presidio of Monterey, California: Troop housing and training facilities, 
$1,878,000. 


Fort Ord, California: Community facilities, medical facilities, and utilities, 
$1,407,000. 


Presidio of San Francisco, California: Liquid fuel dispensing facilities, 
$144,000. 


United States Disciplinary Barracks, California: Community facilities, 
$184,000. 


Yuma Test Station, Arizona: Family housing, $709,000. 


(Military Academy) 


United States Military Academy, New York: Community facilities and utilities, 
$756,000. 
(Armed Forces Special Weapons Project) 


Sandia Base, New Mexico: Family housing, $1,231,000. 


Various installations : Maintenance facilities, community facilities, and utilities, 
$3,014,000. 


(Tactical Installations) 
Various locations: Family housing, $8,135,000. 


(Rehabilitation) 
Various locations: Rehabilitation of facilities for family housing, $2,661,000. 


OUTSIDE CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 


(Alaskan Area) 


Big Delta: Troop housing and community facilities, and family housing, 
$3,638,000. 

Eielson Air Force Base: Maintenance and storage facility, $1,047,000. 

Ladd Air Force Base: Storage facilities and liquid fuel dispensing facilities, 
$266,000. 

Fort Richardson: Troop housing, community facilities, storage facilities, opera- 
tional and maintenance facilities, and utilities, $9,079,000. 


Whittier: Community facilities, and operational and maintenance facilities, 
$1,183,000. 
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Wildwood Station (Kenai): Troop housing and community facilities, $469,000. 
Various locations: Rehabilitation of facilities for family housing, $1,656,000. 


(Far East Command Area) 


Okinawa: Community, troop supporting, and medical facilities, operational, 
maintenance, and administrative facilities, utilities, family housing, and land 
acquisition and resettlement, $43,983,000, of which sum the total amount avail- 
able for resettlement may be paid in advance to the Government of the Ryukyu 
Islands. 


(Pacific Command Area) 


Helemano, Hawaii : Family housing, $714,000. 

Camp O'Donnel, Philippine Islands : Utilities, $832,000. 

Schofield Barracks, Hawaii: Storage and community facilities, $3,162,000. 
Waiawa (Waipio) Radio Transmitting Station, Hawaii: Communty facilities, 
and family housing, $363,000. 


(Caribbean Command Area) 


Fort Clayton, Canal Zone: Family housing, $2,350,000. 


(Icelandic Command Area) 


Keflavik Airport: Operational and training facilities, and family housing, 
$3,793,000. 

Classified installations : Family housing, $5,799,000. 

Sec. 102. The Secretary of the Army is authorized to establish or develop classi- 
fied military installations and facilities by the acquisition of land and the con- 
struction, rehabilitation, or installation of permanent or temporary public 
works, including site preparation, appurtenances, and related utilities and equip- 
ment, in a total amount of $223,993,000. 

Sec. 103. The Secretary of the Army is authorized through the construction, 
rehabilitation, or installation of permanent or temporary public works, including 
site preparation, appurtenances, and related utilities and equipment, to restore 
or replace facilities damaged or destroyed in a total amount of $10,000,000. 

Sec. 104. Public Law 534, Eighty-second Congress, is hereby amended as 
follows: 

(a) Strike so much thereof under the heading “Continental United States” 
and subheading “Field Forces Facilities” (Second Army Area) in section 101 as 
follows: 

“Fort Knox, Kentucky: Training buildings and facilities, research and devel- 
opment facilities, maintenance facilities, land acquisition, and _ utilities, 
$11,411,000.” 
and insert in lieu thereof the following : 

“Fort Knox, Kentucky: Training buildings and facilities, maintenance facil- 
ities, land acquisition, and utilities, $9,411,000.” 

(b) Strike so much thereof under the heading “Continental United States” 
and subheading “Technical Service Facilities’ (Army Medical Service) in sec- 
tion 101 as follows: 

“Walter Reed Army Medical Center, Washington, District of Columbia: Opera- 
tional facilities and research and development facilities, $731,000.” 
and insert in lieu thereof the following : 

“Walter Reed Army Medical Center, Washington, District of Columbia, and 
Forest Glen, Maryland: Operational facilities, and research and development 
facilities, $2,731,000.” 

Sec. 105. Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, is hereby amended by strik- 
ing so much thereof under the heading “Continental United States” and sub- 
heading “(Signal Corps)” in section 101 as follows: 

“Department of the Army transmitting station, vicinity of Woodbridge, 
Virginia :” 
and inserting in lieu thereof the following : 

“Department of the Army transmitting station, vicinity of Camp Detrick, 
Maryland :” . 

TITLE II 


Sec. 201. The Secretary of the Navy is authorized to establish or develop naval 
installations and facilities by the acquisition, construction, conversion, rehabili- 
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tation, or installation of permanent or temporary public works in respect of the 
following projects, which include site preparation, appurtenances, and related 
utilities and equipment: 


CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 
SHIPYARD FACILITIES 


Naval shipyard, Boston, Massachusetts: Utilities and replacement of piers, 
$8,441,000. 

Naval shipyard, Puget Sound, Bremerton, Washington: Drydock facilities, 
$206,000. 

David Taylor Model Basin, Carderock,. Maryland: Research and development 
facilities, $14,302,000. 

Naval industrial reserve shipyard, Charleston, South Carolina: Land acquisi- 
tion, $427,000. 

Naval minecraft base, Charleston, South Carolina: Site preparation, water- 
front facilities, administrative facilities, training facilities, utilities, and land 
acquisition, $5,800,000. 

Naval shipyard, Mare Island, Vallejo, California: Waterfront facilities and 
sand-blasting facilities, $4,553,000. 

Naval shipyard, Norfolk, Virginia: Replacement of wharf, $308,000. 

Naval underwater sound laboratory, New London, Connecticut: Family hous- 
ing, $66,600. 

Naval mine countermeasures station, Panama City, Florida: Administrative 
facilities, community facilities, training facilities, helicopter facilities, ammuni- 
tion storage facilities, waterfront facilities, research and development facilities, 
and land acquisition, $3,379,000. 

Naval shipyard, Portsmouth, New Hampshire: Utilities, and drydock facilities, 
$946,000. 

Naval electronics laboratory, San Diego, California: Land acquisition, 
$143,000. 

Naval repair facility, San Diego, California: Utilities, $629,000. 

Naval shipyard, San Francisco, California: Waterfront facilities, steam test 
facilities, and land acquisition, $4,369,000. 


FLEET BASE FACILITIES 


Navy Department, District of Columbia: Family housing, $81,000. 

Naval station, Green Cove Springs, Florida: Utilities, $72,000. 

Naval station, Newport, Rhode Island: Personnel facilities, $1,583,000. 

Naval base, Norfolk, Virginia: Waterfront facilities, pavements, utilities, and 
land acquisition, $9,972,000. 

Naval station, Orange, Texas: Personnel facilities, $399,000. 

Naval station, San Diego, California: Utilities, $57,000. 

Naval station, Treasure Island, San Francisco, California: Personnel facilities, 
and utilities, $3,147,000. 

Naval station, Tacoma, Washington: Waterfront facilities, $3,024,000. 

Naval station, Tongue Point, Astoria, Oregon: Personnel facilities, $92,000. 


AVIATION FACILITIES 


(Naval Air Training Stations) 


Naval auxiliary landing field, Alice-Orange Grove Area, Texas: Airfield pave- 
ments, and land acquisition, $1,487,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Barin Field, Foley, Alabama: Airfield lighting 
facilities, $151,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Chase Field, Texas: Storage facilities, fuel dis- 
pensing facilities, operational facilities, personnel facilities, community facilities, 
land acquisition, and family housing, $1,953,500. 

Naval air station, Corpus Christi, Texas: Navigational aids, training facilities, 
and land acquisition, $664,000. 

Naval air station, Glynco, Georgia: Aircraft, station and equipment mainte- 
nance facilities, administrative facilities, and utilities, $1,886,000. 

Naval air station, Hutchinson, Kansas: Utilities, $81,000. 
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Naval auxiliary air station, Kingsville, Texas: Aircraft maintenance facilities, 
operational facilities, navigational aids, storage facilities, maintenance facilities, 
personnel facilities, community facilities, and land acquisition, $3,686,000. 

Naval air station, Memphis, Tennessee: Utilities, $759,000. 

Naval air station, Pensacola, Florida: Airfield pavements, navigational aids, 
personnel facilities, fuel dispensing facilities, operational facilities, research and 
development facilities, ammunition storage facilities, land acquisition, and plans 
and specifications for aircraft overhaul and repair facilities, $3,453,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Port Isabel, Texas: Airfield pavements, aircraft 
maintenance facilities, operational facilities, administrative facilities, com- 
munity facilities, fuel storage facilities, ammunition storage and ordnance facili- 
ties, security facilities, utilities, and land acquisition, $5,544,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, New Iberia, Louisiana: Aircraft maintenance 
facilities, airfield pavements, operational facilities, navigational aids, mainte- 
nance facilities, communication facilities, training facilities, administrative facil- 
ities, fuel storage and dispensing facilities, covered and cold storage facilities, 
ammunition storage facilities, personnel facilities, medical facilities, community 
facilities, utilities, and land acquisition, $24,361,000. 


(Fleet Support Air Stations) 


Naval air station, Alameda, California: Aircraft maintenance facilities, sea- 
drome lighting facilities, seawall, dredging, and land acquisition, $3,729,000. 

Naval air station, Atlantic City, New Jersey: Storage facilities, and utilities, 
$233,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Brown Field, California : Family housing, $214,600. 

Naval air station, Brunswick, Maine: Airfield pavements, airfield lighting 
facilities, communication facilities, storage facilities, ammunition storage facili- 
ties, personnel facilities, community facilities, utilities, and land acquisition, 
$3,200,000 

Naval air station, Cecil Field, Florida: Aircraft maintenance facilities, air- 
field pavements, operational facilities, covered storage facilities, ammunition 
storage and ordnance facilities, fuel dispensing facilities, security facilities, per- 
sonnel facilities, community facilities, and utilities, $7,400,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, El Centro, California: Ordnance facilities, and 
land acquisition, $366,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Fallon, Nevada: Operational facilities, community 
facilities, and personnel facilities, $1,041,000. 

Naval air station, Jacksonville, Florida: Airfield pavements, communication 
facilities, operational facilities, and land acquisition, $2,224,000. 

Naval air station, Key West, Florida: Fuel storage facilities, and boathouse, 
$211,000. 

Naval auxiliary landing field, Mayport, Florida: Waterfront facilities, com- 
munication facilities, and security facilities, $738,000. 

Naval air station, Miramar, California: Storage facilities, training facilities, 
personnel facilities, fuel dispensing facilities, community facilities, and utilities, 
$4,370,000. 

Naval air station, Moffett Field, California: Fuel pipeline facilities, airfield 
pavements, and operational facilities, $2,581,000. 

Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia: Aircraft maintenance facilities, training 
facilities, communication facilities, operational facilities and land acquisition, 
$5,260,000. 

Naval air station, Oceana, Virginia: Airfield pavements, storage facilities, 
personnel facilities, maintenance facilities, community facilities, and fuel dis- 
pensing facilities, $5,281,000. 

Naval air station, Quonset Point, Rhode Island: Airfield lighting facilities, 
operational facilities, and utilities, $1,062,000. 

Naval air station, San Diego, California: Training facilities, operational facili- 
ties, aircraft maintenance facilities, fuel dispensing facilities, and utilities, 
$2,748,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Sanford, Florida: Family housing, $188,900. 

Naval air facility, Weeksville, North Carolina: Cold storage facilities, and 
maintenance facilities, $342,000. 

Naval air station, Whidbey Island, Washington: Airfield pavements, airfield 
lighting facilities, training facilities, and land acquisition, $1,958,000. 

Outlying field, Whitehouse Field, Duval County, Florida: Airfield pavements, 
and land acquisition, $1,087,000. 
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(Marine Corps Air Stations) 


Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Beaufort, South Carolina: Airfield pave- 
ments, communications facilities, navigational aids, fuel dispensing facilities, op- 
erational facilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, community facilities, 
and land acquisition, $4,649,000. 

Marine Corps air station, Cherry Point, North Carolina: Airfield pavements, 
aircraft maintenance facilities, waterfront facilities, navigational aids, airfield 
lighting facilities, ammunition storage and ordnance facilities, operational facili- 
ties, and land acquisition, $1,762,000. 

Marine Corps air station, El Toro, California: Airfield pavements, training fa- 
cilities, communication facilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, com- 
munity facilities, and land acquisition, $2,492,000. 

Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Edenton, North Carolina ; Family housing, 
$1,421,500. 

Marine Corps air station, Miami, Florida: Land acquisition, $1,223,000. 

Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Mojave, California : Maintenance facilities, 
land acquisition, and family housing, $2,305,400. 

Marine Corps air facility, New River, North Carolina: Airfield pavements, 
medical facilities, administrative facilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, 
community facilities, operational facilities, training facilities, and utilities, 
$2,762,000. 1 : ] 

(Special Purpose Air Stations) 


Naval auxiliary air station, Chincoteague, Virginia: Aircraft maintenance fa- 
cilities, medical facilities, and operational facilities, $2,858,000. 

Naval Ordnance test staton, Inyokern, California: Research and development 
facilities, $2,615,000. 

Naval air station, Lakehurst, New Jersey : Research and development facilities, 
storage facilities, navigational aids, and aircraft maintenance facilities, 
$16,311,000. 

Naval air test center, Patuxent River, Maryland: Airfield pavements, aircraft 
maintenance facilities, oil storage facilities, and utilities, $8,677,000. 

Naval air missile test center, Point Mugu, California: Aircraft maintenance 
facilities, communication facilities, and research and development facilities, 
$926,000. 

Naval air station, South Weymouth, Massachusetts : Testing facilities, $270,000. 

Suitland, Maryland: Photographic interpretation center: $2,345,000. 

Various locations: Land acquisition, and obstruction removal, for flight clear- 
ance, $23,000,000. 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 


Naval fuel depot, Jacksonville, Florida: Family housing, $15,200. 

Naval supply depot, Newport, Rhode Island: Waterfront facilities, administra- 
tive facilities, and utilities, $1,041,000. 

Naval supply center, Norfolk, Virginia: Cold storage facilities, warehouse 
freight elevators, and (at Cheatham Annex) highway crossing and land acquisi- 
tion, $777,000. 

Naval supply center, Oakland, California: Utilities, and easement, $62,000. 


MARINE CORPS FACILITIES 


Marine Corps supply center, Albany, Georgia : Storage facilities, community fa- 
cilities, cold-storage facilities, personnel facilities and utilities, $3,157,000. 

Marine Corps supply center, Barstow, California: Storage facilities, com- 
munity facilities, cold-storage facilities, personnel facilities, security facilities, 
and land acquisition, $501,000. 

Marine Corps base, Camp Lejeune, North Carolina: Personnel facilities, se- 
curity facilities, and utilities, $1,059,000. 

Marine Corps recruit depot, Parris Island, South Carolina: Training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and utilities, $1,654,000. 

Marine Corps base, Camp Pendleton, California : Administrative facilities, fuel- 
storage facilities, security facilities, utilities, family housing, and plans and speci- 
fications for waterfront facilities, $6,746,000. 


Marine Corps clothing depot, Annex Numbered 3, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania : 
Utilities, $30,000. 





ee eee ee ee ee 











2903 


Marine Corps schools, Quantico, Virginia: Covered and ammunition-storage 
facilities, medical facilities, training and personnel facilities, utilities, and land 
acquisition, $8,925,000. 

Marine Corps recruit depot, San Diego, California: Pavements, and personnel 
facilities, $120,000. 

Marine Corps training center, Tweaty-nine Palms, California: Family housing, 
$47,000. 


ORDNANCE FACILITIES 


Naval ammunition depot, Charleston, South Carolina: Ordnance facilities, 
$193,000. 

Naval aviation test station, Chincoteague, Virginia : Research and development 
facilities, $644,000. 

Naval proving ground, Dahlgren, Virginia: Land acquisition, $200,000. 

Naval ordnance aerophysics laboratory, Daingerfield, Texas: Research and 
development facilities, $1,111,000. 

Naval ammunition depot, Earle, New Jersey: Refrigerated storage facilities, 
$59,000. 

Naval ammunition depot, Fallbrook, California: Ordnance and ammunition 
storage facilities, $514,000. 

Naval ammunition depot, Hawthorne, Nevada: Barricaded sidings, and util- 
ities, $1,424,000. 

Naval powder factory, Indian Head, Maryland: Ordnance facilities, research 
and development facilities, and utilities, $1,230,000. 

Naval ordnance test station, Inyokern, California: Community facilities, 
$375,000. 

Naval torpedo station, Keyport, Washington: Ordnance facilities, $572,000. 

Naval ordnance plant, Louisville, Kentucky: Ordnance drawings storage facil- 
ities, $927,000. 

Naval ordnance plant, Macon, Georgia: Ordnance manufacturing facilities, 
$3,800,000. 

Naval underwater ordnance station, Newport, Rhode Island: Testing facilities, 
$370,000. 

Naval magazine, Port Chicago, California: Ordnance facilities, and land ac- 
quisition, $1,929,000. 

Naval ammunition depot, Saint Juliens Creek, Virginia: Utilities, $420,000. 

Naval ammunition and net depot, Seal Beach, California: Waterfront facili- 
ties, $1,029,000. 

Naval ammunition depot, Shumaker, Arkansas: Barricaded transfer depot 
facilities, $765,000. 

Naval ordnance laboratory, White Oak, Maryland: Research and development 
facilities, $1,976,000. 

Naval mine depot, Yorktown, Virginia: Ammunition storage and testing facil- 
ities, $113,000. 

SERVICE SCHOOL FACILITIES 


Naval Academy, Annapolis, Maryland: Utilities, $182,000. 

Naval station, Annapolis, Maryland: Personnel facilities, $307,000. 

Naval receiving station, Charleston, South Carolina: Community facilities, 
$553,000. 

Naval amphibious base, Coronado, California: Personnel facilities, $1,402,000. 

Fleet air defense training center, Dam Neck, Virginia: Training facilities, and 
personnel facilities, $1,942,000. 

Naval training center, Great Lakes, Illinois: Training facilities, and person- 
nel facilities, $4,338,000. 

Naval powder factory, Indian Head, Maryland: Personnel facilities, $780,000. 

Naval postgraduate school, Monterey, California : Personnel facilities, $119,000. 

Naval receiving station, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania: Personnel facilities, 
$1,428,000. 

Naval retraining command, Portsmouth, New Hampshire: Security facilities, 
$42,000. 

Fleet sonar school, San Diego, California: Training facilities, $2,753,000. 


MEDICAL FACILITIES 


National naval medical center, Bethesda, Maryland: Plans and specifications 
for the Armed Forces Medical Library, $350,000. 
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Naval hospital, Chelsea, Massachusetts: Family housing, $192,800. 

Naval hospital, Corona, California: Family housing, and conversion of existing 
structures to family housing, $256,800. 

Naval hospital, Great Lakes, Illinois: Plans and specifications for certain medi- 
eal facilities, $750,000. 

Naval hospital, Jacksonville, Florida: Retaining wall, $46,000. 

Naval submarine base, New London, Connecticut: Medical research facilities, 
$755,000. 

Naval hospital, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania: Utilities, $60,000. 


COMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES 


Naval radio station, Northwest, Virginia: Communication facilities, $436,000. 
Naval radio station, Squantum, Massachusetts: Communication facilities, 
$50,000. 


OFFICE OF NAVAL RESEARCH FACILITIES 


Naval research laboratory, Washington, District of Columbia: Research facil- 
ities, and utilities, $163,000. 

Naval research laboratory, Chesapeake Bay annex, Randle Cliffs, Maryland: 
Research facilities, and land acquisition, $52,000. 


YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 


Naval construction battalion center, Davisville, Rhode Island: Waterfront 
facilities, and storage facilities, $5,397,000. 

Naval Petroleum Reserve Numbered 1, Elk Hills, California : Oil pipe line facil- 
ities and land acquisition, $8,000,000. 

Public works center, Norfolk, Virginia: Utilities, $2,510,000. 

Naval construction battalion center, Port Hueneme, California: Maintenance 
facilities, $1,225,000. 

Various locations: Facilities for abatement of water pollution, including the 
acquisition of land, $15,149,000. 


OUTSIDE CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 
SHIPYARD FACILITIES 
Fleet activities, Sasebo, Japan: Personnel facilities, $57,000. 
FLEET BASE FACILITIES 


Naval station, Adak, Alaska: Family housing, $2,485,000. 

Naval base, Guam, Mariana Islands: Administrative facilities, $1,835,000. 

Naval base, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Utilities, $56,000. 

Naval base, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands ; Personnel facilities, medical facili- 
ties, utilities, and family housing, $15,253,700. 

Fleet activities, Yokosuka, Japan: Family housing, $6,540,800. 


AVIATION FACILITIES 


Naval air station, Agana, Guam, Mariana Islands: Airfield pavements, opera- 
tional facilities, personnel facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, and utilities, 
$6,525,000. 

Naval station, Argentia, Newfoundland: Operational facilities, and family 
housing, $8,589,800. 

Naval air station, Atsugi, Japan: Personnel facilities, and family housing, 
$1,978,800. 

Naval station, Bermuda, British West Indies: Aircraft maintenance facilities, 
$91,000. 

Naval air facility, Cubi Point, Philippine Islands: Airfield pavements, aircraft 
maintenance facilities, earthwork personnel facilities, communication facilities, 
ordnance facilities, fuel-dispensing facilities, and utilities, $8,260,000. 

Naval air station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Fuel pipeline facilities, community 
facilities, utilities, and family housing, $2,977,300. 

Naval air facility, Iwakuni, Japan: Personnel facilities, $975,000. 

Marine Corps air station, Kaneohe Bay, Territory of Hawaii: Airfield pave- 
ments, fuel-dispensing facilities, and family housing, $3,227,600. 
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Naval station, Kodiak, Alaska : Family housing, $2,613,100. = 
Naval station, Kwajalein, Marshall Islands: Communication facilities, ammu- 
nition storage facilities, and personnel facilities, $4,411,000. He 2 Jad 
Naval station, Midway Islands, Territory of Hawaii: Communication facilities 
and operational facilities, $1,518,000. a” = 
Naples, Italy : Operational facilities and storage facilities, $155,000. 
Naval air facility, Port Lyautey, French Morocco; Coldstorage facilities, and 
family housing, $1,958,500. at 
Naval station, Roosevelt Roads, Puerto Rico: Operational facilities and airfield 
pavements, $3,721,000. \ k fo 
Naval station, Sangley Point, Philippine Islands: Family housing, $522,900. 


SUPPLY FACILITIES 


Naval supply depot, Guam, Mariana Islands: Waterfront facilities and storage 
facilities, $5,427,000. 

Naval supply depot, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Cold storage facilities, $1,318,000. 

Naval supply center, Pearl Harbor, Territory of Hawaii: Operational facili- 
ties, utilities, and land acquisition, $270,000. 


ORDNANCE FACILITIES 


Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: Testing facilities, and 
railroad facilities and barricades, $1,132,000. 
Naval ordnance facility, Sasebo, Japan: Personnel facilities, $66,000. 


SERVICE SCHOOL FACILITIES 


Fleet training center, Pearl Harbor, Territory of Hawaii: Training facili- 
ties, $44,000. 
MEDICAL FACILITIES 


Naval hospital, Guam, Mariana Islands: Community facilities, $269,000. 
COMMUNICATION FACILITIES 


Naval communication station, Adak, Alaska: Communication facilities, 
$439,000. 

Naval radio facility, Kami-Seya, Japan: Communication facilities and family 
housing, $2,564,700. 

Naval communication station, Kodiak, Alaska: Site preparation, communi- 
cation facilities, maintenance facilities, personnel facilities, and utilities, 
$6,991,000. 

Naval communcation facility, Philippine Islands: Communication facilities, 
community facilities, utilities, and famly housing, $8,061,500. 

Naval communication facility, Port Lyautey, French Morocco: Storage facili- 
ties, personnel facilities, community facilities, utilities, and family housing, 
$2,848,600. 

YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 


Fifteenth Naval District, Canal Zone: Utilities, and acquisition of family 
housing, $3,069,000. 

Guam, Mariana Islands: Utilities, $940,000. 

Trust territories, Pacific: Acquisition of land, $1,772,000. 

Sec. 202. The Secretary of the Navy is authorized to establish or develop 
classified naval installations and facilities by the acquisition of land, and the 
construction, conversion, rehabilitation, or installation of permanent or tem- 
porary public works, including site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, equip- 
ment and family housing, in the total amount of $151,342,400. 

Sec. 203. The Secretary of the Navy is authorized through the construction, 
rehabilitation or installation of permanent or temporary public works, includ- 
ing site preparation, appurtenances, and related utilities and equipment, to re- 
store or replace facilities damaged or destroyed in a total amount of $6,000,000. 


TITLE III 


Sec. 301. The Secretary of the Air Force is hereby authorized to establish 
or develop Air Force installations and facilities by the acquisition, construction, 
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conversion, rehabilitation, or installation of permanent or temporary public 
works in respect of the following projects, which include site preparation, ap- 
purtenances and related utilities, equipment and facilities: 


CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 


AIR DEFENSE COMMAND 


Buckingham Weapons Center, Ft. Myers, Florida: Airfield pavements, fuel 
dispensing facilities, communications and navigational aids, operational facili- 
ties, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop housing and messing facilities, utili- 
ties, land acquisition, medical facilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, 
administrative facilities, shop facilities, and family housing, $11,533,000. 

Duluth Municipal Airport, Duluth, Minnesota: Airfield pavements, aircraft 
maintenance facilities, utilities, medical facilities, storage facilities, personnel 
facilities, and shop facilities, $1,200,000. 

Ent Air Force Base, Colorado Springs, Colorado: Utilities, personnel facilities, 
and family housing, $1,808,000. 

Ethan Allan Air Force Base, Winooski, Vermont: Fuel dispensing facilities, 
airfield lighting, and utilities, $213,000. 

Geiger Field, Spokane, Washington: Airfield pavements, troop housing, stor- 
age facilities, and family housing, $1,716,000. 

Glasgow site, Montana: Airfield pavements, fuel dispensing facilities, navi- 
gational aids and airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, aircraft 
maintenance facilities, training facilities, utilities, land acquisition, medical 
facilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, administrative and community 
facilities, shop facilities, and family housing, $4,726,000. 

Grand Forks site, North Dakota: Airfield pavements, fuel dispensing facili- 
ties, communications, navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, opera- 
tional facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop housing, 
utilities, land acquisition, medical facilities, storage facilities, personnel facili- 
ties, administrative and community facilities, shop facilities, and family hous- 
ing, $5,635,000. 

Grandview Air Force Base, Kansas City, Missouri: Airfield pavements, fuel 
dispensing facilities, airfield lighting facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, 
training facilities, utilities, land acquisition, storage facilities, personnel 
facilities, and family housing, $3,402,000. 

Greater Milwaukee area, Wisconsin: Airfield pavements, fuel dispensing facili- 
ties, communications and navigational aids, operational facilities, aircraft main- 
tenance facilities, troop housing and messing facilities, utilities, land acquisition, 
medical facilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, administrative and com- 
munity facilities, shop facilities, and family housing, $16,564,000. 

treater Pittsburgh Airport, Coraopolis, Pennsylvania: Training facilities, util- 
ities, medical facilities, and personnel facilities, $404,000. 

Hamilton Air Force Base, San Rafael, California: Airfield pavements, opera- 
tienal facilities, troop housing, land acquisition, and personnel facilities, 
$1,501,000. 

Kinross Air Force Base, Sault Sainte Marie, Michigan: Airfield pavements, 
fuel dispensing facilities, airfield lighting facilities, aircraft maintenance facili- 
ties, training facilities, utilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, and family 
housing, $2,029,000. 

K. I. Sawyer Municipal Airport, Marquette, Michigan: Airfield pavements, fuel 
dispensing facilities, airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, utilities, 
personnel facilities, administrative facilities, relocation of facilities, and family 
housing, $3,890,000. 

Klamath Falls Municipal Airport, Klamath Falls, Oregon: Airfield pavements, 
relocation of facilities, utilities, land acquisition, medical facilities, personnel 
facilities, administrative facilities and family housing, $1,991,000. 

McChord Air Force Base, Tacoma, Washington: Airfield pavements, training 
facilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, community facilities, and family 
housing, $2,959,000. 4 

McGhee-Tyson Airport, Knoxville, Tennessee: Airfield pavements, utilities, 
storage facilities, personnel facilities, and shop facilities, $582,000. 

Minneapolis-St. Paul International Airport, Minneapolis, Minnesota: Airfield 
pavements, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop housing, storage facilities, per- 
sonnel facilities, and community facilities, $1,423,000. 
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Minot site, North Dakota: Airfield pavements, fuel dispensing facilities, com- 
munications, navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, operational facili- 
ties, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop housing, utilities, 
medical facilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, administrative and com- 
munity facilities, and shop facilities, $5,339,000. 

New Castle County Municipal Airport, Wilmington, Delaware: Airfield pave- 
ments, airfield lighting facilities, land acquisition, and storage facilities, $504,000. 

Niagara Falls Municipal Airport, Niagara Falls, New York: Airfield pave- 
ments, fuel dispensing facilities, airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, 
aircraft maintenance facilities, utilities, land acquisition, medical facilities, stor- 
age facilities, and personnel facilities, $1,748,000. 

Otis Air Force Base, Falmouth, Massachusetts: Airfield pavements, airfield 
lighting facilities, operational facilities, training facilities, messing facilities, 
medical facilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, administrative facili- 
ties, shop facilities, and family housing, $6,076,000. 

Oxnard Air Force Base, Oxnard, California: Airfield pavements, fuel dispens- 
ing facilities, airfield lighting facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, storage 
facilities, and personnel facilities, $435,000. 

*aine Air Force Base, Everett, Washington: Airfield pavements, fuel dispens- 
ing facilities, airfield lighting facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, land 
acquisition, storage facilities, and personnel facilities, $1,039,000. 

Portland International Airport, Portland, Oregon: Airfield pavements, utilities, 
storage facilities, and personnel facilities, $554,000. 

Presque Isle Air Force Base, Presque Isle, Maine: Airfield pavements, airfield 
lighting facilities, troop housing and messing facilities, land acquisition, storage 
facilities, and family housing, $2,003,000. 

Selfridge Air Force Base, Mount Clemens, Michigan: Airfield pavements, com- 
munications and airfield lighting facilities, troop housing and messing facilities, 
utilities, land acquisition, medical facilities, and personnel facilities, $5,443,000. 

Sioux City Municipal Airport, Sioux City, Iowa: Airfield pavements, airfield 
lighting facilities, and messing facilities, $290,000. 

Stewart Air Force Base, Newburgh, New York: Navigational aids and airfield 
lighting facilities, storage facilities, and community facilities, $112,000. 

Suffolk County Air Force Base, Westhampton, New York: Airfield pavements, 
fuel dispensing facilities, airfield lighting facilities, troop housing, utilities, land 
acquisition, storage facilities, personnel facilities, and family housing, $2,207,000. 

Traverse City area, Michigan: Airfield pavements, fuel dispensing facilities, 
operational facilities, training facilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, 
administrative and community facilities, and shop facilities, $1,881,000. 

Truax Field, Madison, Wisconsin: Airfield pavements, fuel dispensing facili- 
ties, airfield lighting facilities, troop housing, land acquisition, storage facilities, 
personnel facilities, and shop facilities, $1,263,000. 

Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Oscoda, Michigan: Airfield pavements, airfield 
lighting facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop housing, utilities, stor- 
age facilities, administrative facilities, shop facilities, and family housing, 
$2,511,000. 

Youngstown Municipal Airport, Youngstown, Ohio: Airfield pavements, airfield 
lighting facilities, utilities, storage facilities, and personnel facilities, $742,000. 

Yuma County Airport, Yuma, Arizona: Airfield lighting facilities, aircraft 
maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop housing, personnel facilities, and 
administrative facilities, $2,107,000. 


AIR MATERIEL COMMAND 


Brookley Air Force Base, Mobile, Alabama: Airfield pavements, fuel dispensing 
facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop housing and messing facilities, 
utilities, and storage facilities, $4,115,000. 

Griffiss Air Force Base, Rome, New York: Airfield pavements, fuel dispensing 
facilities, airfield lighting facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop hous- 
ing, land acquisition, storage facilities, personnel facilities, administrative facili- 
ties, and family housing, $15,683,000. 

Hill Air Force Base, Ogden, Utah: Airfield pavements and airfield lighting 
facilities, $2,386,000. 

Kelly Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Airfield pavements, airfield light- 
ing facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, and land acquisition, $1,945,000. 

McClellan Air Force Base, Sacramento, California: Airfield pavements, fuel 
dispensing facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, train- 
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ing facilities, troop housing, utilities, land acquisition, and administrative facili- 
ties, $9,522,000. 

Norton Air Force Base, San Bernardino, California: Airfield pavements, air- 
field lighting facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop housing and mess- 
ing facilities, land acquisition, and storage facilities, $3,153,000. 

Olmsted Air Force Base, Middletown, Pennsylvania: Airfield pavements, fuel 
dispensing facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, utilities, land acquisition, 
and storage facilities, $21,324,000. 

Robins Air Force Base, Macon, Georgia: Airfield pavements, communications 
and airfield lighting facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop housing, 
and land acquisition, $3,375,000. 

Searsport Air Force Tank Farm, Searsport, Maine: Fuel storage facilities, 
$133,000. 

Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma : Storage facilities, $205,000. 

Wilkins Air Force Station, Shelby, Ohio: Utilities, $305,000. 

Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio: Airfield pavements, training 
facilities, troop housing and messing facilities, utilities, land acquisition, research 
and development facilities, and administrative facilities, $17,951,000. 

Various locations : Storage facilities, $217,000. 


AIR PROVING GROUND COMMAND 

Eglin Air Force Base, Valparaiso, Florida: Airfield pavements, communications 
and navigational aids, troop housing and messing facilities, land acquisition, re- 
search, development and test facilities, and storage facilities, $7,966,000. 


AIR TRAINING COMMAND 


Amarillo Air Force Base, Amarillo, Texas: Training facilities, $98,000. 

Bryan Air Force Base, Bryan, Texas: Troop housing and messing facilities, 
and utilities, $866,000. 

Chanute Air Force Base, Rantoul, Illinois : Land acquisition, $3,000. 

Craig Air Force Base, Selma, Alabama: Airfield pavements, troop housing, and 
land acquisition, $1,650,000. 

Ellington Air Force Base, Houston, Texas: Troop housing and messing facili- 


ties, land acquisition, and medical facilities, $2,768,000. 

Francis E. Warren Air Force Base, Cheyenne, Wyoming: Troop housing and 
messing facilities, $1,355,000. 

Goodfellow Air Force Base, San Angelo, Texas: Airfield pavements, fuel dis- 
pensing facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop housing and messing 
facilities, and land acquisition, $3,524,000. 

Greenville Air Force Base, Greenville, Mississippi: Aircraft maintenance facili- 
ties, land acquisition, and personnel facilities, $349,000. 

Headquarters technical training, Air Force, Gulfport, Mississippi: Acquisition 
of land and facilities, $310,000. 

Harlingen Air Force Base, Harlingen, Texas : Communications and navigational 
aids and troop housing, $446,000. 

James Connally Air Force Base, Waco, Texas: 
facilities, $835,000. 

Laredo Air Force Base, Laredo, Texas: Aircraft maintenance facilities, and 
family housing, $1,525,500. 

Laughlin Air Force Base, Del Rio, Texas: Airfield pavements, operational facil- 
ities, training facilities, land acquisition, and family housing, $3,695,000. 

Lowry Air Force Base, Denver, Colorado : Troop housing and messing facilities 
$1,164,000. ? 

Luke Air Force Base, Phoenix, Arizona: Training facilities, troop housing and 
messing facilities, and land acquisition, $1,474,000. _ 

_ Mather Air Force Base, Sacramento, California : Communications and naviga- 
tional aids, troop housing and messing facilities, and personnel facilities 
$1,463,000. 

McConnell Air Force Base, Wichita, Kansas: Airfield pavements operational 
facilities, and land acquisition, $269,000. 

Moody Air Force Base, Valdosta, Georgia : Airfield pavements, aircraft mainte- 
nec mr ray Ren housing and messing facilities, land acquisition, and family 

Nellis Air Force Base, Las Vegas, Nevada: Airfield pavements, aircraft mainte- 
nance facilities, and troop housing and messing facilities, $1,100,000. 


Troop housing and messing 
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Perrin Air Force Base, Sherman, Texas: Troop housing and messing facilities, 
and land acquisition, $908,000. 

Randolph Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Troop housing, $549,000. 

Reese Air Force Base, Lubbock, Texas: Troop housing and messing facilities, 
land acquisition, and personnel facilities, $1,028,000. 

Scott Air Force Base, Belleville, Iiinois: Troop housing and messing facilities, 
$1,188,000. 

Sheppard Air Force Base, Wichita Falls, Texas: Messing facilities, $80,000. 

Stead Air Force Base, Reno, Nevada: Aircraft maintenance facilities, train- 
ing facilities, troop housing, personnel facilities, and family housing, $4,187,000. 

Tyndall Air Force Base, Panama City, Florida: Airfield lighting facilities, air- 
craft maintenance faciilties, and land acquisition, $478,000. 

Vance Air Force Base, Enid, Oklahoma: Troop housing and messing facilities, 
and land acquisition, $821,000. 

Webb Air Force Base, Big Spring, Texas: Shop facilities, and family housing, 
$2,410,000. 

Williams Air Force Base, Chandler, Arizona: Operational facilities, and troop 
housing and messing facilities, $995,000. 


AIR UNIVERSITY 
Gunter Air Force Base, Montgomery, Alabama: Troop housing, $275,000. 
Maxwell Air Force Base, Montgomery, Alabama: Troop housing and messing 
facilities, utilities, and medical facilities, $2,614,000. 


CONTINENTAL AIR COMMAND 


Beale Air Force Base, Marysville, California: Land acquisition, personnel 
facilities, and family housing, $2,125,500. 
Brooks Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Troop housing, $590,000. 
Dobbins Air Force Base, Marietta, Georgia: Airfield pavements, and personnel 
facilities, $758,000. 
Mitchel Air Force Base, Hempstead, New York: Airfield pavements, $1,891,000. 
Wolters Air Force Base, Mineral Wells, Texas: Operational facilities, storage 


facilities, and personnel facilities, $331,000. 


HEADQUARTERS COMMAND 


Bolling Air Force Base, Washington, D. C.: Personnel facilities, $520,000. 
MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT SERVICE 


Andrews Air Force Base, Camp Springs, Maryland: Medical facilities, and per- 
sonnel facilities, $1,098,000. 

Charleston Air Force Base, Charleston, South Carolina: Airfield pavements, 
operational facilities, personnel facilities, and administrative and community 
facilities, $1,300,00. 

Dover Air Force Base, Dover, Delaware: Airfield pavements, fuel dispensing 
facilities, airfield lighting facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, land acqui- 
sition, personnel facilities, administrative facilities, and family housing, 
$7,073,000. 

McGuire Air Force Base, Wrightstown, New Jersey: Airfield pavements, air- 
field lighting facilities, operational facilities, utilities, storage facilities, personnel 
facilities, and family housing, $5,564,000. 

Palm Beach Air Force Base, Palm Beach, Florida: Operational facilities, air- 
craft maintenance facilities, troop housing and messing facilities, utilities, and 
personnel facilities, $818,000. 


Saint Louis Aeronautical Chart Information Center, Saint Louis, Missouri: 
Administrative facilities, $861,000. 


RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT COMMAND 


Carabelle Test Site, Carabelle, Florida : Land acquisition, $1,000. 

Edwards Air Force Base, Muroc, California: Airfield lighting facilities, air- 
craft maintenance facilities, utilities, research, development and test facilities, 
personnel facilities, and community facilities, $12,429,000. 


Hartford Research Facility, Hartford, Connecticut : Research and development 
facilities, $22,375,000, 
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Holloman Air Force Base, Alamogordo, New Mexico: Airfield pavements, air- 
field lighting facilities, utilities, research and development facilities, medical 
facilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, and community facilities, 
$4,965,000. 

Indian Springs Air Force Base (Kirtland Auxiliary Numbered 1), Clark, 
Nevada: Operational facilities, shop facilities, and family housing, $555,500. 

Kirtland Air Force Base, Albuquerque, New Mexico: Aircraft maintenance 
facilities, utilities, and shop facilities, $905,000. 

Laurenve G. Hanscom Field, Bedford, Massachusetts: Airfield pu ements, 
communications and airfield lighting facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, 
troop housing, utilities, land acquisition, research and development facilities, 
storage facilities, personnel facilities, shop facilities, and family housing, 
$3,705,000. 

Mount Washington Climatic Projects Laboratory, Mount Washington, New 
Hampshire: Research and development facilities, $588,000. 

Patrick Air Force Base, Cocoa, Florida: Airfield pavements, aircraft mainte- 
nance facilities, utilities, land acquisition, research and development facilities, 
and shop facilities, $7,611,000. 

Various locations: Research and development facilities, $20,000,000. 


STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 


Abilene Air Force Base, Abilene, Texas: Airfield pavements, fuel-dispensing 
facilities, training facilities, troop housing, utilities, land acquisition, medical 
facilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, and administrative and com- 
munity facilities, $4,359,000. 

Altus Air Force Base, Altus, Oklahoma: Fuel dispensing facilities, airfield 
lighting facilities, operational facilities, training facilities, utilities, storage facil- 
ities, personnel facilities, administrative facilities, and family housing, $2,920,000. 

Barksdale Air Force Base, Shreveport, Louisiana: Airfield pavements, fuel- 
dispensing facilities, communications and airfield lighting facilities, training 
facilities, medical facilities, storage facilities, and personnel facilities, $7,379,000. 

Bergstrom Air Force Base, Austin, Texas: Airfield pavements, operational 
facilities, utilities, land acquisition, personnel facilities, administrative facilities, 
and shop facilities, $1,871,000. 

Biggs Air Force Base, El Paso, Texas: Fuel dispensing facilities, operational 
facilities, troop housing, storage facilities, and personnel facilities, $2,427,000. 

Campbell Air Force Base, Hopkinsville, Kentucky: Airfield pavements, com- 
munications, troop housing and messing facilities, utilities, land acquisition, and 
shop facilities, $1,993,000, 

Carswell Air Force Base, Fort Worth, Texas: Airfield lighting facilities, troop 
housing, utilities, medical facilities, and personnel facilities, $2,322,000. 

Castle Air Force Base, Merced, California: Airfield pavements, operational 
facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, utilities, land acquisition, storage 
facilities, and administrative faciltes, $4,502,000. 

Clinton-Sherman Air Force Base, Clinton, Oklahoma: Airfield pavements, fuel 
dispensing facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, train- 
ing facilities, utilites, land acquisition, storage facilities, personnel facilities 
administrative and community facilities, shop facilities, and family housing, 
$10,215,500. 

Columbus Air Force Base, Columbus, Mississippi: Airfield pavements, fuel 
dispensing facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, train- 
ing facilities, troop housing and messing facilities, utilities, land acquisition, 
medical facilities, storage facilities, administrative facilities, shop facilities, 
and family housing, $6,629,000. 

Davis-Monthan Air Force Base, Tucson, Arizona: Airfield pavements, training 
facilities, troop housing, land acquisition, medical facilities, storage facilities, 
and personnel facilities, $7,834,000. 

Dow Air Force Base, Bangor, Maine: Airfield pavements, fuel dispensing facili- 
ties, operational facilities, airfield maintenance facilities, training facilities, 
troop housing, rehabilitation, land acquisition, personnel facilities, community 
facilities, and shop facilities, $11,155,000. 

Elisworth Air Force Base, Rapid City, South Dakota: Airfield pavements, 
aircraft maintenance facilities, troop housing, land acquisition, storage facilities, 
personnel facilities, and shop facilities, $11,168,000. 

Fairchild Air Force Base, Spokane, Washington: Airfield pavements, fuel- 
dispensing facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, land 
acquisition, storage facilities, and personnel facilities, $1,707,000. 
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Forbes Air Force Base, Topeka, Kansas: Airfield pavements, fuel-dispensing 
facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, utilities, land 
acquisition, medical facilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, and shop 
facilities, $4,753,000. 

Gray Air Force Base, Killeen, Texas: Troop housing, medical facilities, storage 
facilities, personnel facilities, and communitw facilities, $482,000. 

Great Falls Air Force Base, Great Falls, Montana: Airfield pavements, com- 
munications, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training 
facilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, administrative and community 
facilities, and shop facilities, $5,435,000. 

Homestead Air Force Base, Homestead, Florida: Airfield pavements, fuel- 
dispensing facilities, airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, aircraft 
maintenance facilities, training facilities, utilities, medical facilities, storage 
facilities, personnel facilities, and family housing, $4,428,000. 

Hunter Air Force Base, Savannah, Georgia: Airfield pavements, airfield light- 
ing facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training 
facilities, utilities, medical facilities, and personnel facilities, $4,115,000. 

Lake Charles Air Force Base, Lake Charles, Louisiana: Airfield pavements, 
fuel-dispensing facilities, airfield lighting facilities, aircraft maintenance facili- 
ties, training facilities, troop housng, utilities, and personnel 
$2,396,000. 

Lincoln Air Force Base, Lincoln, Nebraska: Airfield pavements, fuel dispensing 
facilities; aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, land acquisition, 
medical facilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, and administrative 
facilities, $6,604,000. 

Little Rock Air Force Base, Little Rock, Arkansas: Airfield pavements, fuel 
dispensing facilities, navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, operational 
facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, utilities, land 
acquisition, medical facilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, adminis- 
trative and community facilities, and family housing, $5,317,000. 

Lockbourne Air Force Base, Columbus, Ohio: Airfield pavements, operational 
facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop housing, 
utilities, land acquisition, medical facilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, 
and shop facilities, $8,571,000. 

Loring Air Force Base, Limestone, Maine: Fuel dispensing facilities, aircraft 
maintenance facilities, troop housing, utilities, land acquisition, personnel facili- 
ties, administrative and community facilities, and shop facilities, $2,930,000. 

MacDill Air Force Base, Tampa, Florida: Airfield pavements, airfield lighting 
facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop housing, land acquisition, and 
personnel facilities, $5,251,000. 

March Air Force Base, Riverside, California: Airfield pavements, fuel dispens- 
ing facilities, airfield lighting facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop 
housing, land acquisition, and personnel facilities, $3,771,000. 

Mountain Home Air Force Base, Mountain Home, Idaho: Airfield pavements, 
operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, utilities, land acquisition, 
medical facilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, community facilities, 
and family housing, $5,961,000. 

Offutt Air Force Base (Omaha, Nebraska: Utilities, and land acquisition, 
$128,000. 

Pinecastle Air Force Base, Orlando, Florida: Airfield pavements, communi- 
cations and airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance 
facilities, utilities land acquisition, storage facilities, personnel facilities, and 
community facilities, $4,469,000. 

Plattsburg Air Force Base, Plattsburg, New York: Airfield pavements, fuel 
dispensing facilities, airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, aircraft 
maintenance facilities, training facilities, utilities, land acquisition, medical 
facilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, administrative and community 
facilities, and family housing, $22,016,000. 

Portsmouth Air Force Base, Portsmouth, New Hampshire: Airfield pavements, 
fuel dispensing facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, 
utilities, land acquisition, storage facilities, personnel facilities, administrative 
and community facilities, and family housing, $24,850,000. 

Sedalia Air Foree Base, Knobnoster, Missouri: Airfield pavements, airfield 
lighting facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, utilities, land acquisition, 


storage facilities, personnel facilities, community facilities, shop facilities, and 
family housing, $8,996,000. 


facilities, 
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Smoky Hill Air Force Base, Salina, Kansas: Airfield pavements, operational 
facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop housing, utilities, land acquisi- 
tion, medical facilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, administrative fa- 
cilities, shop facilities, and family housing, $8,773,500. 

Travis Air Force Base, Fairfield, California: Airfield pavements, fuel dis- 
pensing facilities, troop housing, utilities, land acquisition, storage facilities, 
personnel facilities, administrative and community facilities, and shop facilities, 
$2,129,000. : 

Turner Air Force Base, Albany, Georgia: Airfield pavements, fuel dispensing 
facilities, airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance 
facilities, troop housing, utilities, and land acquisition, $3,744,000. 

Walker Air Force Base, Roswell, New Mexico: Airfield pavements, troop hous- 
ing, utilities, land acquisition, medical facilities, storage facilities, and personnel 
facilities, $5,259,000. 

Westover Air Force Base, Chicopee Falls, Massachusetts: Airfield pavements, 
fuel dispensing facilities, communications and navigational aids, aircraft main- 
tenance facilities, training facilities, troop housing, land acquisition, storage 
facilities, personnel facilities, and community facilities, $7,716,000. 


TACTICAL 





AIR COMMAND 


Alexandria Air Force Base, Alexandria, Louisiana: Airfield pavements, fuel 
dispensing facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, train- 
ing facilities, utilities, and personnel facilities, $2,684,000. 

Ardmore Air Force Base, Ardmore, Oklahoma: Airfield pavements, fuel dis- 
pensing facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, personnel 
facilities, and family housing, $6,800,000. 

Blytheville Air Force Base, Blytheville, Arkansas: Airfield lighting facilities, 
training facilities, utilities, storage facilities, and community facilities, $208,000. 

Bunker Hill Air Force Base, Peru, Indiana: Airfield lighting facilities, opera- 
tional facilities, training facilities, and administrative facilities, $559,000. 

Clovis Air Force Base, Clovis, New Mexico: Training facilities, and family 
housing, $2,570,500. . 

Donaldson Air Force Base, Greenville, South Carolina: Airfield pavements, 
aircraft maintenance facilities, troop housing and messing facilities, and medica! 
facilities, $2,353,000. 

Foster Air Force Base, Victoria, Texas: Airfield pavements, training facilities, 
troop housing, and family housing, $4,624,000. 

George Air Foree Base, Victorville, California: Air field pavements, naviga- 
tional aids and airfield lighting facilities, training facilities, troop housing and 
messing facilities, land acquisition, and storage facilities, $1,548,000. 

Langley Air Force Base, Hampton, Virginia: Airfield pavements, training 
facilities, utilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, and administrative 
facilities, $3,384,000. 

Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, Washington: Airfield pavements, utilities, 
medical facilities, and personnel facilities, $3,574,000. 

Myrtle Beach Municipal Airport, Myrtle Beach, South Carolina: Airfield pave- 
ments, fuel dispensing facilities, communications and navigational aids, aircraft 
maintenance facilities, training facilities, messing facilities, utilities, land acqui- 
sition, medical facilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, administrative 
ana community facilities, and shop facilities, $6,255,000. 

Pope Air Force Base, Fort Bragg, North Carolina: Airfield pavements, com- 
munications and navigational aids, troop housing and messing facilities, land 
acquisition, medical facilities, and storage facilities, $2,548,000. 

Sewart Air Force Base, Smyrna, Tennessee: Airfield pavements, communi- 
‘ations and navigational aids, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facil- 
ities, troop housing and messing facilities, land acquisition, personnel facilities, 
and administrative facilities, $3,539,000. 

Seymour Johnson Air Force Base, Goldsboro, North Carolina: Airfield pave- 
ments, fuel dispensing facilities, communications and navigational aids, opera- 
tional facilities, aireraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop housing, 
utilities, land acquisition, medical facilities, storage facilities, personnel facili- 
ties, administrative and community facilities, and shop facilities $7,505,000. 

Shaw Air Force Base, Sumter, South Carolina: Airfield pavements, operational 
facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop housing and messing facilities, 
utilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, and family housing, $6,991,000. 
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SPECIAL FACILITIES 
Various locations: Operational facilities, and utilities, $387,000. 


AIRCRAFT CONTROL AND WARNING SYSTEM 


Various locations: Fuel dispensing facilities, communications and navigational 
aids, operational facilities, training facilities, troop housing and messing facilities, 
utilities, land acquisition, medical facilities, storage facilities, personnel facili- 
ties, administrative and community facilities, and shop facilities, $100,409,000. 


OUTSIDE CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 
ALASKAN AIR COMMAND 


Hielson Air Force Base: Medical facilities, storage facilities, and community 
facilities, $1,307,000. 

Elmendorf Air Force Base: Airfield pavements, fuel dispensing facilities, air- 
field lighting facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop housing and messing 
facilities, utilities, land acquisition, medical facilities, storage facilities, personnel 
facilities, and shop facilities, $23,094,000. 

Galena Airfield: Airfield lighting facilities and storage facilities, $518,000. 

Kenai Airfield: Airfield pavements, $356,000. 

Ladd Air Force Base: Training facilities, land acquisition, and storage facili- 
ties, $1,522,000. 

Naknek Airfield: Airfield pavements, airfield lighting facilities, operational 
facilities, utilities, and storage facilities, $1,863,000. 


CARIBBEAN AIR COMMAND 
Albrook Air Force Base, Canal Zone: Communication facilities, $163,000. 
FAR EAST AIR FORCES 


Various locations: Airfield pavements, fuel dispensing facilities, navigational 
aids and airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance 
facilities, utilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, and community facili- 
ties, $42,017,000. 

MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT SERVICE 


Hickam Air Force Base, Honolulu, Hawai: Airfield pavements, airfield light- 
ing facilities, land acquisition, storage facilities, and harbor facilities, $4,978,000. 

Johnston Island Air Force Base: Johnston Island: Communication facilities, 
$182,000. 

Midway Island: Airfield pavements, fuel dispensing facilities, and airfield 
lighting facilities, $303,000. 

Wake Island: Airfield pavements, fuel dispensing facilities, and navigational 
aids, $3,459,000. 

Various locations: Airfield pavements, fuel dispensing facilities, navigational 
aids and airfield lighting facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop housing, 
utilities, personnel facilities, and family housing, $11,393,000. 


NORTHEAST AIR COMMAND 


Various locations: Airfield pavements, fuel dispensing facilities, operational 
facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop housing, utili- 
ties, storage facilities, and shop facilities, $27,864,000. 


STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 


| Ramey Air Force Base, Puerto Rico: Fuel dispensing facilities, operational 
facilities, utilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, and harbor facilities, 
$2,149,000. 


UNITED STATES AIR FORCES IN EUROPE 


Various locations: Airfield pavements, fuel dispensing facilities, communica- 
tions, navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, air- 
craft maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop housing and messing facili- 
ties, utilities, medical facilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, adminis- 
trative and community facilities, and shop facilities, $244,861,000. 
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AREA CONTROL NAVIGATIONAL 












AIDS 


Various locations: Communications and navigational aids, $526,000. 


SPECIAL FACILITIES 


Various locations: Operational facilities, and utilities, $293,000. 
AIRCRAFT CONTROL AND WARNING SYSTEM 


Various locations: Airfield pavements, fuel dispensing facilities, communica- 
tions, navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, troop 
housing and messing facilities, utilities, medical facilities, storage facilities, per- 
sonnel facilities, adminstrative and community facilities, shop facilities, aircraft 
maintenance facilities, harbor facilities, and land acquisition, $98,552,000. 

Sec. 302. The Secretary of the Air Force is authorized through the construc- 
tion, rehabilitation or installation of permanent or temporary public works, 
including site preparation, appurtenances, and related utilities and equipment, 
to restore or replace facilities damaged or destroyed in a total amount of 
$5,000,000. 

Sec. 303. Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, is hereby amended as fol- 
lows: 

(a) With respect to Carswell Air Force Base, Fort Worth, Texas, under the 
heading “Continental United States” and subheading “Strategic Air Command” 
in section 301 strike “$2,248,000” and insert in lieu thereof “$2,750,000”. 

(b) With respect to Matagorda Island Air Force Range, Texas, under the 
heading “Continental United States” and subheading “Strategic Air Command” 
in section 301 strike “$607,000” and insert in lieu thereof “$847,000”. 

(c) With respect to Bismarck-Minot area, North Dakota, under the heading 
“Continental United States” and subheading “Air Defense Command” in section 
301 strike “Bismarck-Minot area, North Dakota” and “$6,494,000” and insert 
in lieu thereof “Minot Site, North Dakota” and “$12,124,000”, respectively. 

(d) With respect to Fargo area, North Dakota, under the heading “Continental 
United States” and subheading “Air Defense Command” in section 301 strike 
“Fargo area, North Dakota” and “$7,055,000” and insert in lieu thereof “Grand 
Forks Site, North Dakota” and “$10,903,000”, respectively. 

(e) With respect to Glasgow-Miles City area, Montana, under the heading 
“Continental United States” and subheading “Air Defense Command” in section 
301 strike “Glasgow-Miles City area, Montana” and “$8,391,000” and insert in 
lieu thereof “Glasgow Site, Montana” and “$10,660,000”, respectively. 

(f) With respect to K. T. Sawyer Airport, Marquette, Michigan, under the 
heading “Continental United States” and subheading “Air Defense Command” 
in section 301 strike “$8,556,000” and insert in lieu thereof “$9,949,000.” 

(g) With respect to Traverse City area, Michigan, under the heading “Con- 
tinental United States” and subheading “Air Defense Command” in section 301 
strike “$8,635,000” and insert in lieu thereof “$10,267,000”. 

(h) With respect to Ellington Air Force Base, Houston, Texas, under the 
heading “Continental United States” and subheading “Air Training Command” 
in section 301 strike “$1,073,000” and insert in lieu thereof “$2,478,000”. 

(i) With respect to Webb Air Force Base, Big Spring, Texas, under the head- 
ing “Continental United States” and subheading “Air Training Command” in 
section 301 strike “$100,000” and insert in lieu thereof “$135,000”. 

(j) With respect to Norton Air Force Base, San Bernardino, California, under 
the heading “Continental United States” and subheading “Air Materiel Com- 
mend” in section 301 strike “$4,303,000” and “$2,183,000” and insert in lieu there- 
of “$4,735,000” and “$2,615,000”, respectively. 

(k) With respect to Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio, under the 
heading “Continental United States” and subheading “Air Materiel Command” 
in section 301 strike “$5,847,000” and insert in lieu thereof “$6,849,000”. 

(1) With respect to Atlantic City Consolan Station, Atlantic City, New Jersey, 
under the heading “Continental United States” and subheading “Air Defense 
Command” in section 301 strike “$72,000” and insert in lieu thereof “$285,000”. 

(m) With respect to Nantucket Consolan Station, Nantucket, Massachusetts, 
under the heading “Continental United States” and subheading “Air Defense 
Command” in section 301 strike “$107,000” and insert in lieu thereof “$224,000”. 

(n) With respect to Pescadero Consolan Station, Pescadero, California, under 
the heading “Continental United States” and subheading “Air Defense Command” 
in section 301 strike “$107,000” and insert in lieu thereof “$224,000”. 
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(o) With respect to Point Conception Consolan Station, Point Conception, 
California, under the heading “Continental United States” and subheading “Air 
Defense Command” in section 301 strike “$72,000” and insert in lieu thereof 
“$232,000”. Ppt 

(p) In clause (3) of section 502 thereof delete the amounts “$389,125,000 
and “$398,954,000” and insert in lieu thereof the amounts ‘$405,176,000” and 
“£415,005,000", respectively. 

TITLE IV 


Sec. 401. The Director of Central Intelligence is authorized to provide for a 
headquarters installation for the Central Intelligence Agency by the acquisition 
ot land at a cost of not to exceed $6,000,000, and construction of buildings, facili- 
ties, appurtenances, utilities, and access roads at a cost of not to exceed 
$50,000,000. 

TITLE V 


GENERAL PROVISIONS 


Sec. 501. The Secretaries of the Army, Navy, and Air Force are respectively 
authorized to proceed with the establishment or development of military and 
naval installations and facilities as authorized by titles I, II, and III of this 
Act, and the Director of Central Intelligence is authorized to proceed with the 
establishment of a Central Intelligence Agency Headquarters Installation as 
authorized by title IV of this Act, without regard to the provisions of sections 
1136, 3648, and 3734, as respectively amended, of the Revised Statutes, and prior 
to approval of title to underlying land, as provided by section 355, as amended, 
of the Revised Statutes. The authority under this Act of the Secretary of a 
military department to provide family housing includes authority to acquire 
such land as the Secretary concerned determines, with the approval of the Secre- 
tary of Defense, to be necessary in connection therewith. The authority to estab- 
lish or develop such installations and facilities shall include, in respect of those 
installations and facilities as to which family housing or the acquisition of land 
is specified in titles I, II, III, and IV of this Act, authority to make surveys and 
to acquire lands and rights and interests thereto or therein, including the tempo- 
rary use thereof, by donation, purchase, exchange of Government-owned lands, or 
otherwise, and to place permanent or temporary improvements thereon whether 
such lands are held in fee or under lease or under other temporary tenure. 

Sec. 502. There are hereby authorized to be appropriated such sums of money 
as may be necessary to accomplish the purposes of this Act, but not to exceed— 

(1) for public works authorized by title I: Inside continental United 
States, $231,038,000; outside continental United States, $78,334,000; section 
102, $223,993,000; section 103, $10,000,000; or a total of $543,365,000: 

(2) for public works authorized by title II: Inside continental United 
States, $314,891,600; outside continental United States, $108,963,300: section 
202, $151,342,400; section 203, $6,000,000; or a total of $58,197,300; 

(3) for public works authorized by title III: Inside continental United 
States, $703,390,000 ; outside continental United States, $465,400,000: section 
802, $5,000,000 ; or a total of $1,173,790,000 ; and 

(4) for public works authorized by title IV : $56,000,000. 

Sec. 508. Any of the approximate costs enumerated in titles I, II, and III of 
this Act may, in the discretion of the Secretary concerned, be varied upward by 
5 per centum in the case of projects within the continental United States, and 
10 per centum in the case of projects outside the continental United States, but 
the total cost of all projects so enumerated under each of such titles shall not 
exceed the total of all amounts specified in respect of projects in such title. 

Sec. 504. Appropriations made to carry out the purposes of this Act shall be 
available for expenses incident to construction, including surveys, administration, 
overhead, planning, and supervision. 

Sec. 505. Whenever— 

(a) the President determines that compliance with the requirements of 
Public Law 245, Eighty-second Congress, in the case of contracts made pur- 
suant to this Act with respect to the establishment or development of military 
installations and facilities in foreign countries would interfere with the 
carrying out of the provisions of this Act; and 

(b) the Secretary of Defense and the Comptroller General have agreed 
upon alternative methods for conducting an adequate audit of such contracts, 
the President is authorized to exempt such contracts from the requirements 
of Public Law 245, Eighty-second Congress. 









































































































2916 


Sec. 506. All contracts entered into by the United States pursuant to the 
authorization contained in this Act shall be awarded, so far as practicable, if 
the interest of the national security shall not be impaired thereby and if such 
award is consistent with the provision of the Armed Services Procurement Act 
of 1947, on a competitive basis to the lowest responsible bidder. 

Sec. 507. Section 407 of the Public Law 765, Bighty-second Congress, is 
amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 407. The Secretary of Defense is authorized, subject to the approval 
of the Director of the Bureau of the Budget, to construct, or acquire by lease 
or otherwise, family housing, in addition to family housing otherwise authorized 
to be constructed or acquired by the Department of Defense in foreign countries, 
by the expenditure of the $100,000,000 through the use of foreign currencies in 
accordance with the provisions of the Agricultural Trade Development and 
Assistance Act of 1954 (Public Law 480, Eighty-third Congress) or through other 
commodity transactions of the Commodity Credit Corporation. 

“The Department of Defense shall reimburse the Commodity Credit Corpora- 
tion for such family housing in a dollar amount equivalent to the value to the 
foreign currencies used pursuant to the authority contained in this section. For 
the purpose of such reimbursement, the Department of Defense may utilize appro- 
priations otherwise available for the construction of military public works. 

“The Secretary of Defense shall furnish to the Committees on Armed Services 
of the Senate and the House of Representatives quarterly reports, the first of 
which shall be submitted three months subsequent to the date of enactment of 
this Act, setting forth the cost, number, and location of housing units constructed 
or acquired pursuant to the authority contained in this section during the three- 
month period preceding the date of such report, and setting forth the cost, num- 
ber, and location of the housing units intended to be constructed or acquired 
pursuant to such authority during the next succeeding quarter.” 

Sec. 508. All housing units constructed under the authority of this Act shall 
be subject to the net floor area permanent limitations prescribed in the second, 
third, and fourth provisos of section 3 of the Act of June 12, 1948 (62 Stat. 375), 
or in section 3 of the Act of June 16, 1948 (62 Stat. 459), other than the first, 
second, and third provisos thereof. 

Sec. 509.When housing units are constructed under the authority of this Act 
at installations at which housing units shall have been constructed and a mort- 
gage thereon insured by the Federal Housing Commissioner pursuant to title 
VIII of the National Housing Act, as amended, the Secretaries of the Army, Navy, 
and Air Force, respectively, may, upon application by the mortgagor, accept on 
behalf of the Government the mortgagor’s title to or leasehold interest in the 
housing units and underlying land, subject to the outstanding mortgage thereon, 
and assume the payments thereafter becoming due under any such outstanding 
mortgage and the cost of maintenance and operation thereafter accruing with 
respect to such housing units. Such housing units shall thereafter be under the 
jurisdiction of the military department concerned. The Secretary of the military 
department concerned may utilize appropriations otherwise available for con- 
struction of military public works for the liquidation of any outstanding mort- 
gage assumed by the Government. 

Sec. 510. As of July 1, 1956, all authorizations for military public works proj- 
ects to be accomplished by the Secretary of a military department in connection 
with the establishment or development of military, naval, or Air Force installa- 
tions and facilities, and all authorizations for appropriations therefor, that are 
contained in Acts approved prior to October 1, 1951, and not superseded or other- 
wise modified by a later authorization are repealed, except (1) authorizations 
for public works and for appropriations therefor that are set forth in such acts 
in the titles that contain the general provisions, (2) authorizations for military 
public works projects as to which appropriated funds shall have been obligated 
in whole or in part prior to July 1, 1956, and authorizations for appropriations 
therefor, and (3) the authorizations with respect to military public works and 
the appropriation of funds that are contained in the National Defense Facilities 
Act of 1950 (64 Stat. 829). 

Sec. 511. Section 504 of Public Law 155, Eighty-second Congress, is amended 
to read as follows: 

“Seo. 504. There are hereby authorized to be appropriated funds for advance 
planning, construction design and architectural services in connection with pub- 
lic works projects which are not otherwise authorized by law. Such sums as 
are appropriated shall remain available until expended when specifically provided 
in the appropriation Act.” 
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The Cuarmman. This morning the first witness we will have is Mr. 
Franklin G. Floete, who is the Assistant Secretary of Defense for 
Properties and Installations. 

Now, Mr. Floete, it will be a pleasure to start off with you this 
morning. 

Come around, sir. 

Secretary Fiorre. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
I have a prepared written statement, which I would be glad to read 
to the committee, if that is your wish, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right, the committee will be pleased to have 
you present without interruption your statement, and then we will 
proceed to ask some questions. Just sit right down there, you and 
your assistant. 

Secretary Fiorrr. I would like to introduce Roger Fulling, who is 
Director of Construction in our office and who is an engineer and who 
has been in the construction and engineering business for over 25 years. 

The Cuarrman. Who? 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Roger Fulling, sir, whom you recently met in 
your office. 

Secretary Fiorre. He is Director of Construction in our office. 

The Cuatrman. Oh, yes, I met him the other day. 

Allright, now, Mr. Floete. 

Members of the committee, you all have to have a copy of Mr. 
Floete’s testimony. And we will proceed. 

Secretary Fiorre. I would like to call your attention, in addition 
to the statement which you have before you, you have two sets of 
charts which illustrate the construction program and also the family 
housing. I will refer to them in the course of the talk. 

The Cuarrman. Al] right, Mr. Floete. 

Secretary Fiorrr. I wish to express my appreciation for this op- 
portunity to discuss with you the Department of Defense fiscal year 
1956 military public works bill. 

Prior to presenting the details of the fiscal year 1956 military public 
works bill for your consideration, I would like to outline the basic 
responsibilities of my office and the manner in which it functions. 

The 82d Congress enacted Public Law 534. Section 408 of that 
law provides that the Secretary of Defense shall maintain direct sur- 
veillance over the planning and construction by the military depart- 
ments of all public-works projects. 

In transmitting to Congress Reorganization Plan No. 6 of 1953, 
the President’s message states as follows: 

Without imposing themselves in the direct line of responsibility and authority 
between the Secretary of Defense and the Secretaries of the three military 
departments, the Assistant Secretaries of Defense shall provide the Secretary 
with a continuing review of the programs of the Defense Establishment and help 
him institute major improvements in their execution. They will be charged with 
establishing systems, within their assigned field, and obtaining complete and 
accurate information to support recommendations to the Secretary. 

From the foregoing it is evident that our responsibilities, strictly 
of a staff and policy nature, are to develop effective plans, policies, 
procedures and systems for use by the military departments. Fur- 
thermore, we perform a service of coordination and correlation to 
Congress and other Government agencies. We do not engage in 
operations, nor do we determine operational requirements. 
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Specifically we are required to see that construction programs are 
properly planned by the ser vices, carefully reviewed by all echelons, 
fully justified as to present need, in compliance with existing standards 
and criteria and economical as to type of building and location. 

Proper long-range planning for installations and facilities is a fun- 
damental requirement. Our office is furnishing guidance and leader- 
ship in this field. There has already been improvement in the compo- 
sition and method of presentation to the Congress of the public works 
programs. We are implementing the recommendations of the Ad- 
visory Committee on Fiscal Organization and Procedure (known as 
the Cooper committee), covering the planning and programing of mili- 
tary public works. 

The basic principles upon which this recommended system will rest 
are as follows: That the military departments plan their requirements 
well into the future and develop therefrom improved installation plans 
and data showing what is in existence, what is under construction, and 
the future requirements; that there be established a uniform classifica- 
tion of facility classes and categories and a uniform progress report- 
ing system; that the total program be then presented to the Congress 
for authorization with a recognition that funding will be accomplished 
on an annual incremental basis. 

Standard facility classes and categories and guideline instructions 
for fiscal year 1957 public works authorization program have already 
been issued to the military departments for their guidance i in develop- 
ing their total requirements. 

Continuous efforts by the technical staffs of my office and the mili- 
tary departments are resulting in the establishment of standards and 
criteria of design to assure a proper quality of construction at the most 
favorable cost. Uniform design standards and criteria have been is- 
sued for barracks, POQ’s, administrative buildings, community facili- 
ties, hospital and medical buildings, maintenance shops, troop messing, 
operations buildings, training buildings, storage buildings, and de- 
pendent housing. 

A thorough study has been made of the requirements for protective 
construction (against aggressive enemy action) in connection with the 
bulk storage of liquid petroleum products and has resulted in the is- 
suance of carefully prepared instructions. 

Last July we established a committee composed of technical repre- 
sentatives from two major commercial airlines and from the Air Force 
and Navy. A nationally known firm of architect-engineers was em- 
ployed to assist this committee. Its purpose is to make a complete 
study of airfield requirements, including pavements, hangars, fueling 
systems, shops, and other operational facilities. 

Recommendations of the committee will be completed this present 
summer and will assist in establishing uniformity of specifications for 
specific requirements, in obtaining lower costs of installations, opera- 
tions, and maintenance, and in presenting a more intelligent view 
of future requirements. 

Authorizations are based on estimates in the field. Because of vary- 
ing local conditions it cannot be expected that complete uniformity 
will be achieved. However, we have devised a system and the neces- 
sary forms, whereunder we will be furnished a report of each contract 
immediately following its award. 
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The form indicates the type of structure, a description of materials 
used, dimensions and contract price. It is broken down into unit prices 
on a prescribed formula. When these forms are received in my office, 
they are analyzed and made available to the individuals reviewing the 
construction program to provide a basis for determining whether the 
proposed estimated costs are in line with the recent actual bidding 
experience. 

It is expected that this system will contribute to the lowering of 
costs and to the elimination of wide discrepancies. The analysis of 
these reports will enable us to more accurately predict estimated costs 
of public works programs that are presented to Congress. 

As originally received by this office the Service requests for this 
year’s construction bill contained in excess of 10,500 line items. These 
requests had been previously screened by appropriate divisions of the 
military departments. In general, there has been an improvement in 
the military reviews, but we are endeavoring to establish more thorough 
civilian reviews within the office of the Secretary of each military de- 
partment. 

Line items in this bill were subjected to detailed review and analysis 
by technical personnel of my staff, paying particular attention to jus- 
tification for present requirements, engineering aspects and costs. Fac- 
tors considered during the review included— 

I don’t know that it is necessary for me to read each one of those. 
They cover the field as justification as to present need, such as why is 
this 

The Cuarrman. All right. Then justification of the present need. 
We will just incorporate that in the hearings. 

(The justification follows :) 


I, JUSTIFICATION AS TO PRESENT NEED 


(a) Why is this item required at this time? 

(b) Are there existing Government or commercial facilities available to carry 
out approved mission or objective? 

(c) If project is for replacement of existing facility, condition of facility or 
basis for considering it inadequate. 

(@) Planning factors or criteria used in determining need and scope of item. 

3. If project is for research and development, what is status of program which 
it will support? Is it a program which could be carried out by universities or 
commercial business ? 

(f) Conformance with approved master plan. 

(g) Phasing of item in relation to operational requirements and to other 
projects. 

(h) Is item a one-time program or is it an increment of a larger project to 
follow? 

II. ENGINEERING ASPECTS 


(a) Status of design: study; preliminary ; final. 

(bo) Use of standard criteria, standard designs, standard specifications. 

(c) Are proper materials or construction specified for economical construc- 
tion and maintenance? 

(d) Is project economically sound from engineering point of view ? 

(e) Siting: will additional real estate be required and if so, why the facility 
cannot be placed on presently owned Government land. 


Ill. COST REVIEW 


(a) Who prepared cost estimate? 
(b) Is estimate based on completed design, preliminary design, standard plans 
and specifications? 
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(c) Is estimate based on current actual bidding experience in area. 
(d) Comparison of estimate with allowable limits set by law or regulation. 
(e) Comparison of estimate with accepted actual costs of similar facilities. 


Iv. 





COORDINATION OF INTERESTS OF OTHER GROUPS 
Such as OASD (Health and Medical), OASD (Supply and Logistics), OASD 
(Research and Development), OASD (Comptroller), OASD (Manpower and Per- 
sonnel), Explosives Safety Board, Air Use Panel. 

The CHatrMan. Go right ahead. 

Secretary Fiorre. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Start, then, on page 6. 

Secretary Fiorre. Engineering aspects and cost review. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Secretary Fiorere. This is in the middle of page 6. 

As a result of such detailed review many items were eliminated or 
reduced in scope or cost. The original total dollar requests were in ex- 
cess of $2.9 billion. The sum recommended in the present bill, ex- 
clusive of family housing, is slightly more than $2 billion. 

One of the most serious problems confronting our Armed Forces is 
the lack of adequate family housing for military personnel and their 
families, 

There is a total gross requirement, worldwide, for 727,000 units of 
dependent military housing. This total is based on using June 
30, 1956, projected military personnel strength of 2,859,000 and apply- 
ing thereto the percentages of married men as developed from service 
experience. 

In the case of the Army and Navy, 80 percent of the officers and 20 
percent of the men are married. 

In the case of the Air Force, it is 85 percent of the officers married 
and 20 percent of the enlisted men. 

Developed on the same basis, the requirement within the continental 
United States is for 538,000 units. To meet this requirement we have 
the following units available: 


i Og en ane 32, 600 
a Bn Rin ke ta ce RE eet ts Ell care nie ean nee Lats oss Lip eto eee 17, 000 
Re a ee ae see ee at AE eh genders ces ae ach Sick 78, 800 


Public Law 765 units, last year’s bill units 


co at MB an A lhe in lh ee eal A ot tel SE I 2 Pl Lo od 140, 000 


From the resulting deficit of 398,000 must be deducted the number 
of available privately owned dwellings. Admittedly that is a very 
difficult figure to get. There is a difference in thinking on it. We have 
tried to be conservative. We have used the figure of 45 percent in the 
United States and a lesser percentage overseas. 

Now, I know that that isn’t a fixed figure, and it is impossible to 
make it fixed except when you go out to a particular installation and 
actually ascertain what is there. But I think the 45 percent is reason- 
ably—is a reasonable figure to use. 

We have estimated this to be 218,000 units. Therefore, the net deficit 
in the continental United States is 180,000 units, broken down into 
53,000 for the Army, 37,000 for the Navy, and 90,000 for the Air Force. 

In adidtion to the continental United States deficit of 180,000 there 
is a similar deficit of 11,000 in the Territories and possessions and 
56,000 in foreign countries. The total deficit, worldwide, is therefore 
247,000 units. 
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In the foregoing calculations we have not included approximately 
79,000 Government-owned units of temporary construction. These 
were originally designed for emergency wartime use and are inade- 
quate in many respects, including quality and size. They should be 
replaced with permanent structures as part of the long-range program. 
These 79,000 units include 54,500 in the United States, 6,500 in Terri- 
tories and possessions, and 18,000 in foreign countries. 

In recent years the requirement has been augmented by the rapid 
increase in the size of our Armed Forces and the increase in marriage 
rates. Furthermore, adequate provision has not been made for re- 
placement of deteriorated houses of wartime construction. 

The result is that the military personnel who are paid a monetary 
quarters allowance are forced to compete for housing in a highly com- 
petitive and inflationary civilian housing market. Much of such 
available housing has been inferior and high rental rates have been 
prevalent. 

This does not mean the Government has been unmindful of its obli- 
gation to meet this humane requirement. It has encouraged and 
assisted the civilian economy in providing housing through such stat- 
utory devices as the Wherry Act and other laws administered by the 
Federal agencies. These programs have been of substantial help in 
alleviating the shortage but they have fallen far short of meeting the 
total needs. 

The family housing situation has grown so acute that it is imperative 
that a comprehensive program be inaugurated at this time. Such a 
program is needed not only as a significant morale factor, but also to 
end the costly practice of maintaining converted barracks and other 
temporary structures that have long since passed their period of useful 
economic life. 

It is also needed to lessen the drain upon the Treasury through the 
continued payment of quarters allowances to personnel who cannot 
be supplied with public quarters. 

During the past 3 fiscal years the amounts of quarters allowances 
paid in millions of dollars are as follows: 

In 1952, $1,133 million; in 1953, $1,322 million; in 1954, $1,294 
million. 

And that is a total of $3,750 million paid out in the past 3 fiscal 
years, which is sufficient to build as much as 277,000 units, which is 
far more than we are asking for, of course. 

I think it is an interesting figure, that is, evidence of the fact that 
we are proceeding on a basis that is costing us a substantial amount of 
money if we do not provide these quarters. 

The real question that confronts us at this time is not whether the 
Federal Government should provide a comprehensive program for 
military family housing, but rather what is the best method of putting 
such a program into effect. 

The Department of Defense has considered various methods, includ- 
ing deferred payment through annual appropriations, lease-purchase 
contracts, working capital funds utilizmg unexpended balances of 
prior appropriations, creation of a military housing corporation with 
authority to issue bonds, and direct appropriations. 

The simplest method, and the cheapest one in the long run, involves 
the providing of public quarters through the traditional use of funds 
directly appropriated for that purpose. That method avoids the costly 
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payment of quarters allowances and is therefore self-liquidating 
within a reasonably short period of time. It also provides greater 
control over the assignment of housing to meet operational require- 
ments. The 83d Congress recognized this method in Public Law 765, 
which provided a start toward the solution of this housing problem. 

The Department of Defense strongly recommends the continuation 
of that method and accordingly is requesting authorization in this bill 
for $254,983,300, distributed as follows: 

The Army, $84,055,000; the Navy, $56,185,300, and the Air Force, 
$110,426,000, plus $4,317,000 for Army rehabilitation, or a total of 
$254,983,000. 

The total of 16.971 units of new construction includes 13,736 within 
the Zone of Interior at an average cost of $13,480 each, including utili- 
ties and site preparation and 3,235 units at overseas locations at an 
average cost per unit of $20,245 which represents an overseas factor 
of 1.5. 

The overseas units are broken down into 806 for the Army, 2,369 for 
the Navy, and 60 for the Air Force. 

The Department of Defense believes that this method of appropri- 
ated fund housing should be followed in succeeding years under an 
orderly plan to provide approximately 135,000 units at the rate of 
about 27,000 per year. 

We will request congressional appropriation of $365 million this 
year. This sum includes the amount of the authorization requested 
herein and $110,016,700 of the $115 million unfunded under Public 
Law 765, 83d Congress. This appropriation will provide a total of 
29,224 housing units consisting of 24,839 new units, 1,266 trailers, and 
the rehabilitation of 3,119 existing units. 

Because of the lack of adequate housing many persons in the mili- 
tary service have been forced to live in substandard housing. In recog- 
nition of that fact, the eer of Defense has submitted to the 
Congress a proposed bill, H. R. 5731, which would authorize military 
personnel and their dependents to occupy inadequate quarters on a 
rental basis without loss of basic allowance for quarters. 

That proposed bill is not intended, however, to perpetuate such in- 
adequate quarters and is predicated upon an assumption that the Con- 
gress will provide authority for additional housing to replace sub- 
standard or inadequate quarters. The substandard housing bill 
should not be regarded as a substitute for a provision for adequate 
housing. 

The proposed bill contains a number of general provisions relating 
to dependent military housing which the Department of Defense rec- 
ommends for adoption. 

Section 507 would amend the surplus agricultural commodity au- 
thority for family housing in Public Law 765, 83d Congress, in three 
particulars: 

(1) It would increase the authorization from $25 million to $100 
million. 

In that connection I would like to state that although the Depart- 
ment of Defense has no direct part in the negotiations carried on 
largely by the State Department and the Department of Agriculture, 
nevertheless we have been in on the various meetings and have con- 
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sistently told them of our requirements and needs. It has been a slow 
process, but I think it is now acomplishing the desired result. 

Just within the last week they have signed their first contract, in 
which housing was permitted, and that was with Spain, for $8 million. 

They are to sign this week a similar agreement with Great Britain 
for $15 million. That will absorb $23 million of the $25 million that 
is now authorized. 

In addition to those 2, there is a program in Japan which the 
Department of Agriculture and the State Department have told me 
they are certain will be accomplished within the next month, for $17 
million. 

There is one in Italy for three and a half to four million dollars. 
There is a small one in France that is still in the doubtful stage, how- 
ever, and that is about $4 million. 

We have 1 with Finland that should be signed this week for $6 
million. In that case since we have no installations in Finland, the 
only way we can utilize the Finn marks would be to buy lumber or 
prefabricated housing. 

Mr. Rivers. Which did you buy ¢ 

Secretary Fiorre. I didn’t understand you. 

Mr. Rivers. Which did you buy, prefabs or lumber ? 

Mr. Ketitener. You haven’t bought either yet, Mr. Secretary, have 
you? 

Secretary Fiorrr. No, because the deal isn’t signed yet. It is for 
$6 million, and we expect to use it in that manner. 

The CHarMan. £ if right, now, go ahead. 

Secretary FLortr. Secondly, it would extend the authority to in- 
clude not only authority under Public Law 480 but also authority of 
the Commodity Credit Corporation; that is, existing authority for 
barter ; 

(3) It would change the reimbursement provisions of Public Law 
765 so as to provide for reimbursement out of appropriations for 
public works construction rather than out of annual appropriations 
for quarters allowances. 

Section 508. This is a reiteration of statutory size limitations for 
family housing that have been permanent law since 1948. This limita- 
tion is in the form of a sliding scale varying from 1,080 square feet for 
enlisted personnel to 2,100 square feet for general and Flag officers and 
is consistent with the sliding scale of quarters allowances for such 
personne] that is prescribed in the Career Compensation Act of 1949, 
as amended. 

You will recall that Public Law 626 of the 80th Congress and also 
Public Law 653 of the 80th set up certain limitations on size, beginning 
with 1,080 for enlisted men; warrant commissioned officers of and be- 
low the rank of captain, 1,250; majors and lieutenants, 1,400; colonels, 
1,670; and general officers, 2,100. | 

Those are permanent laws, but in each of the recent authorization 
bills the limitation has been prescribed that they shall not exceed 
1,250 feet in size, and the average shall be not more than 1,080 square 
Teet. 

We are proposing that we go back to the permanent law, primarily 
because we believe that there should be a proper relation between the 
quarters allowance and the square footage. 
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These limitations are also consistent with the dollar limitations that 
are set forth in the budget of the United States Government for the 
fiscal year 1956. 

Section 509. This provision is designed to provide sponsors of 
Wherry Act housing with that degree of protection from an actual 
loss that was contemplated in the original legislation It is felt that 
such a sponsor does not acquire a vested interest that will defeat the 
Government’s right to build additional appropriated fund housing 
nor does the Department of Defense recognize a legal or moral obliga- 
tion to assume from a Wherry Act sponsor the capite il risk that was 
inherent in the project from its inception. 

To secure this protection the sponsor must relinquish his equity in 
the project and this provision is definitely not intended to induce such 
sponsor to release his project to the Government. 

The following table, in millions of dollars, is a record of congres- 
sional authorizations and appropriations for the fiscal year 1948 
through fiscal year 1955. The unfunded balances as shown in the last 
column are as of the present date. It does not include either family 
housing (Public Law 765) or the Air Force Academy. 

(The table follows:) 


Fiscal Authoriza- Appropria- | Unfunded 
year tion tion balance 
Army 7 peat ’ 1948-50 192. 8 _ = Ree ee 
1951 570. 7 500. 0 
1952 1, 251.0 1, 048. 4 on 
1953 315.7 585. 5 
1954 133. 7 0 
1955 236. 5 0 
Total 2, 700. 4 2, 327. 1 373. 3 
Navy 948-50 215.9 TT] Re ae 
1951 602. 6 469.8 
1952 816. 0 851.7 
1953 256.9 363.3 
1954 91.0 0 
1955 201.9 98. 0 
Total , ae 2, 184.3 1, 896. 0 _ 288 3 
Air Force g 1948-50 432. 1 71.5 
1951 1, 330. 6 1, 448. 1 
1952 3, 068. 6 2, 258. 5 
1953 1, 789. 6 1, 245. 3 
1954 269. 5 240.8 
1955 399. 0 630. 0 
Total. 7, 289. 4 5, 804. 2 1, 395. 2 


We did not include the family housing or the Air Force Ac anor 
because we thought it would give you a better picture to show simply 
public works. And you will note from the chart that the Army, dur- 
ing that per: lod, had a total authorization of $2,700 million, an appro- 
priation of $2,327 million, leaving an unfunded balance of $373 million. 

The Navy, $2,184 million, authorization and $1,896 million appro- 
priation, leaving a o valance of $288 million. 

The Air Force, $7,289 million authorization, $5,894 million appro- 
priation, leaving a balance of $1,395 million. 

The following table, in millions of dollars, portrays the status of 
unfunded authorizations. It is based upon presently proposed au- 
thorizations and appropriations and includes authorizations no longer 


ner 
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required. It does not include family housing, the Air Force Academy 
or Reserve Forces facilities under Public Law 783. 
You will note from that column that the Army starts out with a 
$373 million unfunded. They have already turned in a list of the 
projects which they believe are no longer required, totaling $195 mil- 
lion, which reduces their outstanding to $1 78 million. 

The authorization proposed in this bill for the Army is $455 mil- 
lion, and the appropriations anticipated are $379 million, which would 
leavea balance of unfunded authorization of $254 million. 

Developed in the same way, this would leave the Navy with a bal- 
ance of $206.6 million, and the Air Force with $1,184.4 million. 

The “Authorizations no longer required” in the foregoing table con- 
sist of projects, portions of projects, and residual balances of authori- 
zations reflecting actual costs which were below the original program 
estimates. Of the $811.5 million—that is, the total for the 3 services— 
$612.4 million can be identified with authorizations granted by Pub- 
lie Law 155 of the 82d Congress or prior enabling acts. It is estimated 
that. these same enabling acts will, as the construction programs au- 
thorized by them are carried to conclusion, disclose an additional sur- 
plus of authorization estimated to be at least $300 million. 

In order that this area may be cleaned up without legislative or 
administrative complications, the Department of Defense has included 
section 510 in the proposed act. This section will repeal all authori- 
zations, with certain minor exceptions, enacted by the Congress prior 
to October 1, 1951, against which funds will not have been obligated 
by July 1, 1956. 

The same item in the table also includes authorization of $199.1 mil- 
lion of projects which were authorized by the Congress subsequent to 
Public Law 155 of the 82d Congress which the military departments 
have reported as no longer required. 

Such items could be specifically rescinded as to authority to con- 
struct but it is suggested that the committee may wish to consider 
continuation of this dollar authorization until the full effect of cost 
experience and the application of the flexibility granted by the Con- 
gress can be accurately ascertained. 

In compliance with section 408 of Public Law 564, 81st Congress, 
the Secretary of Defense is submitting to the Congress a detailed re- 
port of unfunded authorizations. 

The bill now before you makes provisions for family housing 
($254,983,300), for Central Intelligence Agency ($56 million), and 
provides new authorization for operational facilities in the 3 military 
departments ($2,043,369,000) as follows : 

There follows on page 15 a chart which shows how this entire bill 
is broken down. 

For instance, the Army, in title 1, provides for housing within the 
United States of $69,396,000 and $161,642,000 for operational items 
making a total of $231,038,000 inside the continental United States. 

Outside the continental United States, it is broken down into $13 
million, housing; $65 million, operational, for a total of $78,334,000. 

Among the classified projects, a total of $223,993,000, broken down 
into $5,800,000, housing and $218 million ope rational. There is an 
emergency provision of $10 million. 


55066—55—No, 20 3 
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So the total Army bill is $543,365,000, of which $88,372,000 is for 
housing and $454,933,000 for operational. 

On a similar basis, the Navy totals are $581,197,300, with $525,012,- 
000 operational and $56,185,000 housing. 

The Air Force has a total of $1,173,790,000, of which $110,426,000 
is housing and $1,063,364,000 is for operational requirements. 

This gives us a subtotal for the Department of Defense alone of 
$2,298,352,300. 

There is also included in this bill an item of $56 million for the CLA, 
making a total of $2,354,352,300. 

(The chart follows :) 





Housing | Operational Total 








Army (title I): 
Sec. 101: | 
Inside continental United States____- eS $69, 396, 000 $161, 642, 000 $231, 038, 000 
Outside continental United States__....._____-- 13, 177, 000 65, 157, 000 78, 334, 000 
Sec. 102: Classified (Zone of Interior, $140,000,000; 
overseas, $83,993,000)_..............-- 3 ssh cath 5, 799, 000 218, 194, 000 223, 993, 000 
Sec. 103: Emergency -.---- aad 10, 000, 000 10, 000, 000 
Total. ow iste Raine oe £be 88, 372, 000 | 454, 993, 000 543, 365, 000 
Navy (title ID: 
Sec. 201: 
Inside continental United States___- 9, 654, 600 305, 237, 000 314, 891, 600 
Outside continental United States. ___- we 43, 225, 300 65, 738, 000 108, 963, 300 
Sec. 202 ‘ ay eS aae st sets 3, 305, 400 148, 037, 000 151, 342, 400 
Sec. 203 shia rind 554 145! 27 ree F: 6, 000, 000 6, 000, 000 
ee BR aN! a 56, 185, 300 525, 012, 000 581, 197, 300 
Air Force (title III): ; a r nities ue 
Sec. 301: 
Inside continental United States ‘ 108, 783, 000 594, 607, 000 703, 390, 000 
Outside continaatal United States 1, 643, 000 463, 757, 000 465, 400, 000 
eres whl, co — - Sarna 5, 000, 000 5, 000, 000 
Total. we — obi 110, 426, G00 1, 063, 364, 000 1, 173, 790, 000 
Subtotal, Department of Defense - X. a x 254, 983, 300, 2, 043, 369, 000° 2, 298, 352, 300 
ts a a ae oa bi ecaieteiathananidiails . = siete Set" 56, 000, 000 





Scan fates ON sige gt ae ee oe td aie 2, 354, 352, 300 


The Army portion of the bill amounts to $543,365,000, and has the 
following major objectives : 

First, it provides $160,500,000 or 30 percent of the total to continue 
the worldwide program of antiaircraft defense facilities. 

Secondly, it contains $66,800,000 or 12 percent both to continue the 
replacement of substandard troop housing and BOQ’s which was ini- 
tiated last year and to provide the battalion and regimental type 
facilities necessary to support permanent barracks which have recently 
been completed. 

Urgently needed family housing is included in the amount of 
$88,372,000 or 16 percent of the total. 

Land acquisition totals $38,300,000 or 7 percent and includes major 
acquisitions in Okinawa, $30,500,000; at Fort Sill, Okla., to extend 
the artillery range, $2,216,000; and on Suisun Bay, Calif., $3,209,000, 
where another safe ammunition outloading port is planned. 

Another major group of projects, totaling $63,562,000 or 12 percent, 
will provide facilities for classified operations both in the United 
States and overseas. 
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The continuation of overseas construction programs in Alaska and 
Okinawa amount to $26,200,000 or 5 percent. 

The remaining 18 percent of the total program will provide min- 
imum facilities for research and development and for training, com- 
munity, medical, and other miscellaneous requirements. 

A tabulation of the major categories of the proposed Army author- 
ization is given below. 

Then follows the listing, broken down by the ZI and overseas. 

(The tabulation follows :) 





| | 
| — a | Overseas Total 
| 

2d increment of barracks and bachelor officers quarters (re- | Percent | Percent | Percent 
placement) --_--- Cf AO ne a IN ean : a 9 0 9 
Barracks supporting items-_-_--.....--.----- | 4 0 | 4 
Community support facilities... ...-- eee 4 | 1 | 5 
I EE Gs wo dcaskecccenkscnadcdsccdnecse- ; ae 13 | 3 | 16 
A : € = SS a D 18 12 | 30 
Wr es Paes sk tien s-e-.- 2... 2 0 | 2 
ee ne ae = nee Oe 1 6 7 
ON i ick og pe keh Serene wrdnn sen onan ‘ “s 8 4 12 
Research and development------- Fe pee Ta leek eepy see 2 | 0 | 2 
eS | See eee et ers ae | 1 | 0 1 
Co eee fae erie : 7 | 5 12 
| SS Se ee ae 69 31 100 





The Navy program for improvement and modernization of its shore 
establishments to meet current requirements and advancing develop- 
ments of aircraft, ships and weapons contains $110,296,000 or 19 per- 
cent for aircraft operating and maintenance facilities; $71,071,000 or 
12 percent for troop housing ; $58,407,000 or 10 percent for waterfront 
facilities; $56,185,300 or 10 percent for family housing; $37,186,000 
or 6 percent for research and development facilities; $35,411,000 or 7 
percent for land acquisition for construction and flight-path clear- 
ances; $34,133,000 or 6 percent for storage facilities; $17,222,000 or 3 
percent for ordnance facilities; $16,011,000 or 3 percent for welfare 
and recreation facilities; $11,407,000 or 2 percent for communication 
facilities; $10,859,000 or 2 percent for training school facilities; and 
$123,009,000 or 20 percent for additional supporting facilities. A 
»reakdown by categories is as follows: 

It is listed in the succeeding table. 

(The table follows :) 





Navy 
oa _ Overseas Total 
: Percent Percent Percent 

Watertromt Qaatitieg sos ooo. ois doe conc 7 3 
[| SE I rr ears Say 5 | 7 
Research and development ___- 6 | 0 
Troop housing and messing. _- 5 | 7 | 
Airfield pavements_.................._.. 5 4 | 
Airfield hangars : 3 2 
Air navigational aids____- 1 2 
eee ee 6 1 
Storage facilities... ...________ 3 3 
Welfare and recreational___ 2 1 
Family housing....________- 2 8 
i Pr Pe ae Ne aa ET 13 4 

es a. rere. et ts seer 8 42 












The Air Force program consists of the following major classes of 
work: 

$257,596,000 or 20 percent for airfield pavements; 

$207,762,000 or 18 percent for operational facilities; 

$151,329,000 or 13 percent for liquid fuel storage ; 

$110,426,000 or 10 percent for family housing; 

$90,411,000 or 8 percent for aircraft maintenance facilities; 

$84,146,000 or 7 percent for troop housing and messing ; 

$62,925,000 or 5 percent for research and development facilities ; 

$52,955,000 or 4 percent for utilities; 

$40,169,000 or 4 percent for personnel facilities; and 

$135,871,000 or 11 percent for miscellaneous items. 

That also is broken down into the various categories. 

(The table follows :) 


Air Force 


Percent Zone | Percent over- Percent 
of Interior seas service total 


Airfield pavement 

Liquid fuel storage 
Operational facilities 
Aircraft maintenance 
rroop housing and messing 
Ut.lities 

Research and development__ 
Storage facilities 

Personne! facilities_- 
Family hou:ing 
Miscellaneous 


Total ) 39 | 100 


We who have been responsible for the review and approval of this 
construction program believe that it is one that has been soundly con- 
ceived and thoroughly reviewed by the military departments, the staff 
in this office, and the other interested offices of the Secretary of De- 
fense, and I strongly endorse and recommend it for your favorable 
consideration. 

The Director of the Budget has reviewed the proposed legislation 
and states that there is no objection to its submission to the Congress 
and that it is in accord with the program of the President. The Sec- 
retary of Defense recommends the proposed legislation and respect- 
fully requests that it be authorized in its entirety. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much much, Mr. Secretary. 

This is a very informative statement. It contains information that 
no doubt the committee has been seeking for a long time, and it is very 
valuable information and a proper, intelligent approach to the bill 
from the standpoint of the committee. 

IT want to compliment you on this statement. It is the first time that 
we have the kind of picture: a bird’s-eye view of this authorization. 

At the outset, to just get a little information for the record, tell us 
something about your office. It is authorized by an act. And what is 
the setup of your office? How large an office have you / 

Secretary Fiorrr. The Office of the Properties and Installations is 
divided into three sections. One of them is real estate, one of them is 
construction, and the third is maintenance. 
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They are each manned by about the same staff—from 20 to 22 or 
23 people. 

In the Construction Division itself—that is headed by Mr. Fulling, 
who is an engineer, a graduate engineer of wide professional and prac- 
tical experience. 

Under him we have three sections: one called the Technical Section, 
which is concerned with the development of standards and criteria; one 
which handles civilian components—that is, the Reserve armories and 
other requirements of the Reserve Forces, and the third is actually a 
review and analysis section and is the one that deals with this bill each 
year. 

We have one man assigned for the Army portion of the bill, one 
for the Navy and one for the Air Force. These men are engineers by 
education and experience. This is their job practically throughout 
the year. There are other things, of course, that are added on during 
the course of the year when they are not working on this bill, but the 
point is that their direct responsibility is to know every item in this 
bill cold. And I believe they do it. 

The CuarrMan. All right. 

Secretary Frorre. They started working on this bill—it was sub- 
mitted by the services the Ist of October and they have reviewed it 
in great detail. 

‘he CHarRMAN. Now 

Secretary FiLorrr. Excuse me, sir—any item which is of a contro- 
versial nature or any item that is of large dimensions or any item that 
represents some change in prior practices as to policy comes to my 
office, comes to my attention directly, and that includes a great many 
of the items. I did not 

The CuHairman. Now, let me get that. That gives us the back- 
ground. Approximately, then, there are 100 people connected with 
your office ? 

Secretary Fiorre. No, sir; 75. 

The Cuarman. How many / 

Secretary Fiorrr. Seventy-five. 

The Cuairman. Seventy-five people ? 

Secretary Fiorere. Including the girls. 

The Cuarrman. Connected with your office ? 

Now, in view of the statement that you quoted from the President’s 
message—in transmitting to Congress the reorganization plan No. 6 
of 1953, the President’s message stated as follows: 











Without imposing themselves in the direct line of responsibility and authority 
between the Secretary of Defense and the Secretaries of the three military depart- 
ments, the Assistant Secretaries of Defense shall provide the Secretary with a 
continuing review of the programs of the Defense Establishment and help him 
institute major improvements in their execution. They will be charged with 
establishing systems, within their assigned field, and obtain complete and accurate 
information to support recommendations to the Secretary. 

Now, do I understand, then, that you do not and your office does 
not.determine the military need or necessity of any particular station 
or base ? 

Secretary Fiorre. No. 

The Cuatrman. Do you pass on that? Now, I want that clearly in 
the record. Who determines the need for a line item or the establish- 
ment of a base; is it your office or is it the Department that is concerned 
with it? 
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Secretary Fiorre. The establishment of the base, the location of the 
base ¢ 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Secretary Frorre. That would be the sole responsibility of the 
military service concerned. 

The Cuarrman. Do you have any authority to veto it or say that in 
your view, and from the facts that you have, they are not warranted 
in establishing the base ? 

Secretary Fiorre. I wouldn’t think that we had any right to deter- 
mine that—that is an operational requirement. We have no right to 
say, “ You don’t need that base.” 

The Cuarrman. All right. Then you do not have any veto and if 
you have it, you don’t exercise it, in the operational requirements of 
the three services, as far as public works are concerned ¢ 

Secretary Fiorre. Only tothis extent 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Secretary Fiorre. Wherever the Secretary of Defense specifically 
delegates some authority to our office do we have that responsibility. 

The CuatrMan. All right. 

To make a concrete case, suppose the Air Force comes in and says 
that at some particular base they need certain facilities—an airstrip. 
Have you the authority to say, “No, I do not agree with you, and we 
won't let you have it”? 

Secretary Fiorre. Now 

The Cuarrman. All I am driving at is to place responsibility. 

Secretary Frorre. Yes, sir. I think that is a delegated authority. 
We operate under what is known asa charter. 

The CHarrMan. On what ? 

Secretary Fiorrr. We operate under what is known as a charter. 

The Cuarrman. A charter? 

Secretary Frorre. Each office has a charter, which is incor- 
porated 

The Cuatrman. All right. Then does the charter give you author- 
ity or any of your people authority—if the Secretary of the Air Force 
thinks they need a runway of 1,000 feet of certain strength—for any- 
one in your organization to say, “You can’t have it because we don’t 
think the facts warrant it”? 

Now, let’s see who is the boss. 

Secretary Fiorre. All right, sir, I will read from this charter, which 
is Department of Defense—it is only one paragraph. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Secretary, you just tell it. I can understand 
better if you speak it out than I can if you read it. 

Now, have you any authority to say, or for you to exercise it? 

Secretary Frorre. Yes, I think we do, sir. 

The Cuatrman,. All right. 

Secretary Fiorre. I think we have a responsibility to do it. 

Mr. Corr. Have they exercised it? Now, that is a very simple 
question. 

Secretary Frorrr. Yes, we have exercised it. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Cote. Your answer should have been “Yes” 5 minutes ago. 

The Cnatrman. All right. 

Secretary Frorre. I am trying to point out where we got the 
authority, sir. 
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Mr. Rivers. May I ask: Would you inquire at that same point; 
likewise do you have to pass on the disposal ? 

Secretary Frorre. Of real property ? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir—or acquisition of land for an installation. 

Secretary Fiorrr. Disposal of it / 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Secretary Frorre. Well, we might recommend it. They would 
actually do it, and they are doing it continuously. 

The Cuarrman. Now, members of the committee, as I said at the 
beginning 

Mr. Secretary, this is a splendid statement. I want to read it care- 
fully before I ask further questions for the record. 

Now, we have to go to the House at 11 o’clock. It is now 10 minutes 
to 11. 

Let’s all read this statement carefully. And we will meet again 
tomorrow morning at 10 o’clock. 

Secretary Fiorre. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. But you will have to excuse us today because we 
will be tied up all day on this bill and the Reserve bill. 

So the committee will have to take a recess now until tomorrow 
morning at 10 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 10:50 a. m., the committee recessed until 10 a, m., 
Thursday, May 5, 1955.) 





Hovuse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Tuesday, May 10, 1955. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., the Honorable Carl Vinson, chair- 
man, presiding. 

The Cyarrman. Mr. Floete, the committee has permission to sit 
during the debate and it may be necessary to suspend at various times 
during the hearing today on account of roll calls. We have a roll call 
now. So we will have to go to the floor and answer the roll call. Then 
we will come back and we will start on these bills. 

(Recess. ) 

The CuarrmMan. Now, let the committee come to order. 

This is a continuation of the hearing on the public works bill, No. 
H. R. 5700. 

Mr. F loete, will you please come around ? 

Now, Mr. Floete, when the committee recessed last week I was mak- 
ing some inquiry in regard to the responsibility and final decisions 
reached in your department. 

Now, for the record, all I am trying to do is to find out who has 
the last word, and who is the boss. I will express it in that kind of 
language. 

Now, I call the committee’s attention to the reorganization plan, 
which was referred to in your statement. And I want to compliment 
vou for this statement. It is a very fine statement and it gives the 
committee for the first time a great deal of information, without hav- 
ing to inquire from various witnesses. 

Now, here is what the President’s message says. I quote your state- 
ment: 
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He said: 
Without imposing themselves in the direct line of responsibility— 

and he then says with reference to your organization: 

and authority between the Secretary of Defense and the Secretaries of the 

three military departments, the Assistant Secretaries of Defense shall provide 

the Secretary with a continuing review of the programs of the Defense Estab- 

lishment and help him institute major improvements in their execution. They 

will be charged with establishing systems, within their assigned field, and obtain- 

ing complete and accurate information to support the recommendations to the 

Secretary. 

Now, you further say: 


From the foregoing it is evident that our responsibility is strictly of astaff 
and policy nature. 

Now, I am reading from your fine statement. 

Mr. Rivers. Page 2. 

The Cuarrman. Now, you further say: 

We do not engage in operations, nor do we determine operational requirements. 

Then later on, the way I interpret it, you contradict that in this way: 

Specifically we are required to see that construction programs are properly 
planned by the services. Careful review by all echelons. Full justification as to 
present needs. 

Now, you say up there above that yours is strictly of a staff and 
policy nature and say: “We do not engage in operations nor do we 
determine operational requirements.” And in the very next breath 
you say: “Full justification as to present needs.” 

So all I am seeking to do is to place responsibility. All the commit- 
tee wants to know is who is responsible and who has the last say-so. 
And from what I have read to you, in one sentence of your statement 
it is policymaking, and in the next statement it is one of determining 
the needs of the Department. 

Now, I have a great deal of marks here, but I won't trespass upon 
the committee long on that point. 

All I want you to do is to clear up for us who is responsible and who 
has the final say-so, you or the departments. 

Secretary Fiorre. Sir, the Secretary of Defense has final responsi- 
bility for all matters within the Department of Defense. 

The Crarrman. That is correct. 

Secretary Fiorre. No matter which service they are in. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Secretary Fiorre. The Secretary of Defense can delegate that au- 
thority to whatever extent he desires. He has delegated this specific 
authority to the Department of which I am now the head. He has 
delegated it particularly within the charter itself, in specific words. 

The Cuatrman. He has delegated it in specific words? 

Secretary Fiorere. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Now, of course the Secretary has by law—“direc- 
tion, authority, and control,” I’m now reading from the reorganization 
plan, section 5: 

The Secretary of Defense may from time to time make such provisions as he 
shall deem appropriate authorizing the performance by any other officer or by 


any agency or employee of the Department of Defense of any function of the 
Secretary. 
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Therefore, he has ample authority under the reorganization plan 
to give to any agency the authority that he has, which is direction, 
authority, and control. 

Now, has he given that to you? 

Secretary Fiorre. Could I read from the charter? 

The Cuairman. Yes. 

Secretary Fuorre. There is one paragraph that covers nearly all 
of it. 

The CHarrMANn. Yes, sir. 

Secretary Fiorre. This is issued as a directive and it is No. 5131.1 
of the Department of Defense, signed by Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. Smart. What date? 

Secretary Fiorre. The date of August 13, 1953. It says herein: 

The Assistant Secretary of Defense, Properties and Installations, shall have 
the following responsibiilties, in addition to such other responsibilities as may 
be hereinafter assigned. 

Then it recites several of them. And under (c) on page 2 it states: 

Reviewing and integrating public works construction programs of the mili- 
tary departments, to assure that they are fully justified as to need in relation 
of the strategic requirements, effective as to intended purpose, and economical 
as to cost, type of building and location. 

(d) Recommending public works construction programs for the Department 
of Defense. 

Now, that specifically covers what we are doing here. 

The CuarrMan. Then under “Reviewing and integrating the public 
works programs of the military departments to assure that they are 
fully justified as to need in relation to the strategic requirements”— 
well, from that it looks like to me the Secretary has given you the last 
worl. That isthe way you interpret it, isn’t that right ¢ 

Secretary Fiorre. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. May I inquire 

The Cuatrman. That is all I wanted to know. 

Mr. River. Now, let me carry it one step further. 

Do you understand that delegation of authority to give you the 
authority to veto line items? 

Secretary Fiorre. I do, subject, however, always, to the unqualified 
right of the Secretary of the service concerned to appeal to the Secre- 
tary of Defense from my conclusion. 

The Cuatrman. Now, following the line raised by Mr. Rivers, the 
Department can come in and ask for certain line items. After you 
have studied it and you do not agree—and the Department says “We 
need these things to carry out our military mission,” and after you 
studied it, you can say “No, I do not agree with you.” So therefore 
that i is final, unless the Secretary of Defense overrides your views? 

Secretary Frorre. That is right, sir. 

The CHairMAN. We all understand. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, can I ask him just one question about 
that? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. In addition to the veto of line items, Mr. Secretary, is 
not a fact that you exercise control over design and engineering ? 
Secretary FiLorre. That is correct. That is covered here also. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, the question that is bothering me is in view of all 
the things that have been taken over by the office of the Secretary of 
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Defense, I wonder if we shouldn’t abolish some of the functions of the 
Secretaries of the individual services. Isn’t there considerable dupli- 
cation of effort? Administrative work is being done in your office. 
Isn’t there considerable duplication of effort in the work that is being 
performed in the various offices of the Secretaries / 

Secretary Fiorrr. I don’t feel there is. We are a very small office. 
We don’t in any way approach the size of the offices of the services. 
We simply act as guidance. We try to develop new ideas where we 
can. We submit them to them. We try to show them that they are a 
sound suggestion. And again they can appeal from that if they don’t 
like it. But we are specifically charged with that responsibility. 

The Cuairman. Well, all I want to develop, members of the com- 
mittee: I want to fix responsibility. I am not criticizing it. That is 
a matter that is entirely up to the Department of Defense. And we 
have had fully proven by Mr. Floete that he interprets his respon- 
sibility as final and conclusive, as the spokesman for the Secretary of 
Defense. And there is no dispute. You have a perfect right to dis- 
approve a line item. You have a right to say, “Notwithstanding the 
mission of the Air Force or any other department, we do not concur 
with you in these matters,” and that is final until the Secretary over- 
rules you. 

Secretary Fiorre. That is correct, sir. 

The CHatrMaNn. Everybody understands that. All the services 
understand that ¢ 

Secretary Fiorrer. I think they do, yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Now 

Mr. Rivers. They found out the hard way. [ Laughter. | 

The CHarrMan. Have we a quorum ?/ 

Mr. Smarr. We have a quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatmrman. Now, Mr. Floete, we will have to suspend right 
here a minute with you to dispose of some matters. 

(Recess. ) 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Floete, we are up against this kind of situation: 
There is a great deal of controversy on this Hawaiian bill. I want to 
get this Public Works bill under consideration as early as possible. 
We might work an hour and then we will have to stop. And tomorrow 
the appropriations bill is coming in. I hope they won’t meet at 10 
o'clock. So it might be a good idea to recess until 10 o’clock in the 
morning. But if they agree to meet at 10 o’clock in the morning, then 
we will just have to put it off until we get at least 2 hours for a meet- 
ing, and we will get you on the road just as early as possible. 

So let’s take a recess—— 

Mr. Sort. Otherwise, we will waste our time and theirs. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. What about night sessions ? 

The CuatrMan. Oh, we will get all those. We will take a recess 
until tomorrow morning at 10 o’clock. And we will notify you. 

Secretary Fiorre. All right, sir. ; 

(Whereupon, at 12:05 p. m., the committee recessed until 10 a. m., 
Wednesday, May 11, 1955.) 
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House or RepresENTATIVES, 
ComMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C., Wednesday, May 11, 1955. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., the Honorable Carl Vinson, chair- 
man, presiding. 

The Cuarrman. Let the committee come to order. 

Now, Mr. Secretary F loete, will you please come back. 

Mr. Mottowan. Mr. Chairman, may I be recognized ? 

The CHamrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Motionan. Is there a quorum present ? 

The CuarrMaAn. No, sir, not a quorum. 

Mr. Motionan. The matter I wish to address myself to, I would 
like to do it at a time when a quorum is present. May I be recognized 
at some time when we have a quorum ? 

The Cuarrman. It is difficult to get a quorum sometimes. 

Mr. Morionan. | have no objection, Mr. Chairman, but I would like 
to state to you I would like to be recognized when a quorum is present. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Now, Mr. Secretary, will you please come around ? 

Now, Mr. Secretary and members of the committee, before we start, 
with the Secretary, as all of you know, the Defense Department’s 
appropriation bill will be up today, and the House meets at 12 o’clock. 
So we will hold our meeting until 12 o’clock, and then we will take 
a recess until 2 o’clock. And I will ask permission for the committee 
to sit this afternoon during the general debate. I am very anxious 
that we get along on this bill as rapidly as possible and get all the 
facts that may be necessary. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, would you advise the committee what 
is up this afternoon ? 

The Cuarrman. On the floor of the House, I have just stated, there 
will be general debate on the defense appropriation. 

Mr. Heaee: The defense appropriations bill. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Mahon’s committee. 

The CHarrman. So we will recess at 12 o’clock today and have a 
meeting at 2 o’clock. I hope all of you can be here and we can go 
right along with full attendance. It may be necessary a bit later on, 
probably the latter part of this week and the first part of next week, 
to hold night sessions. This is a very important bill and we have a 
great many witnesses and we must have a hearing as fast as circum- 
stances will permit. 

Now, Mr. Secretary, I believe the questions I have asked and the 
answers you have given pretty clearly establish that you are the top 
man, so far as construction for the military department is concerned. 
In other words, you are the boss; no dispute about that, is there? 

Secretary Fiorre. (Nods.) 

The Cuarrman. I am not in any critical mood. This is just for the 
record now. 

Secretary FrLorre. Just as I stated yesterday, subject always to ap- 
peal and reversal by the Secretary of Defense. | 

The CuarrMan. That is right. The only one over you in these mat- 
ters is the Secretary of Defense ? 
Secretary Fiorre. Yes,sir. | 
The Cuarrman. That is correct. 








Mr. Rivers. Including the line items. 

The Cuarrman. Wait 1 minute, Mr. Rivers. 

Secretary FLoerre. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuairman. Let me ask the questions. | Laughter. | 

Now that we have established that you are the boss, I want to ask 
you whether you have examined all of the line items in this bill. 

Secretary Fioere. No, sir, I have not examined every line item in 
this bill. There are 10,500 of them. It is humanly impossible for me 
to examine every single item in that bill. They have been examined by 
men—every single item in the bill—— 

The CHairMan. I mean by your office. 

Secretary Fiorere. Oh, yes. Oh, yes, every single item in this bill 
has been considered individually and the criteria which I mention in 
my statement have been applied to every item. 

The CuairMan. Allright. , 

Then your assistants in your office that you have established have 
examined every line item in this bill? 

Secretary Fiorre. Yes, sir. 

The Cnairman. All right. Now, do your assistants and your De- 
partment approve all of the line items in this bill ? 

Secretary Fiorre. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, then, the committee can understand that you and your officials 
and your assistants recommend to the Congress, as having been scruti- 
nized by you, approved of all these line items in this bill ¢ 

Secretary FLorre. We do. 

The(Cuarrman. Allright. 

Now the next question is 

Mr. Core. How about the departments ? 

The Cuarrman. Well, he speaks for the Department. 

Mr. Coie. I mean the separate departments. I will ask him. 

The Cuarrman. He isthe boss. We have established that positively, 
that he is the boss. 

Mr. Corx. I would like to find out if the Secretaries of the service 
departments also approve of their respective items in the bill. 

Secretary Frorre. Yes; they have approved them before I did. 

The Cuarran. In other words, the Department heads have ap- 
proved them and you and your establishment approved them ? 

Secretary Fiorre. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, the next question is this: If the Congress passes the bill and the 
President signs it, will you then consider that the law is mandatory 
or will you consider that it is a permissive authority, whereby you can 
build those items that you want to and not build other items that you 
do not want to? 

Secretary Fiorrr. Well, Mr. Chairman, I look at it this way: In 
the first place, we have no right to build anything that does not have 
statutory permission or authorization. We can’t build it unless we 
have it. 

Secondly, we have an obligation to build the items contained in a 
bill, with only two provisions. One is they must be, of course, prop- 
erly funded, and the second is: If conditions have changed to such an 
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extent that they no longer are a proper military requirement, then if 
would be my feeling that we ought to raise that question and say, 
“Well, should we build this now or should we save the money and not 
build it ?” 

The Cnarrman. All right. I think you are on sound ground there. 

Now, then, you consider this as mandatory if the facts in the future 
exist as they are when you are presenting this bill ¢ 

Secretary Fiorre. Yes, sir; I think that is the way I would look 
aut it. 

The Cuarrman. If the facts later on develop that a line item would 
not be in the interest of the Department and the Department concurs 
with you, then you would not think you should carry out the con- 
struction 

Secretary Fiorre. That would be my feeling about it, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. I think that is what the committee would like for 
you to have, that thought, and that is the way it ought to be done. 
‘All right. 

Secretary Fiorre. And you see, the fact that we are coming up 
here—— 

The CHarrmMan. We don't want you to build anything if a year from 
now it is found out that the facts have changed, and even though the 
Congress has authorized it—you would not be warranted to build it 
just because we said so, provided the Departments concur in your 
decision. 

Secretary Fiorre. Well, ultimately that must happen, you see. 

The Cuarrman. Now I just got two more questions and then I am 
through. 

Now, if the committee should insert an item in the bill, would this 
item have, in your mind, equal dignity along with items which were 
placed in the bill by your Department ¢ 

Secretary Fiorre. There would be no question in my mind about it. 

Mr. Rivers. No question in your mind about what? . 

The CuarrmMan. Wait 1 minute. 

What is your answer ¢ 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Secretary Fiorra. There would be no question in my mind; yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. About what? About what / 

Secretary Fiorre. Sir? 

Mr. Rivers. No question in your mind about what ¢ 

Secretary Friorrre. But that they would have the same validity as 
any item that was in there before. 

Mr. Rivers. And the same force of carrying out that direction by 
the Congress ? 

Secretary FLorrr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That is all. 

The CuarrMan. Now let me finish my question. 

And would you feel that the construction of such an item is as 
mandatory upon you as one of the items in the bill as is now written ? 

Secretary Frorrr. I am sorry, I don’t believe I got that one. 

The Cuairman. Until I was interrupted by Mr. Rivers, I was try- 
ing to develop the whole thought. 

Now here is my question—and I am putting all of this in the record 
purposely. If the committee should insert an item in the bill, would 
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this item have, in your mind, equal dignity along with the items which 
were placed in the bill by your Department ? 

Secretary Fioere. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Now, and would you feel that the construction of such an item is 
mandatory upon you as one of the items in the bill as it is now written / 

Secretary Fiorre. Certainly, to an equal extent. 

The Cuairman. All right. 

Now the next question is this: We have now established that you are 
the boss, so far as construction is concerned. But I would like to know 
what your relationship is as far as Mr. McNeil, the Department Comp- 
troller, is concerned. Can he refuse to give you the money or refuse 
to give the Department money and thus prove that he is the boss and 
not you‘ 

Secretary FLorrr. That ison the nose. [Laughter ] 

The Cuairman. All I am trying to get, Mr. Secretary, is to know 
who Congress can hold responsible. 

Secretary FLorre. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, that matter was 
finally determined about 6 weeks ago, when the Secretary of Defense 
signed a memorandum which was addressed to the three services, to 
me, and to the Comptroller; that is, to our Comptroller, Mr. McNeil, 
which specified exactly what happened on the money matters. 

The CHairman. Now, what did it say ? 

Secretary FLorre. I am sorry, I haven't got it here, but it provided, 
in effect, that my office, Properties and Installations, was responsible, 
to begin with, for the authorization program. 


Secondly, for apportionment, the normal procedure is followed b 
b>] 9 


the services of submitting to the Comptroller a request for appoint- 
ment, which is the money step. Mr. McNeil, the Comptroller, must 
then consult with my office and secure my approval. 

If we have a difference of opinion, we again take it to the Secre- 
tary of Defense for resolution. 

The Cuatrman. Then, it is this way; from what you said, if you 
and Mr. McNeil disagree and Mr. McNeil says, “While Congress has 
authorized it and the President signed it and Congress has appropri- 
ated the money, I am doubtful as to the wisdom of doing this,” and 
vou say, “Well, I think it should be done”—then the dispute will be 
carried to the Secretary, and the Secretary will settle it ? 

Secretary Fiorre. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Is that the way it will run / 

Secretary Floete. That is exactly the way it works. 

The CuarMan. All right. 

Now we understand everything along that line. 

Mr. Kiwoay. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuairmMan. Go ahead. Iam through on this line. 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Secretary, as an example, or a horrible example— 
you may not have all the facts now, but you could get them or have 
someone else bring them to us—with reference to Camp Wolters, 
Tex. 

Secretary Firorre. Yes, sir. I have been there. 

Mr. Kutpay. We have had that here 3 or 4 different times. And last 
year in the public works bill we thought we had settled it, and I thought 
it had been closed. In the last day or two I have heard it has not as 
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yet been closed. I believe that is a hybrid organization out there, of 
air engineers. 

Secretary Fiorre. That is correct. 

Mr. Kizpay. And it was a question of reacquisition of a warehouse 
area, if I remember correctly. Do you know the present status of it, 
whether they have closed out the reacquisition, or how it stands? 

Secretary Fuorre. Yes. I was there about a month ago. Congress 
authorized—now my figures may not be exactly correct. Congress 
authorized several years ago about $269,000. Then time drifted on 
and the value of the property went up and we had a reappraisal, and 
now I think the reappraisal is three-hundred ninety-and-some thou- 
sand dollars, but the three people that own the property want four 
hundred and twenty-three or four hundred and twenty-five thousand 
dollars. So in the first place, we haven’t got enough money or au- 
thorization, either, to make the deal. 

I saw it. I know it is creating a hardship on one man, particularly. 
He thought it was firm and he went ahead and made other plans. But, 
actually, that is where it stands at the moment. 

Mr. Kitpay. Is it just a question of the amount of money authorized 
and appropriated, or isn’t there a question involved as to whether it 
should come from the Air Force or the Corp of Engineers’ appropria- 
tion, Army ¢ 

Secretary Fiorrre. No, I don’t think that is involved. There is a 
question, of course, whether the property should actually be bought 
or not. I don’t know. 

Mr. Kitpay. Whether it should be bought or not ¢ 

Secretary Fiorre. Yes. 

Mr. Kirpay. Well, last year, as I have understood it—this is not in 
my district. It isa long way from it. 

Secretary Fiorre. Yes. 

Mr. Kitpay. The people who own the property are not anxious par- 
ticularly to sell at any figure, but they are very anxious to have it 
determined one way or the other as to whether they are going to stay 
there and can expand their business or whether they are going to have 
to move out. And I think we have held them up now for over 4 years. 

Secretary Fiorrr. I agree with you. And just yesterday afternoon, 
late, Secretary Anderson gave me the file on the matter and asked me 
to look further into it and to give him a recommendation. So within 
the next week, why 

Mr. Kitpay. Then it is active now ? 

Secretary Fiorre. Sir? 

Mr. Kitpay. It is active, under active consideration now ? 

Secretary Frorre. Oh, yes. 

The Cuatrrman. Now, Mr. Floete 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman, could I ask a question ? 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. Assume that one of the departments—assume it is 
the Army—sends over what they consider their requirements ought to 
be and you trim that down, or you raise it, either way. Then do you 
go back and get their concurrence? You go back again, so you finally 
agree on what should be put in the bill ? ’ : 

Secretary Fiorre. Well, no, we don’t always agree, 

Mr. Jounson. Well—you said that certain items in here have been 
agreed upon. 
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Secretary Fiorrr. Those that are left in are agreed upon. 

Mr. Jounson. Yes. But when you put it in, they have—is it a fact, 
then, that the Army or the Air Force or the Navy, whatever depart- 
ment is involved, have nothing more to say about it / 

Secretary Fiorre. Oh, well, we—here is the process. They submit 
the whole list. In this case it was $2,900 million and about 10,500 
items. We review it carefully and then we write them a fotmal letter 
and say, “We approve of the tollowing items and delete these others.” 

Then we have what they call a ree lama. 

Mr. Jounson. What ? 

Secretary Fiorrr. They come down and present all the facts and 
we reconsider the matter. That is all in my office. 

Mr. Jounson. Well, that is what I want to find out. You recon- 
sider it ? 

Secretary Fiorre. Oh, yes, we reconsider, sometimes 2 or 3 times. 

The Cuarrman. You see, members of the committee, here is the way 
it happens. ‘The field sends in their recommendation to their respec- 
tive departments. Then the department scrutinizes it. And after the 
department has reached a decision, then they send it to Mr. Floete’s 
office. And then Mr. Floete’s office further scrutinizes it. The depart- 
ment sent in $2,800 million. Mr, Floete has sent a bill here of $2,200 
million, a saving from the screening of Mr. Floete’s office of about $600 
million, less than the department asked for. 

Mr. Jounson. $600 million. 

The CHarrMan. Now that isthe picture, is it not ? 

Mr. Jounson. We understand all that. Then does the Army still 
have a chance to try to convince you you ought to pump that up or raise 
it? That ends it? When you put it in there, that ends it; is that 
correct ¢ 

Secretary Fiorre. Unless they appeal to the Secretary of Defense, 
andthey do. Itjustisn’tanidlething. They do. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, one question—— 

Mr. Jounson. Yon mean they appeal to the Secretary and then he 
has to pass on it also? 

Secretary Fiorrr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. And he isthe last say, then, isn’t he? 

Secretary FLorre. That is correct. 

Mr. Jounson. When he decides, that ends it, as far as you are con- 
cerned and as far as the department is concerned ? 

Secretary Fiorrr. That ends it. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, in connection with the line of question- 
ing that you were pursuing a few moments ago, especially with respect 
to the dignity which would be applied to any ‘amendment that the com- 
mittee might insert in the bill, I was a little disturbed by the kind of 
answer we got with respect to the relationship which might exist be- 
tween Mr. Floete’s office and Mr. McNeil’s office. Now apparently, if 
they happen to be in disagreement, we run these same old hassles and 
will very likely find ourselves in the same condition as this Wolters 
situation that Mr. Kilday mentioned. I have been familiar with this 
Wolters, Tex. proposition over a period of several years, as Mr. Floete 
knows, for at least a couple of years. 

But on the question of the disagreement which might exist between 

Mr. McNeil and Mr. Floete over a line item inserted by this committee, 
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it seems to me the committee ought to have Mr. McNeil and find out the 
extent of dignity which he will apply to any amendment that the com- 
mittee puts in. 

The Cuatrman. I certainly hope to have Mr. McNeil up to find out 
if he thinks they are permissive or mandatory or a direction to him 
to make the money available. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one question, too? 

The CHarrMAN. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. Would you explain to us what you mean by the term 
“funding” ¢ 

Secretary Fiorrr. Well, I meant primarily—— 

Mr. Rivers. I am talking about this example our chairman gave 
you, about, say, in the wisdom of the committee—and we have our 
quota of that—-we should put an amendment on the bill directing you 
to construct something at place X. It would be authorized and money 
would be made a vailable by the Appropriations Committee. Now, tell 
us what you mean by funding. 

Secretary Fiorrr. That is primarily what I mean by funding. 

Mr. Rivers. You don’t mean getting it from Mr. McNeil’s office ? 

Secretary Fiorre. No, I didn’t mean that. 

Mr. Rivers. You mean, in the event it is made available by the 
Appropriations Committee, then vou feel that your command attaches 
to that particular project, is that what we undestand by funding? 

Secretary FLorre. Unless these other conditions have developed. 

Mr. Rivers. I understand that. 

Secretary Fiorrer. Yes, sir, that is what I meant by “funding.” 

Mr. Rivers. You don’t mean running the gamut of Mr. McNeil, as 
my distinguished colleague on my left has indicated; do you? 

Secretary FLorre. Weill,—— 

Mr. Rivers. Tell me. 

SecretaryFLorrr. We have that agreement now, so we must agree 
or the deal if off. And then we take it to Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. Rivers. I know, but if Mr. McNeil says, “I don’t think the 
Congress is right, what do they mean by wanting to build something 
at X Place there?” 

Secretary Fiortre. I would probably disagree with him. 

Mr. Rivers. Somebody—— 

Seevretary FLorre. Then we would have an issue. 

Mr. Rivers. Somebody might disagree with you, too, if it happens 
to be in his district. 

Secretary Fiorre. (Laughing.) 

The Cuarrman. Now, Mr.— 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman. The point is, though, who would win 
the argument ? 

Mr. Rivers. Might say, “Well, Mr. McNeil, let us don’t just give 
them,” to start with. 

Secretary Fiorre. The service could then appeal. If nobody ap- 
pealed, I don’t know just where we would be in a case of this kind. 

Mr. Rivers. I just want to know how far you would carry out the 
mandate of this committee or some other committee. 

The Cuairman. It is not the mandate of the committee, but it is the 
law of the land. 
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Mr. Rivers. It is the law of the land. 

Secretary F.orre. I certainly would regard it very seriously before 
I would take such a position. 

Mr. Rivers. I just wanted to get that straight. Thank you, sir. 

The Caarrman. Of course, all of you understand that under the 
National Security Act, that any one of the departments, if not satis- 
fied with what is happening down there, always have an opportunity 
to come before the Armed Services Committee ? 

Secretary Fiorre. I understand that, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. They have the opportunity, but would they ? 

The CHarrMan. Well, if they are called up here, they will do so. 

Now, Mr. Secretary, let’s go in this phase of it. And I do hope the 
members of the committee will try to read this report, because it gives 
a great deal of valuable information, and before I get away from it, 
{ want to commend you on that phase of it, wherein you are trying 
to bring a uniformity in the three departments in similar construc- 
tions, such as houses, warehouses, and facilities, and all like that. 

Now, you have made reference to the Cooper committee and you 
made reference to engineers, but I won’t go in that. 

Mr. Parrerson. What report do you make reference to, Mr. 
Chairman ¢ 

Mr. Smarr. His original statement. 

The Cuarrman. His original statement. It is worth reading. And 
I have read it and marked it up. I could take 2 hours on it, but I am 
not going to do it. It is a splendid statement and gives a great deal 
of very highly important information. 

Now, Mr. Secretary, you put in page 14 here of your statement, 
your financial situation. Now I want the committee to listen to this. 

The total unfunded authorization in the Air Force is $1,395,200,000. 
Now this bill carries authorization for the Air Force of $1,063,400,000. 
Now that makes $2,458,600,000 of authorization for the Air Force. 

Now the appropriations bill that is up on the floor today provides 
for $809,600,000 for the Air Force. So that leaves you authorization 
in the amount of $1,649 million for the Air Force. 

Now, you stated that you are going to bring up a rescission bill in 
the amount of $464,600,000. And even if vou bring that bill up here, 
which you haven’t sent up yet, you would still have a total net un- 
funded authorization on the books of $1,184,400,000. 

Now, I recognize the fact that you have to have lead time and I 
recognize the fact that we should authorize probably a little bit faster 
than we make the appropriations. But I am afraid we are getting a 
little bit too fast in our authorizations. 

Now, the committee is only giving you on the appropriation side 
today $809 million. And you have $2,458 million authorizations. And 
you haven’s sent in your bill of rescission of $464 million. Has the 
bill come up ? 

Mr. Ketxiener. Yes, sir. It is in the form ofa letter. It is nota bill. 

The Cuareman. Well. We just mustn’t run away with this situa- 
tion. Mr. Kelleher tells me we have a letter here where you are go- 
ing to have a recission of $464 million. Now even with that, you have 
$1,184.490,000 of authorization for the Air Force that you haven’t any 
appropriation against, 
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Now I think the committee wants to go along as much as possible, 
but we don’t want the authorization to get too far out of line. And 
in the Air Force, it is getting a little too far out of line. 

Now, if we didn’t appropriate a penny for the Air Force, they have 
so-much authorized today that at the bases they are going now on 
authorization, it will take over a year and a half to give you enough 
money. 

Now that is the picture. And there is no need to comment on it, 
because the committee—now let’s go to the Army. 

Secretary Fiorre. Well—— 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s comment on it. 

Mr. Winsteap. Let’s see what his comment is. 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s hear something on that. 

The CuatrmMan. All right, go ahead, Mr. Floete. 

Secretary Fiorre. In the first place, the $809 million you referred to 
as an appropriation is not in the present bill which Congress is con- 
sidering. It will be in a special i 8 bill. 

The CuarrMan. Well, that is what has been agreed on. 

Secretary Frorrr. Yes. That is tentatively agreed. Now, whether 
it will finally be determined that it will be more than that, I can’t tell 
you at the moment. It might be. 

The CuatrrmMan. That is all the Budget has recommended. 

Secretary Fiorrr. Yes; that is right. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. Well, you know you are not go- 
ing 

Secretary Fiorrr. Actually, the Air Force is obligating their money 
so much more rapidly now than they were a year ago that they may 
need some further help on that. 

The Cuarrman. Now 

Secretary Fiorrr. I mean they might run out of money. 

The CratrmMan. Now, that brings up the question: Are you obli- 
gating it in an economical manner or are you just merely trying to 
obligate it to show to the Appropriations Subcommittee that handles 
the public works bill that you haven’t a large unfunded authorization ? 

Secretary Fiorre. No, sir. I believe the Air Force, within the last 
12 months, has materially improved its system of handling obliga- 
tions, and as a result they are getting their bids much more rapidly 
than they were a year ago. I think they are doing it on a completely 
sound basis. 

The CuHarrman. All right. 

Then strictly speaking, if we approve this bill—and of course it 
will be passed on before the public works bill comes out of the Appro- 
priations Committee—strictly speaking, there would then be on the 
books $2,458 million of authorization for the Air Force before a dollar 
has been appropriated for it? 

Secretary Frorre. And not taking into account rescissions. 

The CuarrMan. I am not taking into account rescissions. 

Secretary Frorre. And we expect the rescissions to be substantially 
more. We refer to $300 million, and practically all of that is going 
to come out of the Air Force and maybe some more. So that will 
reduce the difference there by that amount. 

The Cuarrman. The point I am trying to develop to the committee 
is that we should not run away with authorizations unless the appro- 
priations are going to be a little bit more liberal. 
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Now, take the Army 

Mr. Rivers. May I ask a question right there? 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

_ Mr. Rivers. Give us an example—because I made a little inquiry 
into this. Give us an example of how the Air Force program which 
Was instituted in the recent months is going to economically expedite 
the obligation of these funds. If we were to give you the money for 
which you are asking in this bill, at what time during the calendar year 
do you think you would begin the obligation of these funds, as a result 
of this speedup about which you speak / 

Secretary Fiorre. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Listen to this, Mr. Chairman. This is important. 

Secretary Fiorrr. The Air Force, I believe, is in a position to stari 
obligating almost as soon as they get the money and the authorization, 
because they have been able to plan or to project their planning on a 
firm basis, so they know exactly what they want to build. They have 
it all scheduled now. And they are meeting their schedule in very fine 
shape. They have good forward planning. 

The CuairnMan. Now, let’s take the Army. I will read these figures 
in. The total unfunded authorization for the Army is $373,300,000. 
This bill authorizes $455 million. Now, that makes a total of 
$828,300,000, Now, in the public works appropriation bill the budvet 
has cleared $379 million. And that leaves an unfunded authorization 
of $449 million. Now, they say they are going to have a rescission 
of $195 million. Notwithstanding that rescission, there would still be 
for the Army unfunded $253 million, 

Now, that is not so bad. We might not open our mouths about that. 
It might be subject to criticism, but the facts would be put in the 
record. 

Now, as far as the Navy is concerned, the total unfunded authoriza- 
tion is $280.300,000. This bill authorizes $525 million. Now, that 
makes a total of $813.800,000. 

The appropriation bill approved by the Budget for the Navy’s pub- 
lic works is $455,300,000. The difference is $358 million that is 
unfunded. 

Then they say they are going to have a rescission of $151 million. So 
there would still remain authorizations for the Navy of $206 million, 

Now, I want that in the record so we will know what we are doing 
when we pass on this bill. 

Now, is there any question from any members of the committee to 
ask Mr. Floete ‘ 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, to make that situation worse, I heard 
two members of the Appropriations Committee the other night, 1 fron 
the Senate and 1 from the House side, say that the amount that hal 
been appropriated was completely out of hand, and there was some- 
thing like, if my memory serves me right, a backlog of some $14 billion 
in the Defense Department that had not been obligated. 

Mr. Rivers. Construction ? 

Secretary Fiorre. How much ? 

Mr. Brooxs. $14 billion. Not all for construction, however. 

Secretary Fiorre. No. . 

Mr. Brooks. But it was just general. I would like to have you 
comment on that. Those sort of statements 
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Mr. Gavin. Did I understand you right, $14 billion 

Mr. Brooks. $14 billion. 

The CuairMan. Inthe whole department. 

Mr. Gavin. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, those sort of statements are not helpful to us 
here in this committee and not helpful to the Government generally. 
It doesn’t sound like good business to me. 

Mr. Rivers. They have to buy those hamburgers. | Laughter. | 

Secretary FLorrr. You are speaking of which service ? 

Mr. Brooks. All the services—the Defense Department generally 
having an wnobligated balance of money running into a staggering 
figure. 

Mr. Parrerson. Could we have it broken down, Mr. Brooks, so we 
would know what it is? 

Mr. Brooks. I haven’t it broken down. I merely heard the state- 
ment ina public speech. 

Secretary Fioere. I have the figures here. 

The CuatrrMan. Read it out, Mr. Secretary. 

Secretary Lorre. These figures are as of March 31, 1955, and this 
is the amount appropriated but not obligated. That is what you are 
referring to, Mr. Brooks, is it not ? 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Mr. Corr. For what ¢ 

Secretary Fiorre. For military public works. 

Mr. Cox. For public works. 

The CuatrMan. This is just public works ¢ 

Secretary FLoere. Oh, sure. I am not talking about anything else. 

Mr. Brooks. What do you have about public works ¢ 

Mr. Winstrap. Let’s see public works. 

Mr. Parrerson. Break it all down. 

Secretary Fiorre. The Army has $428 million. The Navy, $254 
million. And the Air Force, $1,047 million. 

Mr. Hess. Is that appropriated / 

Secretary Fioerr. That is a total of $1,729 million which has been 
appropriated but is not under contract. 

Mr. Brooks. So if that statement is correct, then, made by these 
speakers from the Appropriations Committees, the unobligated bal- 
ances are largely in other departments of the Defense Department ? 

The CuarrmMan. That is right. 

Secretary Fiorrr. Well, other than military public works. Prob- 
ably purchasing foods and airplane construction and tanks and things 
of that sort. 

The CHairmMan. All right. 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, I have a question. 

The Cuatrman. Now, Mr. Floete, give back to the committee the 
unobligated appropriation in the public works of the three depart- 
ments. You said it was 1 billion—— 

Secretary Forte. It is a total of $1,729 million, broken down into 
$428 million for the Army, $254 million for the Navy and $1,047 mil- 
lion for the Air Force. 

The Cuarrman. Now, when do you think that will begin to be 
obligated at a more rapid rate than you are doing it today 4 

Secretary Fiorre. Well, for instance, to give you an idea of how the 
Air Force has been going, in the first quarter of the present fiscal year 
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they obligated $190 million. In the second quarter, they obligated 
$308 million, and in the last quarter, which just ended, March 31, they 
obligated $325 million or $330 million. 

So their progress is very much faster. I mean, it is running now at 
the rate of $100 million a month. And the Air Force feels that it will 
not only be able to keep up that rate, but improve on it. 

Mr. Gavin. What was that you said ? 

Secretary Fioere. I said the Air Force is obligating now at the rate 
of about $100 million a month, and they feel that they will be able to 
improve on that figure, and they have been in the recent months. 

Mr. Gavin. They will get it all allocated, rest assured of that. 

Secretary Fiorre. Sir? 

Mr. Gavin. They will get it all allocated so they can come in for 
more, you can rest assured of that. 

Secretary Frioere. I think they are doing it on a sound basis. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, we hope they don’t get into a project and then, 
about 6 months later find that they are in the wrong location or that 
they didn’t have sufficient acreage in the first place and then come back, 
like they do repeatedly, and change their mind about different proj- 
ects. When they get located, I hope they are right. 

The CuarrmMan. Now, Mr. Floete, in reference to the rescission, in 
one section of your bill you have a rescission that says that everything 
authorized prior to 1951, my recollection is, we wipe it off the books. 

Secretary Frorre. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. There is not very much that falls in that class. 
Now, from 1951 down to 1955, there is no rescission, very much, is 
there ? 

Secretary Fioere. No, not at this time—well we will rescind some- 
thing beyond Public Law 155, which 

The CHAIRMAN. All right. Are you sending to the committee a 
line item rescission so we can know that we have repealed certain line 
items in the certain places, or how are you sending it up? Just the 
language that you put in the bill, as to all prior to 1951? 

Secretary Fiorrr. No, sir. The law requirest that every 2 years the 
Secretary of Defense submit to the Congress a list of all “unfunded 
authorizations. That list was submitted, and that totaled $2,055 mil- 
lion unfunded. 

Now what we are saying is that we will rescind all authorizations, 
unused authorizations, beginning with Public Law 155, which was 
ps passed in the latter part of September 1951, which includes $611 bil- 

ion, back from Public Law 155, and we will then be operating under 
the 4 bills that have been passed since that time. We w ill rescind por- 
tions of those last four bills, but this whole rescission is to be accom- 
plished before July 1, 1956. And the services feel they need that much 
time to identify the items properly, and to get all of the deadwood 
out of the old bills. 

The Cuatrman. Then the 4 bills from 1951 down to date, there is 
no rescission in ¢ 

Secretary Fiorre. Yes, sir, there is $199 million already turned in 
of that category. ; 

The Cuarman. Then there is a complete rescission from 1951 back ? 

Secretary Fuoere. Yes, sir. 

The Crarrman. Everything that hasn’t been built under those 
authorizations is wiped off of the books? 





Secretary Fioere. Yes, sir, that is right. oue 

Mr. Gavin. What amount of money will that be, when the rescission 
takes place 

Secretary Frorre. Well, you see, we mentioned the figure here of 
$810 million, and we say there will be at least $300 million more total. 

Now, it could well be $500 million more. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, then, it will be over $1 billion ? 

Secretary Forte. Oh, yes, it will be over $1 billion. 

Mr. Gavin. So that was the point I was trying to make a few 
minutesago. They do change their minds. 

Secretary Fiorre. Yes. 

Mr. Gavin. To the extent—it is evident that they have changed 
their minds here to the extent of $1 billion. 

Secretary Fiorre. Well, circumstances have changed a great deal 
since 5 years ago, the kind of plans and requirements and all. 

Mr. Gavin. The $1 billion is a lot of change, I would say. 

Secretary Fiorre. Well 

The Cuairman. Now, I think, Mr. Secretary, and I think members 
of the committee, in this rescission, so we can try to keep up in some 
way, the departments should break them down and show the line 
items, and at least they will be identified to the committee so we will 
know what rescission takes place at the different establishments. Are 
they coming in that way ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman, All right. 

Now, any further questions to Mr. Floete of a general nature? 

(No response. ) 

The Cuatrman. Thank you 

Secretary FLorrr. May I make one remark ? 

The CuHarman. Yes, sir. 

Secretary Fiorere. You spoke about the size—the difference betweeti 
the authorization and the appropriation. 

Now, I would just like to point out that beginning, for the Air 
Force, beginning way back in 1952, they had an unfunded balance of 
$1,053 million. In 1953, they had a billion six. In 1954, they had 
$1,626 million, In 1955 they had $1,395 million and under this pro- 
gram they will have $1,380 million. So the amount is being reduced 
from year to year. The spread isn’t as bad as it was. 

The Cuarrman. Of course we all recognize the fact that with the Air 
Force we had to start from the ground up and that was just a few 
years ago, in building a separate establishment for the Air Force. 

Mr. Hess. They expanded, too. 

The Cuarrman. And it being expanded and changing on account of 
different types of weapons. 

Mr. Winsteap. Mr. Chairman, if they have had a billion every 
year for so long, it is an indication that they could stand a little 
reduction. 

The CHarrman. Of course the Air Force is expanding and it hasn’t 
yet got its feet completely on the ground as far as its installations are 
concerned. But I thought it was necessary to put it in, and with the 
objective of trying to hold down the authorization and the appropria- 
tion a little bit closer than we have in the past. 
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Secretary Fiorre. I think—I can’t speak for the items way back 
there. Maybe there are more of those that should come out. I do 
think that the items that are included in this bill are very necessary. 
The Army and the Navy are funding this year practically every item 
in this authorization bill. So that shows how important they think 
these items are. 

Mr. Rivers. Could | ask the Secretary one question, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. What is the latest information on the progress up at 
Cadillac, Mich. ? 

The CHatrman. Let’s don’t go into any individual things. Take 
that up with the services. 

Mr. Price. I think that is an interesting question. 

Mr. Rivers. That is an important question. 

Secretary Froere. Well, I think that is out of my jurisdiction. 

Mr. Rivers. That is all I wanted to know. 

Secretary Fiorre. I pass. [Laughter.] 

The Cuairman. Now, Mr. Secretary— 

If there are no further questions, we will ask the Secretary to step 
aside for Mr. James H. Douglas, the Under Secretary of the Air Force. 

Now, Mr. Secretary, you and your assistant must stay here, because 
no doubt there will be a great many questions coming up that we will 
want to talk to you further about. 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, before we proceed, could I ask for some 
information ¢ 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Gavin. What is the total amount in this authorization bill here, 
H.R. 5700? 

The CuarrMan.: $2,200 million, in round figures. 

Mr. Gavin. Now, could I have the breakdown for the Army and 
the Navy and the Air Force? 

Mr. Ke.ttener. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Itis inthe bill. It is just set out in the bill. 

Mr. Keviener. $543 million for the Army. 

Mr. Gavin. Yes. 

Mr. Ketiener. $1,173 million for the Air Force, and for the Navy 
$581 million ; $56 million for CIA. 

The Cuarmman. Allright. 

Now, Mr. Douglas 

Mr. Motionan. Mr. Chairman. 

The CnarrmMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Mottonan. May I be heard ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

(Whereupon, the committee proceeded to other business. ) 

The Cuarrman. We will get back now on the public works bill. 

Now, Mr. Secretary— 

Members of the committee, this is Mr. Secretary James H, Douglas, 
Under Secretary of the Air Force. 

Mr. Douglas, have you a prepared statement you desire to submit 
to the committee ? 

Secretary Doventas. Mr. Chairman, I have prepared a statement and 
with your approval, I would like to submit 
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The CuatrMan. Let the reporters sit at the table and not at the desk. 
It takes permission of the people to sit at the desk. 

Now, go ahead. 

Secretary Doucias. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, 
I am glad to have the opportunity of presenting to you the fiscal year 
1956 Air Force program for base construction and to request authoriza- 
tion of the program by the Congress. ‘The presentation of the program 
today represents the culmination of over a year of intensive planning 
and preparation by Air Force personnel at every level and by personnel 
of the construction agencies of the Air Force. 

In this program it is necessarily our aim to provide facilities essen- 
tial for’sustained operation of the 137-wing Air Force which is to be 
attained in June of 1957. Beyond these facilities additional construc- 
tion will be required, but such construction should consist largely of 
extensions and development of base facilities to keep step with tech- 
nological advances in aircraft and missiles, to replace obsolete struc- 
tures, and to provide housing. 

Before discussing the magnitude and character of the 1956 program, 
I believe it will be useful to refer to the present stage of development 
of the Air Force, for the kind of Air Force we are building determines 
the character of our installations program. 


FORCE LEVELS 


The basic strength of the Air Force has remained at the 137-wing 
force level which was established in December 1953. This has given 
stability to our program and has been of great advantage in schedul- 
ing and getting under contract new construction. 

At the end of fiscal year 1956, the Air Force will have 131 wings. 
The remaining six combat wings will be brought in during fiscal year 
1957, completing the 137-wing program at the end of that year. There 
are also the support forces for which bases are needed. The program 
under consideration by the committee is concerned with providing 
required facilities both at home and at rotation bases overseas and at 
still other bases for wartime operation. These facilities must become 
available in proper timing with procurement and training. 


FORCE EQUIPMENT 


We are getting delivery of aircraft and new equipment at a rate 
which permits us to equip and man new units and to modernize existing 
ones substantially on schedule. Inthe medium bomb wings practically 
all of our World War II B-29’s and B-50’s have been replaced with the 
6 jet B47’s. Also the new heavy bomber, the B—52, powered by 8 J—57 
jet engines, will be introduced in our bombing force this year com- 
mencing to replace the B-36’s. To insure maximum long-range effec- 
tive operation of the B—52, there are now on order jet tankers which 
willbe the first jet transport type of aircraft produced in this country. 

Modernization of our tactical air forces is proceeding rapidly. The 
F-84F is replacing earlier jet fighter bombers, and the supersonic 
F100 is being introduced into our day fighter squadrons. This is the 
most advanced aircraft in operational units in our Air Force and 
probably anywhere in the world. The last of the light bombers from 
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World War II are being replaced by the twin-jet B-57, and two 
Metador missile squadrons have been deployed overseas to augment 
our tactical units there. 

The Air Defense Command is now wholly an all-weather jet inter- 
ceptor force. Its effectiveness, of course, depends in large degree on 
a warning and control system, and great efforts are being made to com- 
plete the radar nets and fully coordinate their operation with control 
of the interceptors and missiles. 

Modern transport aircraft have an important part to play to meet 
the transport needs of a long-range jet Air Force, and also of the 
Army and Navy. The first turboprop transport aircraft, a medium 
troop carrier, has flown and is going into production. A large long- 
range turboprop transport will fly at the end of this year. This is a 
truly modern transport, with a high payload for long-range operation, 
to meet the need for the movement of personnel and supplies overseas. 
All this progress in equipment is dependent upon research and devel- 
opment. So not only must we provide base facilities for the equip- 
ment I have referred to and for men to operate it, but also research 
and test facilities for the development and testing of new supersonic 
aircraft, improved warning and interceptor systems, nuclear power, 
and guided missiles. 

COMBAT READINESS 


The Air Force must, at all times, maintain a high degree of readiness 
for combat operations. A few air defense interceptors in all air defense 
squadrons are kept on a 24-hour alert. These ready fighters can be 
airborne in about 3 minutes. Our Strategic Air Command striking 
power can be held reasonably safe from a surprise attack only if most 
of the force is ready to the point that it can be airborne within a warn- 
ing period, Tactical air wings overseas must be ready for quick action 
to avoid surprise and to perform their assigned missions in the event 
of attack. Only a ready air force is adapted to our present needs, and 
this requirement for almost instant ue Heat calls for large aircraft 
parking aprons, extended warning systems, quick fueling facilities, 
alert hangars for interceptors, coverage for as many aircraft as prac- 
tical against northern winters, and convenient weapons storage facil- 
ities, 

LOCATION OF BASES 


Our ability to operate heavy and medium bombers in all parts of 
the world from bases on the North American Continent and from 
within the United States is steadily increasing. But for a number of 
years our striking power can be made fully effective only with the use 
of overseas bases. Hence, the importance of our SAC bases in the 
Far East, the United Kingdom, French Morocco and those being con- 
structed in Spain. Also, our tactical support of NATO forces in 
Western Europe is dependent upon our fighter bomber, light bomber, 
and troop carrier bases in Europe. Thus, there is a continuing need 
to complete overseas bases. These operational requirements will be 


ay described to you by the Directorate of Operations of the Air 
“orce. 
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1956 CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 


Our construction program is designed to enable the Air Force to 
meet its scheduled part in the national defense effort. The requested 
authorization ety construction amounting to $1.173 billion, of 
which approximately $708 million is in the United States and approxi- 
mately $465 million overseas. 

The request for new authority provides for construction at 255 air 
installations, of which 151 are within the United States and 104 are 
overseas. 

Of the $1.173 billion authorization for construction requested for 
these many stations, 75 percent is accounted for as follows: 

Air pavements, $237 million, constituting just over 20 percent. 

Operational facilities, $207 million, 17 percent. 

Liquid fuel storage, $151 million, 12 percent. 

Family housing, $110 million, 9 percent. 

Aircraft maintenance facilities, $90 million, 7 percent. 

Troop housing and messing, $84 million, 7 percent. 

You will note I omitted fractions in the statement which is before 
you. 

This gives us a total of $882 million, or 75 percent of the total 
authorization requested. 

I shall not comment in detail even on these major items, but I wish 
to point out that the largest dollar amount for a single item, $237 
million for airfield pavements, reflects the need for lengthening, widen- 
ing, and strengthening runways for both jet bombers and fighters. 
Particularly it reflects widening of medium bomber runways for B-52 
operations, strengthening of fighter runways to permit bomber opera- 
tions, and additional aircraft parking areas to provide for the staging 
of increased numbers of bombers and tankers through particular 
bases. 

On the basis of mission or command within the United States the 
largest amount requested is $224 million for the Strategic Air Com- 
mand; next, $100 million for aircraft control and warning system; 
and $96 million for the Air Defense Command. Outside the United 
States, air control and warning calls for $98 million, and this is 
largely for continental defense of the United States. 

As a whole the program emphasizes building our offensive and de- 
fensive strength, improving our housing facilities, and meeting needs 
for research and development. 


BASES FOR RESERVE FORCES 


Base facilities to support our Reserve forces, which are an essential 
link in the overall Air Force program are not included in the regular 
construction program here presented, but are being presented sepa- 
rately by the Department of Defense along with the Reserve programs 
of the other services, in conjunction with a request for extension of the 
National Defense Facilities Act, Public Law 783, 8ist Congress. 

New bases: In addition to the two new Air Defense Command bases 
in the continental United States, there are reinstated in the Air Force 
program five bases overseas which have been inactive. The two new 
bases are the Buckingham Weapons Center, near Fort Myers, Fla.; 
and a base in southern Wisconsin. The overseas bases restored to the 
active program are in classified locations. 
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Permanent bases: At the present time, the Air Force has 110 bases 
which have been designated as permanent. Ninety-seven of these are 
in the continental United States and 13 are outside continental United 
States. In addition, 32 bases in the United States have been ap- 
proved for designation as permanent when they have met the required 
criteria. This status has been significant in its effect on the type of 
construction permitted, and upon the availability of Wherry Housing. 


STATUS AND MANAGEMENT 


Through the joint efforts of the Corps of Engineers, the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks and Air Force installations personnel, very substan- 
tial progress has been made during the current fiscal year in placing 
work under contract. 

That was referred to by Secretary F loete. 

In this regard, the previous fiscal year was disappointing due largely 
to changes in program and also to a deficiency in management con- 
trols. Better sc heduling and controls now leave no question of the 
ability of the Air Force and the construction agencies to carry out 
the program to meet operational requirements. During the first 
quarter of the current fiscal year, contract awards amounted to $177 
million, or $59 million a month. 

In the second quarter, the total was $308 million, or about $103 mil- 
lion per month. 

In the quarter ending March 31 contracts awarded totaled $363 mil- 
lion, or an average of $121 million per month. March awards 
amounted to $150 million, and only yesterday I received a report that 
April awards also amounted to $150 million. 

Recent months’ performance and current estimates indicate that 
about 95 percent of nearly $6 billion ae goto funded since 1950 will 
he under contract by the end of this fiscal year. This means that ap- 
proximately $300 million will be available for contract award on 
June 30, 1955. 

Such a carryover compares with one of about a billion dollars at 
the end of fiscal 54 and one of over $1,600 million at the end of fiscal 
53. Actually, the carryover may be so small this year as to slow down 
the process of putting work under contract. We are in better shape 
than ever before, I think, to move forward on the 1956 program as 
soon as authorization and funding is accomplished. Preliminary plans 
on the projects contained in the present program were commenced 
almost a year ago. Project estimates in the program reflect the re- 
sults of field engineering and advance planning and, acc ordingly, are 
comprehensive and reasonably accurate. Preliminary design in sub- 
stantially complete and final design will have progressed to ) the point 
where contracts for a large portion of the program should be awarded 
by the close of the c: alendar year. 


FAMILY HOUSING AND PERSONNEL FACILITIES 


I have, for emphasis, purposely deferred to the close of my state- 
ment, the subject of family housing and personnel facilities which I 
know is a matter of concern to all of us. 

The Air Force has serious deficiencies in housing and _ personnel 
facilities. Since 1950, we have necessarily placed principal emphasis 
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on operational facilities, such as airfield pavements, fuel storage, and 
hangars; and have often deferred living and recreational facilities for 
people. Personnel facilities in our base program, although to a de- 
eree coming second, very directly affeet our expansion and our combat 
readiness. A shortage of housing on or near base limits the effective- 
ness of our air defense forces. It is inadequate defense and bad econ- 
omy to maintain the very latest in aircraft and equipment if, in case of 
an attack on short warning, it takes an hour or more for off-duty 
personnel to get to their duty posts. 

Mr. Gavin. At that point. 

Secretary Dovanas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. In your planning, why aren’t housing facilities taken 
care of, so that after you got the base developed, they are included in 
the program, rather than develop the base and then start to hunt 
» laces for the people to live and they are not available / 

Secretary Douauas. | think, sir, that what we are faced with, as the 
only explanation of the deficiency in housing, is that the pressure of 
expanding and building an Air Force in the last 5 years and more has 
heen so great that the competition for dollars for building this Air 
Force has been keen at every level. 

The commander in the field wants housing, but if it is a question of 
building the right length runway and new hangers, he is necessarily 
going to go to the hangars. 

When the program comes into headquarters for approval, and again 
there is pressure of selection, the facilities for personnel recreation and 
housing are likely to have second empiiasis instead of first emphasis. 

Mr. Gavin. Yes, but we—— 

Secretary Dove.as. Now, it is not perfect planning, but I think the 
situation is improving and with the housing program that is being 
offered this year, the deficiency in housing will be substantially better. 

Mr. Gavin. I will say—we will take Pittsburgh, for example, where 
there is a base, and there is a sudden attack made on the city of Pitts- 
brugh, and you have the base, you have the planes and the equipment, 
but the fighter pilots are somewhere in the city of Pittsburgh and they 
can’t go through the traflic congestion of Pittsbrugh to get out, so what 
good is your base if you are not able to take advantage of the demands 
that may be made upon you at any time ? 

Secretary Doveras. That is exactly the point I made myself, as to 
some portion of air defense personnel. It is important to have a full 
quota and complement available. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Mr. Secretary— 

Secretary Doveras. There is, of course, a very substantial number 
available. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Mr. Secretary, get back on your statement. 
I think you answered Mr. Gavin’s question, which was a very proper 
question. The last sentence on page 8. 

Secretary Douaias. Right. 

The CuarrMan,. Start on the family housing. 

Secretary Doveras. A start on the family housing program was 
made last year, under Public Law 765 of the 83d Congress. The Air 
Force asks an additional increment of 8,118 family units in this year’s 
wuthorization request. Later in our presentation, the Directorate of 
Facilities Support will give the committee detailed information on our 
family housing situation : our requirements, our progress to date, and 
future plans. 
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As to so-called personnel facilities, $40 million, or about 3.4 percent, 
of our total fiscal year 56 program will provide for chapels, theaters, 
service clubs, gymnasiums, and other such facilities. Also, a first in- 
crement is provided in a planned program for replacement of sub- 
standard dormitories, bachelor officers’ quarters, and dining halls. 

These are largely wood frame buildings constructed at the start of 
World War II and which were never expected to have more than a 
5-year useful life. They were adequate for wartime use, but with in- 
creasing age the cost of maintenance has reached a point where it is no 
longer justifiable to continue to repair them. They will be torn down 
as soon as permanent replacement structures designed for long life and 
nominal annual maintenance cost can be made available. 

Housing and personnel facilities are necessarily a matter of concern 
as they can play a large part in determining whether airmen, and ofh- 
cers too, will in sufficient numbers choose the Air Force as a career. 
You know of the great numbers of airmen whose terms of enlistment 
terminate this year and next year. You are familiar with our critical 
need to secure reenlistment of a substantial number of these airmen. 
It is with this in mind that our detailed presentation of the program 
will place particular emphasis on housing and personnel facilities. 

In presenting its request for new authorization for Air Force con- 
struction, the Secretary of the Air Force and the Chief of Staff of the 
Air Force are well aware of their responsibility, in presenting so large 
a requirements program, to eliminate those things which are not neces- 
sary for sustained Air Force operations or to meet the reasonable ex- 
pectations in living conditions of Air Force personnel. It is with this 
awareness that the program I have presented has been prepared. It 
is our desire to furnish every detail of information and answer every 
question concerning the program that you, Mr. Chairman, and the 
members of your committee may think appropriate. Let me add I 
am confident that the program itself will be strengthened by the 
thought and attention it receives from your committee. 

The Cuamrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Secretary. 

I have only two questions to ask you. 

In reference to permanent bases, you state you have 32 bases in the 
United States that have been approved for designation as permanent. 
Why don’t you go ahead—— 

Secretary Doue.as. I think that is right. 

The CuarrmMan. Thirty-two bases in the United States. Why don’t 
you go ahead and reach a final decision on it?) Why do you want to 
keep it up in the air / 

Secretary Dovenas. Sir, the typical case that I refer to is one where 
the Federal Government doesn’t own all the land required. We may 
have some facilities on leased land. One of the criteria for a per- 
manent base is that we shall have fee title to all the property involved. 

The Cramman. Well, then—— 

Secretary Dovugias. Now, there are certain community support cri- 
teria also. 

The CuarrmMan. Submit to the committee a list of those that have 
been determined should be permanent, the 32, but which have not been 
acted upon. 

Secretary Doveras. I will be happy to do that, sir. 

(The material referred to is as follows :) 
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The Carman. Who has the final say? The Secretary of the 
Air Force? 

Secretary Dovaias. The Secretary of the Air Force. 

The Cuarrman. Upon the recommendation 

Secretary Dovucias. Upon the recommendation of the Chief of 
Staff. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Good. 

Now, the next question is this: What progress are you making with 
reference to the Air Academy? Now, we are hoping that this Academy 
will be ready in 2 years. And I want to ask Mr. Floete also in con- 
nection with that: Are you making available, Mr. Floete, all of the 
things that the proper officials of the Air Force say is necessary in 
the building of a suitable Academy ? 

Secretary Fiorre. Yes, sir. I think we have acted on everything 
that has come to our attention. 

The Cuatrman. Now, I do think this: I think the Congress and 
the country is very anxious that we get the Air Academy ready, at 
least in 2 years, and it is to be hoped that there won’t be any undue 
delay and that program can go forward and construct the Academy 
as rapidly as possible. 

Secretary Doucias. Mr. Chairman, I would just like to say I believe, 
although I do not plan to be in the party that the Secretary expects 
to present design plans and a general plan of the Acadamy at Colorado 
Springs this weekend 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Secretary Doueias. At which time he hopes as many members of 
this committee may be there as possible. 

The Cuarrman. Anyhow, we want the record to show that the 
committee—and I think I am voicing the sentiment of the committee, 
the country as well as the Congress—we want the Academy constructed 
at least in 2 years. We are very anxious that students be admitted as 
early as possible and we want your Department and Mr. Floete’s 
Department to work with diligence and speed and try to get this 
Academy ready. 

Secretary Dovetas. Yes, sir. 

You understand, Mr. Chairman, that the first class starts at Lowry 
Field in Denver. 

The CuarrmMan. I understand that, but I am talking—— 

Secretary Dovetas. This July. 

The Cuarrman. I am talking about the Air Academy. I am not 
talking about the substitute place. 

Mr. Winstead ? 

Mr. Winsreap. Mr. Chairman, I wonder how the cost is running on 
the Air Academy. Isit in line with what they anticipated ? 

The CratrMan. I am afraid they haven't even started it yet. 

Mr. Smart. Well, the first contract, Mr. Winstead, will be for the 
layout of the roads, streets, and surface utilities and things of that 
character, so, having let no bids yet on actual construction, you have 
no experience table by which to go. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I have one question— 

The CuarrMan. Are you through, Mr. Winstead ¢ 

Mr. Winsteap. When do they expect to—— 

Mr. Smarr. I think the first contract is to be let by perhaps the latter 
part of this month, to be followed by an additional contract in June, 
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and certainly not before June would there be any bidding experience 
of any kind on buildings. 9 

Mr. Wrnsreap. You would certainly have to get started building 
before there would be any figures. 

Mr. Smart. That is correct. 

The CuamrMan. Mr. Rivers? 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Secretary, I notice you placed great emphasis on 
your runway construction. If I remember the figures, it was two- 
hundred-fifty-odd-million-something dollars. 

Secretary Douetas. That is substantially correct. 

Mr. Rivers. About 20 percent of the total ? 

Secretary Dovexas. That is correct. 

Mr. Rivers. Do I understand that you include in that your extension 
of existing runways, plus your estimates, your avigation easements, 
and your safety zones, for these extended runways? 

Secretary Dovuenas. No, sir. As a matter of mechanics, the cost of 
estimates and real estate would not be included in airfield pavements. 
Airfield pavements include runways, taxiways, aprons, and so forth. 

Mr. Rivers. Well 

Secretary Dovenas. And the grading and laying the concrete. 

Mr. Rivers. You understand the great importance for getting these 
estimates and those safety zones at the earliest practicable time? The 
existing directives to enable the Air Force to take care of these things, 
about which the committee has called the attention of those in the past ? 

Secretary Doucuas. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. So communities won’t grow up around your places and 
you won’t have your planes flying over inhabited areas? 

Secretary Doveuas. Sir, we have an existing policy of acquiring 
property at the end of the runways—the first 1,000 feet. 

Now, we are buying a considerable amount of property beyond that 
where it seems suitable. In every instance we have the policy of 
getting an estimate to protect us against the construction of obstruc- 
tions, and that on the flight path of 50 to 1. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Secretary Dovetas. Starting out 1,000 feet beyond the runway and 
spreading out somewhat. We are getting into a very difficult problem. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Secretary Doveias. Which we don’t know all the answers to an 
which is getting a great deal of thought by the General Counsel and 
by our operating people. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. General Devereux ? 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Secretary, what is the degree of responsibility 
of the Air Force so far as the Air National Guard is concerned with 
furnishing facilities to the Air National Guard? Is that all—— 

Secretary Doveras. I think the General may be as familiar as I am 
with that relationship. But we have in our budget an amount of about 
$240 million for the Air National Guard. The purchase of prop- 
erty is handled through the Air National Guard office and not through 
the Air Force. But funds for property come both from the Air Force 
and from the State, principally from the State. 
Mr. Devereux. Of course, it is 75-25 percent. 
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Secretary Doveras. But we are the source of all equipment that 
goes to the Air National Guard. And we are also charged with train- 
ing of the Air National Guard personnel. 

Mr. Devereux. Now, if I may, Mr. Chairman, pursue this just a 
little further. 

If the Air National Guard be assgined a defensive mission so far as 
our country is concerned, would it be the responsibility of the Air 
Force to see that they had sufficient facilities in order to perform their 
mission ¢ 

Secretary Doveias. I think—the Air National Guard is an essential 
part of the Air Force of the United States. The Air National Guard 
will have an increasingly important part to play in the air-defense 
operation. Because, as you may know, the Air National Guard wings 
have been almost entirely fighter-bomber wings and have been expected 
to play a fighter-bomber ground-support role. They are being con- 
verted on the present program to interceptor wings. 

Mr. Devereux. Yes. 

Secretary Doveias. And they will play an active part in every part 
of the country where the Air National Guard squadrons are located, 
as an integral part of the Air Defense Command. 

Mr. Devereux. Yes. That is just the point I want to make. 

It appears that, insofar as the State of Maryland is concerned, the 
mission is being taken away from the Air National Guard of Mary- 
land, the fighter-bomber squadron being assigned not to Maryland 
but down to Arizona some place, because they are having a squabble 
about not have suflicient facilities. 

Now, is it or is it not the responsibility of the Air Force to either 
furnish facilities or furnish the—— 

Secretary Doveuas. I think 

Mr. Devereux. Fill in the gap in the mission / 

Secretary Dovuexas. I think it is not with respect to the airbase 
facilities in the first instance. I think that is primarily a State respon- 
sibility. But the Air Force interest in accomplishng the program 
brings the Air Force in as adviser and frequently in meeting some of 
the financial burden involved. 

I would liike—— 

Mr. Devereux. May I pursue that a little bit further, Mr. Secre- 
tary ? 

Secretary Doveuas. Yes, sir. 

Mrs. Devereux. Then you say you do not take the responsibility for 
the defense, the air defense of the country, or not / 

Secretary Doveias. No, no. We do not have the responsibility of 
providing, as an Air Force facility, airbase facilities for the National 
Guard. 

Mr. Devereux. No; I appreciate that. 

Secretary Dovenas. I mean, it is a cooperative arrangement that 
works out, and very satisfactorily, I think, in most instances, between 
the State and the Air Force. And there are today 27 wings of Air 
National Guard units and those are scheduled to become an effective 
part of our air defense. 

Now, we do not step out and acquire a suitable base for an Air Na- 
tional Guard unit. Fortunately, most of them are located. And in 
many instances those facilities have been furnished by the State. 
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Now, I would be very happy, General, to look into any particular 
question that you have in mind. _ 
~ The Cirarrman. Get that, Mr. Secretary. 

Mr. Hébert, any questions ¢ 

Let there be order. 

Mr. Hésert. Mr. Secretary, referring to your observation on hous- 
ing and the admitted need on the reenlistment program, where is the 
emphasis being placed—— 

Secretary Dovue.as. I am sorry? 

Mr. Hésert. Where is the emphasis being placed in your housing 
area, on Which echelon of your airmen, the upper echelon or the lower 
echelon in the construction of permanent housing ¢ 

Mr. Smarr. Officers or enlisted men ? 

Secretary Dovuctas. Well, the emphasis is being placed on providing 
airmen housing. Now, there is officer housing and airmen housing in 
the program. The percentage I would have to—— 

Mr. Héserr. I am not interested in—I just want to know the policy 
of it. In other words, do you take into consideration areas where there 
is available housing furnished by the local people on a rental basis as 
compared to the necessity of housing for the airmen in the lower three 
grades ¢ 

Secretary Dovucias. Very definitely. 

Mr. Hésert. Well, then, would you say that in an area where there 
is adequate housing for your upper echelon and inadequate housing 
for your lower three grades, provisions then made for the higher 
echelon would not be good planning ¢ | 

Secretary Doveias. I would agree with that entirely. 

Mr. Hézerr. You would agree with that? 

Secretary Doue.as. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Now 

Secretary Douauas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Héserr. It is very important. Because I am not localizing the 
situation. But I know certainly in one area there is adequate housing 
for the officer echelon and inadequate housing for the lower three 
grades, where they are living in trailers. The Air Force provided 100 
extra houses for that area which is already adequately taken care of. 
Now, you wouldn't call that good planning; would you / 

Secretary Dougias. On the statements of fact that you make, sir, 
I don’t know the situation. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Smart? 

Mr. Smarr. Mr. Chairman, may I point out that in building appro- 
priated funds housing, when you go to the lower three grades of en- 
listed personnel, only a corporal with service in excess of 7 years is al- 
lowed a quarters allowance. And in building appropriated funds 
housing, you never build houses except for those people who are en- 
titled as officers, to rental allowance or, enlisted personnel, entitled to 
quarters allowance. There is no authority under the law, Mr. Hébert, 
to build an appropriated funds house for a person in the military serv- 
ice who is not entitled to quarters or rental allowance. 

Mr. Heserr. I recognize that. You made a correct statement. Ex- 
cept that in an instance where you still do have adequate housing for 
those who are allowed the appropriated funds housing, under the law, 
and still build extra housing, it is not good planning. 
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The CuarrmMan. Well, of course the policy has been to scrutinize very 
carefully the whole area to determine whether or not there is sufficient 
housing to meet the military services’ demands. 

Secretary Douexas. That is quite right. In trying to determine our 
requirements 

The Cuairman. Mr. Johnson, any questions ? 

Mr. Jounson. One or two questions. 

Mr. Secretary, could you either tell us or put in the record the com- 
parative cost of the runways for the traditional type of planes as com- 
pared with the jet types? I want to find out how much more they 
cost per thousand feet. 

Secretary Doveuas. I will be very glad to do that. 

The Cuarrman. I think we can get that from General Washbourne 
when he testifies. That is a little detail that probably the Secretary 
doesn’t have. 

Secretary Douetas. I can give you the differences. 

The CuamrmMan. Now, members 

Mr. Jounson. Waitaminute. He wants tosay something. 

What did you want to say ? 

Secretary Dovetas. I can give you the differences in size, both length 
and width, and the wheel load, but I couldn’t translate it into dollars. 

The Cuarrman. Now, members of the committee, at 2 o’clock when 
we convene, I am going to ask General Washbourne to testify, and 
when he finishes we are going to read the bill. And if you gentlemen 
are not here—and we will read over items in which you are concerned 
about—why, then it may be difficult to get back to them. So I suggest 
all of you be here. 

Mr. Gavin. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Bares. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

(Whereupon, at 11:50 a. m., the committee recessed until 2 p. m.) 








AFTERNOON SESSION 


The Cuairman. Mr. Fulling, come around, sir. Now, Mr. Fulling, 
you are one of Mr. Floete’s main assistants. I want to get this infor- 
mation. I spoke this morning in reference to the deep interest that 
we have in regard to the development as fast as possible of the Air 
Academy. 

Now, is there any hitch in any of the plans and specifications that 
has been submitted with reference to the runways or any other phase 
of development at the Air Academy, that you are aware of, that Mr. 
Floete and McNeil do not share the same views of the department ? 

Mr. Fuuuine. Mr. Chairman, as in all matters as important as the 
Air Academy, there are at times questions which must be answered, and 
at the present time the Air Force, the Comptroller’s office, and Mr. 
F loete’s office are discussing various phases of the academy. We do 
not—I do not know of any diverse difference of opinion. It is more of 
a matter of approach. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Now here is—I offer this suggestion. 
If there are any, and the department thinks they should have this— 
rather, Mr. Talbott thinks they should have this, and you and Mr. 
McNeil think a different thing, we hope you will carry it to the Secre- 


tary and get a final decision and wind up all those things so it can go 
forward. 
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Of course, whatever the Secretary of Defense would say would be 
final and conclusive, wouldn’t it ? 

Mr. Fouttine. I can assure you they are not wasting any time in 
reaching decisions on an important matter like the Air Academy. It is 
getting top review at this very time. 

The CHamrMan. You see, if in the plans and specification, they do 
not meet what you and Mr. McNeil think is the proper thing, and the 
Air Force does think it is the proper thing, then the Gordian knot 
must be cut by the Secretary. 

The point I am trying to make is this: Don’t you gentlemen be argu- 
ing backward and forward. Just go up and lay the case before the 
Secretary of Defense and let the Secretary of Defense say that, “I 
think this ought to be done,” and let it be done, whatever he says. 
Because he is the boss. We gave him authority—direction, authority, 
and control. 

When we did that I said to Mr. Louis Johnson, “That puts you right 
on top and itis up to you. Now you are the last word.” 

Mr. Smart? 

Mr. Smart. I would like to point out, Mr. Chairman, I understood 
this morning from Mr. Floete’s testimony that all of the progress with 
reference to the Air Force Academy was good and satisfactory in every 
respect. 

Now, since the hearing this morning I have come into some in- 
formation to the effect that the Air Force has advertised for bids to 
build the airbase out there, which has cost something—the whole 
complex, the strip and everything would be some $9 million. As I 
say, they have already sought bids and they have advertised for them. 

I understand now that both Mr. Floete’s office and Mr. McNeil’s 
office are in disagreement with that request. Now, if that is true and 
they are not reversed in some fashion, then all of the effort to adver- 
tise for bids to put in the airbase to go with the Air Academy is all for 
naught. They have to start all over again. And it presents a differ- 
ent picture than that which the committee understood this morning. 
Have you any information on that point ? 

Mr. Jounson. Isthata fact? 

Mr. Fuuuine. There is a question in our mind, in my mind, at this 
time as to the feasibility of putting an airstrip in at the Air Academy 
until we complete the analysis of whether or not an airstrip in the 
vicinity can be used in the interim and at some future date put money 
into this adjacent strip, rather than spend the money for a new strip. 
We think it will be more economical]; at least I do. 

The Cuatrman. Well, of course, those are matters that the com- 
mittee mustn’t reach any decision about. Those are matters which 
must be determined in the Department. My point, again, is when you 
reach that—of course, the Air Force has let the contracts, or getting 
ready to advertise the contracts, and before the Air Force advertises 
the contract, some clearance should have been had. 

Was clearance had about these airstrips at that time ? 

Mr. Fuuuine. There has not been any clearance on the airstrip at 
the Air Academy at this time. 

The CHarrman. Now 

Mr. Fuuuine. All we are asking, Mr. Chairman, is the opportunity 
to review some of the economics of putting an airstrip in at this time 
at the Air Academy. 
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The Cuarrman. Well, I am not questioning you about making the 
inquiry. All I want to "do is not to get any department advertising 
things and then after they advertise it you come along and say, “Well, 
we don’t agree with that. We are not going to let you do it.” 

I think all that should be determined before the advertisement goes 
out. Don’t you? 

Mr. Fuuurne. I think that would be the proper way to handle it. 

The Cuarrman. For instance, now you are charged with it. The 
Navy comes along and they go out and put out an advertisment and 
you come along later on and say, “We don’t agree with you on this.” 
Then they have had to go to expense and the people have gone to 
trouble in making the bid and you can’t accept the bid because you 
don’t approve of it. 

I think the first thing you ought to do is to assure the Department 
that they can’t offer any contracts, in the advertisement calling for 
bids, until it has been cleared by you. If you are going to run it, you 
have torun it. Youcan’t have two heads. 

Mr. Futirne. There are no two heads. The administration of the 
construction work is entirely within the province of the military de- 
partments. We do not enter into any contractual work. We do not ad- 
vertise for bids. 

The Cuatrman. I know that when the work starts, when you give 
them the green light. Then in this case, from what you have said, 
the Department of the Air Force was a little premature in advertising 
for bids. 

Mr. Hess. Have they actually advertised ? 

Mr. Future. I think that is right. 

The Cuamman. What? The Air Force was premature, then ? 

Mr. Futura. I believe that is right, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Well now-—— 

Mr. Smart. Why don’t we ask them? They are here. 

Mr. Hess. Have they actually advertised for bids? 

Mr. Smarr. General Washbourne is here. I think he could direct 
an answer to that question, Mr. Chairman. Now is the time to 
clarify it. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

General, have you advertised for bids ? 

General Wasnrourne. Yes, sir; the advertisements have been 
released. 

Mr. Hess. By what authority ? 

General Wasupourne. The Secretary of the Air Force. 

The Cuarrman. The Secretary—you see, that is the reason I had 
this line of questions this morning, to try to fix responsibility. It has 
been a little confused state. And I was trying to clear it up so every- 
body would know who is running the show. 

Now, of course, the Secretary in each department has the authority 
to build what we authorize them to build, the construction to it. So 
they let the contract. Mr. Floete doesn’t let the contract; isn’t that 
correct / 

Mr. Future. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And they don’t get in that. 

But after the advertisement has been made and then Mr. Floete’s 
office says, “We don’t agree with you,” then there must be some kind 
of clearance before advertisements take place. 
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So therefore I think, now, when these kinds of things arise, I think 
your department—you or Mr. Floete—should say “all right, this is 
our position. And you got your position. Now, I think the proper 
thing for use to do is go up here and lay it before Mr. Wilson and let 
the Secretary of Defense settle this issue so no time will be lost.” I 
think that would be the way I would do it if I occupied the position 
you gentlemen do. 

Mr. Fuutine. Sir, that is exactly what is being done. There is no 
time being wasted on this, and I can assure you that the Department of 
Defense and the military services can live together and we can 
straighten these matters out between ourselves. 

The Cuairman. That is right. 

Mr. Funiine. And that is what we intend to do. 

The CuarrMan. That is the way to do it. 

For instance, the Navy comes in and says, “We want this”, and you 
look it over and say, “I don’t thirk that is the proper thing.” Then the 
Navy says, “Well, let’s get to talk to Mr. Wilson, ask Mr. Wilson what 
he thinks about it.” 

What Mr. Wilson says winds it up. That is the way to wind it up. 
If he sustains your view, that is the end of it. If he sustains the Navy, 
then you have to do what they want. 

Mr. Fuuirne. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JoHnson. Could I ask a question here, Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuatrman. I just wanted to get this line of thought over to 
the committee, and I think the committee shares the same view that 
I have just expressed, that when these things arise, instead of letting 
them hang fire there for 2 or 3 weeks, dispose of them. Just take the 
Navy and you and go in to Mr. Wilson’s office and talk to Mr. Wil- 
son and see what Mr. Wilson says about it. 

Then if the Department can’t advertise bids until you have cleared 
it, why, then you just as well let the Department know that. So no 
situation will arise like what is happening here, you see. 

Mr. Furie. I can assure you there has been no time wasted 
bringing this matter to the attention of Mr. Wilson. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Kru EHER. Mr. Chairman. may I ask Mr. Fulling one question, 
sir? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Fulling, the regulations under which you and 
the Department of the Air Force operate, should the Air Force in this 
case have come to you for your clearance prior to their advertising 
for bids? 

Mr. Furirne. No. The services do not normally come to us for 
clearance in advertising for bids. They come to us for review and 
agreement as to the need for the facility and for apportionment of 
funds. 

Mr. Ketiener. Well, it seems to me that your review in this case, 
if I understand the situation, is later than it should be. In other words, 
the Air Force acted quite within its province to advertise for bids, but 
subsequent to their doing that, you are now reviewing it. It seems 
to reverse the procedure. 

Mr. Fuuirnc. We are reviewing it. It came to my attention last 
week as a matter of review on apportionment. 
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Mr. Ketiener. Oh, the money aspect of it ? 

Mr. Fuuiinc. The money aspects, together with my office and Mr. 
MecNeil’s office. 

Mr. Keiiener. This is not a normal situation ? 


Mr. Fuiine. No, it is not. The apportionment, or the request for 


the apportionment is a normal situation, yes. 

Mr. Ketiener. But you wouldn’t normally review at that time? 

Mr. Fuuurne. The timing in this particular situation is not normal. 

Mr. Keviener. That is what I mean. 

Mr. Futter. Normally 

The Cuatrman. All right, I think now we understand it. We all 
have to live together and work together down there and when you have 
these troubles, why, the Departments must just recognize the fact- 
of course, I can understand some of the Departments may not want 
anybody else trespassing upon them. But nevertheless we have set up 
a different system and you are in the picture. And you have an im- 
portant role to play. But at the same time, in playing that role, try 
to iron out your disputes and your differences as readily as possible so 
nothing will be delayed by it. 

Mr. Futiinc. We have no disputes or differences in this particular 
ease, Mr. Chairman. We have honest differences of opinion and 
differences of approaches and I am sure that we can iron them out 
equitably and without loss of time. 

The CHarrMan. Good. All right. 

Mr. Jounson. I want to ask you one question. When bids are in- 
vited, haven't all the clearances been made and there is complete har- 
mony that the bid, or invitations for bids is going to result in a 
contract ¢ 

Mr. Futiine. That is the purpose of asking for bids, sir, yes. 

Mr. Jounson. Yes. But you say—— 

Mr. Futuine. Normally that is what is to be expected. 

Mr. Jounson. Bids were offered in this case and then some con- 
troversy arose over it. How did that happen ? 

Mr. Futiine. As I mentioned to Mr. Kelleher, this came about as 
a result of the time phase. The apportionment request did not come 
to us until last week. And during that time we raised the questions. 
Normally, such a situation as this would not develop, under normal 
circumstances. 

Mr. Jounson. Well, I ran across one case in an airbase where they 
invited bids and asked a number of contractors to come in and bid and 
gave them—they were assured they would have a chance, and if they 
were the lowest bidder to get the job. Afterwards they turned it and 
gave it to another contractor who was doing some other work on the 
base, and all these men were hanging high and dry, with their bids 
in there and their bonds that they paid for, and so forth, and they 
didn’t get any consideration at all. 

Mr. Fuuirne. I am not familiar with that case and I would like to 
run it down for you, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. We sent it over to the department and we got an 
answer about it about a month explaining it, a little over a month. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. Let’s get along. We have 
some other witnesses. 

General Washbourne, please come around, sir. 
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Now. members of the committee, this is General Washbourne, 
Assistant Chief of Staff for Installations of the Department of the 
Air Force. And the General, as you all recall, has presented at various 
times the public works bill for the Air Force. 

Now, General, the committee will be glad to have you make any 
statement you desire and see fit to do so. Now wait before you start. 

Now, later on, you will present the line items in the bill, will you 
not ¢ ; 

General WasHpourne. Either personally or I will have people with 
me who will run through them with the committee. 

The Cuatrman,. All right. 

General Wasuzourne. Mr. Chairman and members of the commit- 
tee, my statement will outline Air Force construction requirements 
for fiscal year 1956. Recognizing that the committee will probably 
require additional background information on them, this statement 
will be followed by special briefings on three subjects. 

(1) First, the Directorate of Operations will refresh your memory 
on the basic functions of major Air Force commands, and show you 
what bases they need, and why. 

(2) Next, the Directorate of Facilities Support will outline the 
family housing problem, show how numerical requirements for bases 
in this program were screened, and show you current progress in 
actually building houses under other legislation. 

(3) Third, the Director of Supply and Services will explain the 
worldwide situation regarding the strategic storage and handling of 
aviation fuel. 

The Air Force requests permission to present security classified 
material in closed session, and at appropriate places, to omit such 
information from the published record. 

The military construction program of the Air Force being pre- 
sented to the committee today requests authorization for new construc- 
tion of approximately $1.2 billion to provide additional facilities in 
phase with the buildup of the 137-wing Air Force. In addition, the 
bill before you would amend authorizations granted last year in Public 
Law 534, 83d Congress, to cover increased costs for certain projects. 

Number of bases: The Air Force will, by the end of 1957, have a 
base structure consisting of 346 principal operational, training, logis- 
tic, and research installations which are required to operate and sup- 
port the 137-wing force; 186 of these installations are in continental 
United States and 160 are in overseas locations. Excluded from these 
totals are over 2,000 ancillary installations such as communications 
sites, navigational aids, radar stations, and classified locations. 

This bill includes construction at 255 principal bases, 151 of which 
are in continental United States and 104 are overseas. In addition, 
the program includes construction of offbase navigation aids, area 
POL systems, aircraft control and warning system sites, and facilities 
at classified locations, details of which will be provided during discus- 
sion of the bill. 

Base requirements: The programed force structure has stabilized at 
the 137-wing level; consequently the base structure required to support 
the 137-wings has with a few exceptions remained what it was for the 
1955 program. In continental United States, two new bases to satisfy 
urgent requirements are: Buckingham near Fort Myers, Fla.; and a 
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site to be selected in the greater Milwaukee area, Wisconsin. Bucking- 
ham is required to provide a second weapons employment center for the 
Air Defense Command in the Eastern United States similar to the 
center now operating at Yuma AFB, Ariz. 

These two weapons employment centers will provide ADC with the 
absolute minimum training facilities required for the yearly indoc- 
trination of their fighter interceptor squadrons in the latest tactics and 
techniques of Air Defense, the employment of new weapons, and a 
minimum of gunnery and rocket-firing practice. The base in the 
greater Milwaukee area, Wisconsin, is required to relieve congestion at 
O'Hare International Airport where the Air Force is currently operat- 
ing under a mutually unsatisfactory agreement with the city of 
Chicago. ‘ 

Both of these sites were selected in strict accordance with approved 
criteria and with an eye to their full usefulness for a long period. 

There are five new locations in USAFE, one of which was mentioned 
during discussions of Public Law 534, 82d but on which no clearances 
for construction have been requested due to lack of adequate base 
rights. This situation has solidified and construction on these bases 
may be implemented. 

The major portion of this year’s program is required to provide our 
existing base structure with the additional facilities needed for the 
phase-in of new weapons systems and to provide the minimum facilities 
requred by the Air Force for sustained and effective operations under 
modern concepts of operation. 

The details of the force distribution and the resulting base require- 
ments will be presented later. Due to the classified nature of this in- 
formation, it necessarily will be given off the record in executive 
session. 

Construction objectives: The construction objectives of the Air 
Force are pointed toward providing the minimum facility require- 
ments for sustained operations of the 137-wing force to be in place by 
end fiscal year 1957. This involves, first of all, the provision of bases 
to “bed down” the force in locations at which it can train and attain 
full operations capability and from which it could launch defensive 
and offensive operations. To accomplish these goals, we still must pro- 
vide many facilities, principal among which are: 

(a) Operational, staging, and training requirements for the new 
long-range, heavy bomber aircraft, the B-52, being phased into the 
SAC striking forces. 

(6) Additional development and expansion of the Air Defense net, 
including warning sites in the United States and Canada and fighter 
interceptor bases. 

(c) Family housing. 

(d) Aircraft fuel storage. 

(e) Guided missile and pilotless aircraft requirements. 

(f) Research and development projects including development of 
nuclear powered aircraft. 

(g) Phased development of the base complex in Spain. 

(A) Facilities for bases deferred from previous programs due to 
lack of base rights. 

(7) Replacement of deteriorated, obsolete, and substandard tempo- 
rary facilities with initial emphasis on replacement of medical facil- 
ities, dormitories and dining halls. 
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(j) Personnel and recreational facilities. 

In meeting our objective to provide a permanent home for the 137- 
wing force, we have been, and are, constantly striving to improve stand- 
ards of living and operational facilities within the limits of prudent 
expenditures. We plan to construct, under this program, facilities of 
durable, long life usage comparable to good commercial practice. The 
projects are priced accordingly. We believe this to be necessary to 
achieve minimum cost of maintenance for the extended period of time 
it is now anticipated we will need a 137-wing base structure. 

Program summary: The Air Force fiscal year 1956 authorization re- 
quest is summarized on the first chart. 

(The chart is as follows :) 


CHART No. 1.—Summary of Air Force fiscal year 1956 military construction 
authorization 


Thousands 
Continents Waited) Prateek tn $703, 390 


Outside continental United States 465, 400 
Unforeseen construction (sec. 302) 5, 000 


Total new construction authorization_ ; 1, 173, 790 


Public Law 534, 83d authorization deficiency (sec. 303) Cal 16, 051 


. Total increase in Air Force authorization 1, 189, 841 


General WasHBouRNE. New construction authorizations total $1,174 
billion, of which 60 percent or $703,390,000 are for projects in con- 
tinental United States. The 40 percent for overseas locations amounts 
to $465,400,000. Section 302 of the bill provides $5 million of author- 
ization to restore or replace facilities damaged or destroyed by casualty. 
Section 303 of the bill amends Public Law 534, 83d Congress to in- 
crease authorizations granted therein for certain projects by a total of 
$16,051,000 to cover authorization deficiencies resulting from increased 
costs. This section will be discussed at greater length later in the pres- 
entation. This makes a total increase in Air Force authorization in 
fiscal year 1956 of $1.190 million. 

Command distribution: The chart below indicates distribution of 
the program by Air Force commands. 
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(The chart is as follows :) 


CHART No. 
construction authorization 











2—Command distribution of Air Force, fiscal year 1956 military 


Authoriza- Percent of 
tion amount total 
CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 
Thousands | 

Pimniniy Dae CE 6 on sccn te tnwhecesccncasende- me tieibeeuae $224, 576 19.1 

DA COE CI OTE TOO isin ines sn risk  4 6d weep Find poe cds 100, 409 8.5 

Be BE I Se ono cre ware aeekh cece nvadcebeniveesseneves 95, 830 8.2 

PE ee ae eee ee me GS RE le Ts aes ee 80,314 | 6.8 

Research and Development Command. .--- F ee 5: 73, 134.5 6.2 

ge eee eres = : uy 55, 142.5 4.7 

Air Training Command_--------- 39, 812.5 3.4 

Military Air Transport Service._.........--.---..----- 16,714 | 1.4 

Air Proving Ground Command... ---------- 7, 966 my 

Cn 2h ae CII. oc... ce cnernuctebeneesbdsacts 5, 695. 5 5 

Air University ; Sibu 2, 889 .2 

Headquarters Command_.---------- REESE a 520 —.1 

EE a re ee ee ed Re 387 —.1 

Continental United States, total...................-.---- 703, 390 59.9 

OUTSIDE CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 
USAF Europe.__-- : 244, 861 | 20.8 
Air control and warning system. _- 98, 552 8.4 
Far East Air Force . 42, 017 3.5 
Alaskan Air Command 28, 660 2.4 
Northeast Air Command... 27, 864 2.4 
Military Air Transport Service_- 20, 315 | ee 
Strategic Air Command_-___.__-..---- 2, 149 2 
Area control navaids 526 —.1 
Special facilities } 2 293 | 43 
ce OS ee ee eee oI 163 —.1 
Outside continental United States total_...............--..-----.-----.- } 465, 400 | 39.7 
SECTION 302 } 

<7 Can SOA os obs ck eth ok cca cedediniinw en | 5, 000 | 4 
ae hee 26 Ps Be hs PETES | 1, 173, 790 | 100.0 


General Wasunougne. Continental United States. The largest por- 


tion of the continental United States program, 


$2 


pe 


24,576,000, or 19.1 


percent of the total program, is for the Strategic Air Command bases. 
Almost one-third of the SAC program is for airfield pavements—— 
The Cuatrman. Wait one minute, General. I think we can get along 


a little bit—bring this other chart back up there. 


Now, members of the committee, I think it will save time if we 
questions of the general along each one of these charts that may 





dress itself to you. And following that 
provides for how many new stations / 


ask 


ad- 


as I understand, the bill 


General WasHrourne. Two new bases in the continental United 


States. 
The Cuatrman. And how many outside ? 
General WasHsourNE. Five. 


The CuarrmMan. Five. And then the balance of your bill is to carry 
out what you feel is your military requirements on bases that are al- 


ready established ? 
General WasHpourne. Right, sir. 


The Cuairrman. Plus housing, and those kinds of things ? 


General WasHpourNne. That is right; yes, sir. 
The Cnarrman, All right. 
$703,390,000 in continental United States ? 


Now, there will be spent in this bill 
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General WasHxBourNeE. Yes, sir; that is the portion for bases in the 
United States. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Outside the United States, $465,400,000 ? 

General Wasusourne. That is right. 

The Chairman. And for unforeseen construction, $5 million ? 

General WasHBourNeE. That is correct. 

The CuarrMan. That is to take care of fires and such ? 

General Wasupourne. Yes, sir. That $5 million could be either 
inside the United States or outside, depending on where we may 
need it. 

The CaatrmMan. That is right. That gives you a picture of the 
whole bill. The whole bill is $1,173,790,000. All right. 

All right, now, now let’s take up—any questions along that line? 

Mr. Rivers. Where are those two new bases? One in Florida? 

The Cuatrman. They are in his statement here. He has just gone 
over it. He just stated where they were. We will ask him the detailed 
questions. All right. 

Now go to the distribution of the Air Force in continental United 
States. The Strategic Command. 

(Chart shown. ) 

The Cuatrman. All right. Go ahead, General. 

General Wasnpourne. Almost one-third of the SAC program is 
for airfield pavements, principally wider and longer runways and 
wider taxiways to provide capability for operation of the B—5z heavy 
bomber and safe sustained operation of the B-47 medium bombers of 
the SAC striking forces. : 

The CuarrmMan. Wait 1 minute. That is the Strategic Air Com- 
mand ? 

(yeneral WASHBOURNE. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And the bulk of that, $224 million—the bulk of 
that authorization is for air pavements, strengthening and lengthening 
them, and that? 

General WasHsourne. About one-third of that amount ts for pave- 
ments. 

The Cuarrmayn. All right. 

General WasHpourne. That is the biggest single item in the Stra- 
tegic Air Command program. 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman, could I ask a question ? 

The CHaimmMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. General, could you put somewhere in the record the 
comparable cost of the old-type runways and the new ones to carry 
Jet planes ? 

General WasHpourNE. Yes, sir; I will be glad to do it at this point. 

Mr. Jounson. Either by thousand feet, or whatever the basis is. 

General WasHsourne. All right. 

The Cuamman. Put it on this basis: Conventional type or propeller 
airplane requires a base of so much inches thick, and a jet-type plane 
requires a runway of so many inches thick, doesn’t it ? 

. Gene ‘al WasHpourne. I suggest a comparison of the B-29 with the 

52, 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

General WasHpourne. If that would please the committee. 
The CHatrMan. Go ahead. 
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(The material referred to is as follows :) 


DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
Washington 


To provide a comparative cost of runways for conventional types of aircraft 
as compared with the jet types, a comparison has been made of the World War 
Il heavy bomber (B-—29, propeller driven) and the present-day heavy bomber 
(B-52, jet) both based on concrete pavement. 

A typical runway pavement for the B—29 bomber is 200 feet wide and approxi- 
mately 10,000 feet maximum length, and 8 inches thick, having an average 


curent unit cost of approximately $9 per square yard or total cost of $2 million 
complete in place. 


For the B-52 jet engine bomber, the runway pavement required is 300 feet 
wide and approximately 12,500 feet in length (based on the same altitude and 
temperature conditions utilized for the B—29 pavement above) and 17 inches 
thick with an average current unit cost of approximately $12 per square yard 
or a total cost of $5 million complete in place. 

The wearability of a runway under usage by jet-type aircraft is comparable 
to that used by conventional aircraft if both runways are constructed to the 
specifications prescribed for each. However, runways built for conventional 
aircraft now being utilized for jet operations indicate a greater degree of dete- 
rioration due to fuel spillage, jet blast, higher tire pressures, and greater weights. 

Mr. Jounson. Whatever description you want to make, we would 
appreciate it. 

General Wasupourne. All right, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. For instance, you might make a comment on this, if 
you have the time: Whether the jets wear them out quicker than the 
old conventional type of planes wore theirs out, which was thinner and 
narrower and shorter. 

General Wasnsourne. I could just briefly state that they do. I 
could elaborate on that at a later time, whenever the committee would 
be ready. 

The CHatrman. All right. Go right ahead now. Aircraft control 
and warning system. 

General Wasnourne. In keeping with the emphasis upon increas- 
ing our retaliatory and air defense capabilities, the Air Defense Com- 
mand has the next largest share (16.7 percent) of the continental 
United States program ; $100,409,000, or 8.5 percent, expands and in- 
creases the facilities of the continental aircraft control and warning 
system; and $95,830,000, or 8.2, percent provides additional operating 
facilities at fighter interceptor -bases. The ADC base program initiates 
construction on the 2 new bases (Buckingham Weapons Center, Fla., 
and Greater Milwaukee area, Wisconsin) and provides a second incre- 
ment at the 6 new interceptor bases initially authorized last year. 

The Cuarrman. Right in that connection, would it be proper to ad- 

vise the committee how many bases we have in Strategic Air Com- 
mand and how many bases you have in the Air Defense Command ? 
Would that be proper to give that information ? 

General Wasurourne. Yes, sir. The presentation to follow this 
will contain that information in detail, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman,. All right. 

General Wasr Bourne. I would prefer to wait. 

Tho Cuarreman. Allright. I will just follow you, then. 

General WasHBouUrRNr. “Ver y well, sir. 

One-fourth of the ADC base pregram is for family housing. In an 
emergency, immediate and maximum readiness is jeopardized by crews 
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having to travel long distances from home to duty posts. This housing 
is essential, not only from the personnel or welfare viewpoint, but also 
because it will allow crews to be close to their planes and stations in 
the event of an all-out fight. 

Eighty percent of the aircraft control and warning system program 
is for expansion of the electronic communication and control system, 
the essential link between the warning net and the weapons systems. 
The program also adds facilities at existing permanent and mobile 
radar sites and constructs 74 new gap-filler sites. Directly tied in with 
the continental U. S. A. C. & W. program is that 8.4 percent shown 
under “Outside continental United States,” much of which is to con- 
tinue construction of the distant early warning (DEW) line across 
the most northerly practicable part of North America. The balance 
provides additional facilities at warning sites in Alaska, Canada, and 
other overseas locations. A security-classified presentation of all of 
the operational aspects and status of the air defense system is available 
for the committee immediately prior to line-item examinations of that 
portion of the project book. 

The CHatrMan. Well, now. Let’s see. Of course, we have to have 
that in executive session. 

General WAsHBourNE. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrMan. Allright. We will get down to that. 

General WasHpourne. The next largest segment in the United 
States is for the Air Materiel Command with $80,314,000, or 6.8 per- 
cent of the total. Half of the AMC program is for airfield pavements, 
the major portion of which provides capacity for receiving jet-type 
aircraft for maintenance in the depot complex. Also included are 
facilities for the USAF Institute of Technology and establishment of 
the Research and Development Command Headquarters at Wright- 
Patterson AFB. 

Mr. Rivers. The establishment. You said the establishment of it ? 

Mr. Devereux. That will be a question for a later discussion. 

The Cuatrman. Yes,sir. All right. 

General Wasupournr. The Research and Development Command 
program of $73,134,500, representing 6.2 percent of the total program, 
provides facilities for continuing the development of nuclear-powered 
aircraft and intercontinental ballistic missiles. 

The Tactial Air Command receives $55,142,500, or 4.7 percent of 
the total program, the majority of which is for airfield pavements and 
family housing. 

The major portion of the Air Training Command program of 
$39,812,500, 3.4 percent of the total, replaces temporary World War II 
dormitories and dining halls and constructs additional family housing. 

The other Air Foree commands in the continental United States 
have smaller programs percentagewise, as indicated on the chart, 
umounting to 3 percent of the total. 

Outside continental United States: Over half of the overseas pro- 
gram, $244,861,000, or 20.8 percent of the total program, is for the 
United States Air Forces in Europe, 1. e., France, United Kingdom, 
Spain, French Morocco, and so forth. The USAFE program consists 
primarily of large amounts of airfield pavements, aircraft fuel storave 
and dispensing facilities, and aircraft maintenace facilities which will 
provide additional operational capability. 
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At one base in the United Kingdom, the Burtonwood Depot, replace- 
ment is requested of the World War II quonsets being used as troop 
shelter. Substantial replacements of this character at other United 
Kingdom bases will be deferred until next year. 

The program for Spain continues construction of the four phase I 
bases and the area POL system. 

The second largest portion of the overseas program is the aircraft 
control and warning system, which was outlined above in connection 
with the air defense system of the continental United States. 

The smaller Far East Air Forces program, $42,017,000, or 3.5 per- 
cent of the total, again, as in the case of USAFE, provides principally 
airfield pavements, aircraft refueling facilities, and storage facilities 
directly required to support operations of the strategic forces. 

The Alaskan Air Command program of $28,660,000, representing 
2.4 percent of the total, consists, in the main, of airfield pavements, air- 
craft fuel storage and refueling facilities, and maintenance facilities 
to support SAC missions and the fighter interceptor units of the 
Alaskan defense system. The Alaska program also contains the first- 
phase replacement of deteriorated and substandard dormitories and 
dining halls. 

The $27,864,000 program for the Northeast Air Command repre- 
sents 2.4 percent of the Air Force total, and includes facilities at Ar- 
gentia Naval Air Station to permit return to the Navy of facilities now 
in use by Air Force units. 

The overseas program for the Military Air Transport Service of 
$20,315,000, 1.7 percent of the total, encompasses bases in both the At- 
lantic and Pacific Ocean areas. Included in the MATS program are 
facilities to support the Civil Reserve Air Fleet. 

The SAC overseas program is for additional avgas storage and re- 
fueling facilities, operations facilities, and other support items for the 
tactical units at Ramey AFB in Puerto Rico. 

The balance of the overseas program includes global communica- 
tions facilities at Albrook AFB in the Caribbean Air Command and 
special facilities and area control navaids at various locations. 

Categories of Construction. The next chart shows by category the 
proposed use of the authorization in the fiscal year 1956 program. 

(The chart is as follows:) 


CHart No. 3.—Category distribution of Air Force fiscal year 1956 military 
construction authorization 


Sentos Percent of 
Total total 


Thousands 
Airfield pavements $237, 596 | 
Operational facilities é 207, 962 
Liquid fuel storage 151, 329 | 
Familv housing 110, 612 
Aircraft maintenance facilities 00, 411 
Troop housing and messing __- - , 146 
R. and D. test facilities_- 52, 925 
Utilities 4 52, 955 
Personnel facilities... ._ : , 169 
Storage facilities 39, 876 
Medical facilities. . ‘ ; 29, 312 
Administrative facilities ‘ 2?, 823 
Communications and navaids_ - Le 2,791 
Training facilities___. 2, 551 
Real estate 9,149 
Shon facilities 8, 448 
Harbor facilities 3 735 


8 
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Total : 1, 173, 790 
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An analysis of the type of facilities being requested emphasizes the 
highly operational nature of this program. As in preceding years, 
the major categories of the program are airfield pavements, opera- 
tions facilities, liquid fuel storage, family housing, aircraft mainte- 
nance facilities, troop housing and messing facilities and research and 
development. In all, these categories represent over 80 percent of 
the total program. 

The largest single category is airfield pavements, representing 20.2 
percent of the total. Over one-fourth of this category is at SAC 
bases in the United States to provide additional runway lengths re- 
quired to launch maximum loaded medium bombers and to provide 
capability for operation of the B-52 heavy bomber. In addition, a 
major portion of the airfield pavements in the overseas program is 
for direct support of the SAC operation. 

Operktisnsl facilities, the second largest category with 17.7 percent 
of the total program, consists almost wholly of facilities for the air 
defense system. 

The troop housing category, which is 7.2 percent of the total pro- 
gram, consists primarily of the first phase in a program for replace- 
ment of deteriorated, obsolete, and substandard theater of operations 
and mobilization-type dormitories, bachelor officers quarters, and din- 
ing halls. 

The medical facilities category, representing 2.5 percent of the total, 
includes the construction of new, or additions to, 14 hospitals, 12 in- 
firmaries, and 21 dental clinics. 

The personnel facilities category is only 3.4 percent of the total 
program, but is a significant factor in our program to make the Air 
Force more attractive to the trained airmen and officers and induce 
more men to continue in the Air Force as a career. 

Family Housing: Inclusion of family housing in this program, 
9.4 percent of the total, constitutes a milestone of tremendous impor- 
tance to the Air Force. Not since 1949 have family quarters been 
provided in quantity at domestic bases within the annual construction 
authorization. 

Last year, the Air Force share of authorizations granted under 
Public Law 765, 83d Congress, was 6,016 units; and funds anticipated 
this year will be used to complete the 3,764 units not covered by cur- 
rent funding. Fiscal year 1956 requirements for 15,000 units were 
assembled for inclusion in separate legislation, and some of them are 
included in this program. 8,118 new family units. will cost 
$110,426,000; all but 60 units are on continental United States bases 
as indicated on the chart below. 

The CHarrmMan. Now wait 1 minute. We had last year 6,016 units; 
didn’t we? 

General WasHBouRNE. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrman. Now how many of these units have been certified 
by the Secretary of Defense as necessary or appropriations be made 
available for them. 

General WasHBourNe. The funding covered 2,252 of those units. 

The CuHarrmMan. We authorized you 6,016 units and you have only 
money enough for 2,000 units ? 

General WasupourNne. Yes,sir. That is, 2,252. 

Mr. Rivers. And you are getting the rest out of this bill before the 
Louse today ? 
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General Wasupourne. That is the way it is planned; yes. 

Mr. Keitener. Not the one before the House today, but the appro- 
priation bill that would follow this. 

The CHarrman. When the public-works bill comes to the Appro- 
priations Committee, you will get money for the 4,000 units? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

General WasHpourNe. We expect the appropriation this year to 
finish funding the ones that were authorized last year and to fund the 
number that is added in this year’s program within the military- 
construction bill. 

The Cuarrman. Good. 

My. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, may I inquire? 

The Cuarrman. Then you will have 4,000 plus what is in this bill? 

General WasHBourNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That will be 4,000 plus the 8,100; is that right? 

General WasHpourne. Well, we will hope to get the funds for the 
3,754 that were not funded last year, plus 8,118 new ones in this bill; 
that is right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That will be a milestone. 

The CuarrMan. Go right ahead. 

Mr. Gavin. What particular category are you speaking of now? 

The CuarrMan. Family housing. 

General WasHpourNeE. Family housing, Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. Family housing where? 

Mr. Smarr. Every place. 

The CHarrmMan. Continental United States. Here is what it is, 
Mr. Gavin. We authorized 6,016 units last year. They got enough 
money for 2,000 units. He has some 3,000 units left over. And you 
will get enough money in the appropriations bill when it comes out to 
take care of what remains, plus the 8,000 units in this bill? 

General WasHBouRNE. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Is that correct ? 

General Wasnpourne. That is right; yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Allright. Go ahead. 

(The chart is as follows :) 


Cuart No. 4.—Family housing in Air Force, fiscal year 1956 military construction 


authorization 
| Number of Authorized 
} units | amount 
— —— = — ———— -_ i— —EE 
Continental United States: 

Air Defense Command_---------- 4 1, 664 $22, 464, 000 
Air Materiel Command_------- ‘ 178 | 2, 403, 000 
Air Training Command__-.- : Dae 825 11, 137, 500 
Continental Air Command_-- - 113 1, 525, 500 
Military Air Transport Command__-__- - ; eae a 622 8, 397, 000 
Research and Development Command 85 | 1, 147, 500 
Strategic Air Command__--_----_- = ; 3, 384 45, 684, 000 
Tactical Air Command_-.----- a oe ee a : 1, 187 16, 024, 500 

Subtotal continental United States_-_- ‘ : ‘ 8, 058 108, 783, 000 

Outside continental United States: 

Military Air Transport Command. --.-. : Aci pk ated 60 1, 643, 090 

:.. 4 gf eee ee . be Bess ‘ : 8,118 110, 426, oo 
Modification of existing housing e Jeaes () 186, 000 

Total isha ee , ; 110, 612, 000 
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General WasHpourne. An analysis of the type of facilities being 
requested emphasizes the highly operational nature of this program. 
As in preceding years, the major categories of the ity te are air- 
field pavements, operations facilities, liquid fuel storage, family hous- 
ing, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop housing and messing facili- 
ties, and research and development. In all, these | categories represent 
over 80 percent of the total program. 

The largest single category is airfield pavements, representing 20.2 
percent of the total. Over one-fourth of this ¢ ategory is at SAC bases 
in the United States to provide additional runway lengths required to 
launch maximum loaded medium bombers and to provide ‘apability 
for operation of the B-52 heavy bomber. In addition, a major portion 
of the airfield pavements in the overseas program is for direct support 
of the SAC defense system. 

The troop- -housing category, which is 7.2 percent of the total pro- 
gram, consists primarily of the first phase in a program for replace- 
ment of deteriorated, obsolete, and substandard theater of operations 
and mobilization-type dormitories, bachelor officers’ quarters, and 
dining halls. 

The medical facilities category, representing 2.5 percent of the total, 
includes the construction of new, or additions to, 14 hospitals, 12 in- 
firmaries, and 21 dental clinics. 

The personnel facilities category is only 3.4 percent of the total 
program, but is a significant factor in our program to make the Air 
Force more attractive to the trained airmen and officers and induce 
more men to continue in the Air Force as a career. 

The CuarrMan. Now, in that connection, it has been called to my 
attention that in some of these bases that have jets flying from them, 
that considerable complaint is being lodged by property owners who 
live in that vicinity. They say they can’t live with any degree of com- 
fort or happy existence because the jets are constantly flying over their 
houses. I know we go on the theory that we should ‘have easement 
rights. But where homes are already existing, what is the policy of 
the Department with reference to acquiring the fee and get those peo- 
ple out of that area that are complaining about that? Are you just 
going ahead and letting them complain and—— 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman 

General Wasnpourne. This program, Mr. Chairman, we think goes 
a long way toward making a reasonable settlement of that problem, 
which is of course widespread, not only for the Air Force but for the 
other services and, to a lesser extent possibly, the civilian airline oper- 
ators and airports. 

Our taking of fee out at the ends of the runways plus the easements 
for considerably farther distances out, is intended to be a reasonable 
payment by the Government of damage and inconvenience to the 
people. 

The Cuatrman. Yes; [ understand that. The point I am raising 
is this: A jet airbase is established in the community and the com- 
munity is built all around it. And the community now finds out a 
jet airbase causes considerable noise and trouble to them and they 
want to get out of that area. What are you doing about it? Are you 
trying to purchase the property or are you just letting them stay there 
and sweat it out? 
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General Wasnsourne. We purchase the property off the ends of 
the runways, Mr. Chairman, but those who are not within the estab- 
lished lines are not bought out. That is a very great problem, and 
in those older bases that are near cities it is a very great problem. 
That is one of the reasons we are trying to locate any new installa- 
tions we have farther from the communities, so we can minimize that, 
although we may never eliminate it altogether. 

The Cuarrman. When Congressmen were breaking their necks to 
get airbases and putting them right jam up against the city, why, it 
wasn’t quite so bad when they had the other type airplane. But now 
since these jets come in, when a jet rolls off the runway, it makes con- 
siderable noise in the community and the communities are complaining 
about it. We are getting letters all the time about it now. 

So I drop that as a warning to the committee not to try to be too 
active to get the big air installations unless they are way out in the 
country. 

Mr. Miuurr. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. What did you say ? 

Mr. Miiter. I want to ask a question. 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Mituer. These mineral rights—72,000 acres for $332, where is 
that ? 

General Wasupourne. Those are extinguishment of small mineral 
claims on the bombing ranges in the Western States, mostly. 

Mr. Mixxer. How much of that is at Camp Beale?) Never mind; it 
is immaterial in that respect. 

The Cuatrman. Go ahead. 

General Wasneourne. I will fill that in fér the record. I don't 
have the sum at hand. 

Mr. Miuter. That is all right. 

The Crarrman. I want to say for the record that complaints are 
coming in from people who own homes in the close vicinity of the 
base I have in mind; that the plaster is falling down and people can’t 
live there in peace and comfort and they wish the Air Force would 
either move away or else buy their property out. 

Now, that is the issue that is getting up before the committee. 

Mr. Jounson. The chickens quit laying. 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

Go ahead, General. 

Mr. Jounson. General, are you going to put in a note there about 
the Beal Air Force Base ? 

General WasHpourNe. Yes, sir; I would be glad to. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Murr. I would like to say, Mr. Chairman, that this Camp 
Beale—I wish there was some way we could acquire the thing and not 
have to pay for it. Because to me it has just been a holdup of the Gov- 
ernment. Gravel can be found all over that part of the country. 
Somebody claims it is mineral. It seems it is entirely immoral to pay 
it, but we will have to pay it, more or less. 

Mr. Jounson. I agree with you. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Go ahead now. 





(The chart follows :) 


Cuart No. 5.—Land summary—Fiscal year 1956 military consiruction 
authorization 
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Interest 





Continental United States: 


A lt ERE ae eae ae aay EE a ee z 


Clearance easement 
Restrictive easement 
Right-of-way easement 
Mineral rights 


15, 988. 00 
20, 053. 00 


2, 097. 00 | 


867. 00 


72, 074. 00 | 


$6, 242, 000 
1, 545, 000 
353, 000 
622, 000 
332, 000 


a on cnaewconcbenvu'ow . 10, 079. -00 


9, 094, 000 


Outside continental United States: 
5 . = } 4, 000 

1, 000 
50, 000 


Ea a DEE ih A or RE ET AS A aT 


Extinguishing outstanding rights in public-domain lands_._.._______--__| 2, 472, 300. oo 


Overseas subtotal____- 2, 472, 805. 66 | 55, 000 


Grand total ~ 9, 149, 000 


| 2, “583, 884. 66 


General WasHBourNE. One of the important’items in this program 
is 20,053 acres of clearance easements, at a cost of $1,545,000, to protect 
approach zones to existing airbases where large investments in run- 
ways and facilities have been made. This is the second annual incre- 
ment of a long-range phased program essential to protect Air Force 
bases from needles obsolesence due to community buildups around 
them. 

The acquisition of land interests at overseas bases consists almost 
entirely of extinguishing outstanding interests in 2,472,800 acres of 
public domain land in Alask: a, ata cost of $50,000. Conc urrently, we 
plan to return to the public domain approximately 807,890 acres now 
under Air Force jurisdiction. 

The items for land in this program are based on the best estimates 
which could be obtained in advance of authorization, and represent a 
continuing improvement in the accuracy of our estimates over previous 
years. It has been a most gratifying experience during the current 
fiscal year that, due in great measure to the prompt and favorable con- 
sideration of post authorization clearances by this committee and the 
corresponding committee in the other chamber, we have been able to 
acquire land well within the amounts estimated in the budget sub- 
mittal. The prompt consideration of real-estate items by the com- 
mittees has enabled the Air Force construction agencies, in many in- 
stances, to proceed with construction of vitally needed facilities from 
6 months to a year earlier than has formerly been possible. 

Of special importance in expediting the construction program was 
the consideration by the committees of authorized real-estate projects 
submitted just prior to adjournment of the last session of Congress. 
This permitted land to be acquired in the early fall, rather than being 
held up until after Congress reconvened in January. Similar early 
consideration is again requested; Air Force projects will be ready for 
submittal to the committee shortly after the conclusion of these 
hearings. 

Options: Under the provisions of Public Law 534, 83d Congress, the 
Air Force has attempted to secure options on 14 tracts of land, which 
will definitely be needed by the Air Force in the future. To date, these 
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efforts have been unsuccessful. In order to comply with the restriction 
in the law, limiting payment to 3 percent of the fair value of the 
property, it is first necesss ry to appraise the property and thus estab- 
lish fair market value. The time necessary to establish firm require- 
ments and secure good appraisals is such that little time remains for 
the securing of options before these items will have been authorized 
in this current program. 

It is in this respect that the principal difficulty lies. In many in- 
stances, factors beyond Air Force control delay the acquisition of 
needed land for many months after it is authorized. It is during this 
period that there seems to be the greatest opportunity for saving 
money for the Government by the taking of an option. However, 
under section 501, Public Law 534, 83d Congress, as now written, 
options may not be purchased once the land has been authorized for 
acquisition by law. 

While the total cost of real estate in this program is less than 1 
percent of the total amount involved, these land items are especially 
urgent since they are required either to provide a place for new con- 
struction, or for the protection of the Government’s present investment 
in facilities. 

Mr. Core. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt to inquire what this act 
is that the general has made reference to / 

The Crarrman. Yes. 

General Wasusourne. That was a provision of the law last year, 
Mr. Cole, which spec ifically authorized the services to acquire options 
on these lands around airbases that we thought we would need in the 
foreseeable expansion program. Prior to that we had not had any 
legal authority to expend Government funds for such options and 
naturally you don’t get them given to you very often. So this was a 
step in getting options on land we would need but was not in the cur- 
rent program. 

Mr. Cote. This isn’t an appropriation bill, that carries that require- 
ment ¢ 

General WasupourNne. No, sir. It is an authorization act. 

Mr. Smarr. Our last public works bill, Mr. Cole. 

Mr. Corr. The public works bill of the last Congress? 

General WasHpourneE. Yes sir. 

Mr. Cote. I see. 

Mr. Cunninouam. Mr. Chairman, could I ask the general a question 
there ¢ 

I understood you to say, General, that after there was an authoriza- 
tion it was impossible under the law to take an option. Will you 
please explain why ‘ 

General WasHpourne. Well, the way it is written now, our lawyers 
say it does not apply once the land in question has been authorized for 
acquisition in a law. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. All right. Now, let me ask you this question: 

Supposing that as a part of the purchase deal you first secure an 
option. There certainly is nothing in the law to prevent that. If you 
know you are going to need the land in 90 days and it has been author- 
ized, you go out tomorrow to a farmer and take an option for 90 days 
and then exercise that option. Certainly no law would prohibit that. 

Mr. Corr. No. I think that isn’t what he means. 

Mr. CunnincHam. That is what he said. 
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General Wasneournr. No, sir. What I meant, Mr. Cunning- 
ham 

Mr. Coxe. I understand that what he is saying is that money is not 
available for payment of the price of an option if that option is ac- 
quired after authorization has been granted. 

Mr. Cunninouam. If it is authorized 

Mr. Cote. It is a question of money rather than authority. 

Mr. CunninGHAM. If it is authorized, you have the money to pur- 
chase it. If you have the money to purchase it, you certainly have the 
money to take the option. 

Mr. Cox. Apparently it is an interpretation of that law last year. 

General WasHeourne. It is not a question of the law, Mr. Cole. 
It is a question of the way it has been legally interpreted. You can’t 
pay for an option on a tract once it has been authorized. 

The CHarrMan. Wait 1 minute. We don’t specify any particular 
tract, do we ? 

General Wasupourne. No, sir. 

The CuHarrMAn. We say to acquire some acres of land in such and 
such area. Now, what is to prohibit you from taking an option ? 

Mr. Corr. Let’s get section 501. 

Mr. Rivers. That is what I say. 

The CuatrMan. What would prohibit you from taking an option ? 

General WasHpBourNne. The legal interpretation that I have had to 
work with was that the opinion authority did not extend to tracts 
where you have already authorized us to go get it. It had to be exer- 
cized before it was authorized. 

The CHairman. If we authorize you to acquire land at a particular 
site, we don’t designate what particular area. We say acquire 1,000 
acres of land. Allright. And we put—of course, you do have the in- 
formation when you submit to us that that is the particular tract of 
land you want, and you put your values on it. You say the statute 
prohibits you then from taking an option / 

General WasHpourneE. Yes, sir; I believe that is the way it works. I 
am not at all sure the committee wanted it that way, but that is the 
legal interpretation of the law. 

Mr. Rivers. Let me ask you a question. Do you consider then the 
law directs you to condemn it ? 

General WasHpourne. No. 

The CHatrmMan. Oh, no. 

General WasHBourNe. This payment of a 3 percent—— 

Mr. Smarr. Read the act. 

Mr. Cotx. Let’s hear what the law says. 

Mr. Gavin. Let the gentleman read the section so we know what we 
are talking about. 

Mr. Keuiener. This is section 501 (b) of Public Law 534 of the 83d 
Congress: 

No real estate not in Federal ownership shall be acquired by a military de- 
partment except as such acquisitions is or shall be expressly authorized by law: 
Provided, however, That the Secretaries of the military departments may, prior 
to such authorization, procure options on real estate which in their judgment 
is suitable and likely to be acquired in connection with prospective public works 
projects of the military departments and to pay out of any funds available to 
such departments for real estate activities amounts not in excess of three 


per centum per annum of the appraised fair market value of the real estate in- 
volved as consideration for such options. 
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Mr. Coir. Let me just say that whoever interpreted that to conclude 
that you were barred from taking options after authorization should 
zo back to law school. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. That is what I say, too. 

Mr. Hess. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. Or resign his position, 1 of the 2. 

Mr. Cote. Resign his position. 

Mr. Jonnson. Wait a minute. 

Mr. Hess. Sure. It says provided 

Mr. Rivers. You have to have the authorization before you can 
get it. 

The CuatrMan. We all understand it. 

Read on. Start on page 18, the last sentence. 

Let there be order, members. 

Go ahead. 

General WasHnourne. Authorization deficiency. 

In the development of detailed engineering planning for the pro- 
gram authorized last year by Public Law 534, 83d Congress, it has 
been determined that the amounts authorized for certain projects are 
insufficient to permit their accomplishment. These deficiencies prin- 
cipally are the result of two factors : 

(1) First, at the new fighter-interceptor bases, light-duty pave- 
ments were requested and authorized. It is now desired to construct 
heavy-duty pavements, with proportionate increases in cost, in order 
to have a built-in capabilty for ready, economical expansion of the 
flying field to accommodate heavier aircraft in the event of an 
emergency. 

This is in accord with a new “multipurpose base” concept which the 
Air Force is applying in the master planning of its permanent bases. 
Planning on such a “multipurpose” concept will minimize the number 
of bases which would become obsolete with the introduction of im- 
proved, higher performance aircraft. 

After World Wir II, bases originally constructed for specific mis- 
sions either could not be expanded to meet the requirements of heavier 
and faster aircraft because of physical conditions, or the required ex- 
pansion involved excessive costs, The incorporation of multipurpose 
‘upability in base master-planning and airfield pavement design will 
result in future cost savings, and a considerable reduction in time 
required to expand existing installations when expansion is required. 

The CrarrMan. One question. 

Now, General, I see you used a new word “multipurpose” base. 
Now, that is trespassing, because whenever we use multipurpose we 
only have reference to dams, and there is so much controvery about 
that phraseology that let’s see if we can’t get a little bit more appeal- 
ing word than “multipurpose” Because whenever you talk about 
multipurpose, somebody thinks it is going along the road to build for 
some socialistic purpose. 

General WasHpourNne. Very well, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Would the gentleman permit me to comment? 

The Cuamman. No. [ Laughter. |] 

Go ahead now, General. 

General WasHprourne. (2) Second, the completion of technical en- 
gineering and siting of communications facilities have produced re- 
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vised cost estimates which exceed the allowable 5 percent upward vari- 
ation, and there are no other items at the installation to absorb it. 

The authorization deficiency is applicable to 10 bases, 1 range, and 4 
consolan stations. The deficiencies on four of the installations (Cars- 
wall, Ellington, Webb, and Wright-Patterson) involves only approval 
for the use of unfinanced prior years’ authorizations. This type of 
reprograming, you will recall, provided a major portion of the con- 
struction authority granted to the Air Force last year by Public Law 
534, 83d Congress. 

The total increase in effective construction authority reflected in sec- 
tion 303 of this bill is $18,995,000. Of this amount, $16,051,000 repre- 
sents a net increase in authorization and $2,944,000 is provided by local 
reprograming of prior years’ authorizations. A list of the projects re- 
quiring authorization increases is shown on the chart. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, let me ask him a question. 

The CnatrrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. What about the Traverse City area? Don’t you blush 
like Mr. Floete did. Somebody ought to know what you are going to 
do up there. 

Secretary Dovetas. I will be glad to answer that, Mr. Rivers, if 
I may. 

Mr. Rivers. All right, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Come around, Mr. Secretary, and answer the ques- 
tion, please, sir. 

Just sit right here at the end of the table. 

Secretary Doveias. The subcommittee of the House Appropriations 
Commitee requested the Secretary to make a review and new study of 
the Traverse City area base problem. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

Secretary Dovetas. The new study in process in the Air Force has 
not yet been submitted to the Secretary. So I am unable to say more 
than that at the present time with respect to the Cadillac situation. 

Mr. Rivers. That was—— 

Secretary Dovenas. The Air Force program at the present time is 
Cadillac. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. Now, as indicated some weeks ago when we 
discussed it here and reaffirmed this committee’s position, when this 
committee reaffirmed its position, as you know- 

Secretary Dovaias. Yes, sir. We have to try to follow the instru- 
tions of the committees, also. 

Mr. Rivers. That new review by the Secretary is progressing, and 
then you said it was just about completed ? 

Secretary Dovatas. I think it is, but it has not been submitted to the 
Secretary yet. 

The Cuatrman. To clear this up, is there any money in the appro- 
priation bill now being considered by the House with reference to 
Cadillac? 

Secretary Doveras. No. The House has not started its considera- 
tion, Mr. Chairman. of the public works bill. 

The Cuatrman. Thatisright. Go ahead. 

Mr. Rivers. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

The Cuatrman. Come back, General. 

General WasHrourne. Mr. Chairman, I have the figures on the min- 
eral rights at Beale which I will read in the record now. 
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The Cuarrman. What? 

General WasupourNe. The mineral rights at Beale Air Force Base, 
which two members of the committee asked about a few moments ago. 
That is $197,000 to liquidate such claims as may be valid on 70.874 
acres. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Now, go ahead. 

(The chart follows :) 

CHartT No. 6 


Public Law 534, 83d Cong., authorization deficiency 


{Amounts in thousands of dollars] 


Public Law 
534, 83d 
Cong., auth- 
orization 


Amended Authoriza- 
authoriza- tion 
tion deficiency 


Installation 


Carswell AFB : = 2, 248 2, (502) 
Matagorda Island AF range ¥ : 607 S47 240 
Minot site __ 5, 494 5, 630 
Grand Forks site : , 055 3,848 
Glasgow site 8, 391 , 269 
K. I. Sawyer Airport 8, 556 ‘ , 393 
Traverse City area___- , 635 
Ellington AFB , 073 
Webb AFB__. 100 
Norton AFB 2, 183 
Wright Patterson AFB 5, 847 
Atlantic City Consolan Station 72 


‘ 
Nantucket Consolan Station 107 
Pescadero Consolan Station 107 
Point Conception Consolan Station __- 72 


Total authorization increase 
Total prior authorization reprogramed _- 


Total program increase 
1 Prior years’ authorization utilized to cover increased costs. 
CONSTRUCTION BY AVIATION ENGINEER FORCE 


As part of the continuing training program of troops in the aviation 
engineer force, it is planned to construct certain items in the fiscal year 
1956 construction program with aviation engineer units. The projects 
selected for construction in this manner are consistent with the type 
of training required and on which the required beneficial occupancy 
date is within the capability of the constructing unit to complete the 
work. For example, the extension of the runway at McDill AFB is 
the type of project which will be considered for accomplishment by 
an aviation engineer unit. 

Accomplishment of selected projects by these means will, in addi- 
tion to providing essential unit training and constructive employment 
of the troop units, result in a dollar savings in authorizations granted 
for the projects. Amounts authorized will be used only to the extent 
necessary for design and procurement of materials. 

In addition to military construction projects, it is planned to sched- 
ule selected projects, accomplished with maintenance and operations 
appropriations, into the unit training programs. The magnitude of 
the work to be performed by the aviation engineers is, of course, de- 
pendent both upon the availability of the units at the time design and 
engineering have been completed, and upon the extent to which the 
training program will be then controlled by the Air Force. Should 





criticism arise of the use of troops for projects that otherwise might 
be accomplished by contract, each project withheld from public com- 
petition will be fully justified by the benefit to be derived from the 
training of troops on necessary and usable projects similar to those 
which they will be called upon to do in time of war. 

The Cuatrman. Now, wait 1 minute, General. What do you mean 
by the “magnitude of the work to be performed by the aviation engi- 
neers is of course dependent upon the availability of the unit at the 
time designed and the engineering has been completed and upon the 
extent to which the training program will be then controlled by the 
Air Force”? 

[ don’t exactly understand what vou have in mind. 

General WasHBourne. The first part, Mr. Chairman, refers to the 
possibility of the troops being deployed at different places and for 
different missions than they are now deployed. We can’t tell, say, a 
vear in advance just where they will be and how many battalions we 
might have available to work on a selected project. 

The second part refers to the fact that there is an agreement, pend- 
ing approval in the Office, Secretary of Defense, which would termi- 
nate the present status of these troops as special category Army on 
duty with the Air Force and transfer them organically to the Air 
Force. To date, that has not been approved, and we do not know what 
the status of those troops will be at that time. 

The Cuairman. Then, is that the nucleus or the beginning of an 
engineering establishment comparable to the 

Mr. Rivers. Seabees ? 

The Cuairman. Tothe Army and tothe Navy? 

General WasHpourne. No, sir. It is trying to protect a wartime 
construction capability for the bomb damage repair, radiological re- 
covery, and such things as that, under the first part of a war effort. It 
does not have any relation—— 

The Cuairman. Of course the Air Force does not have an engineer- 
ing organization comparable to the engineers of comparable to the 
Bureau of Yards and Docks. 

General WasHBouRNE. It does not, sir. 

The Cuarrman,. All right. 

Is that what you are driving at, to build one up ? 

General WasHBourNE. No, sir. This special category Army troops 
with the Air Force is a holdover from World War II 

The CHatrMan. But they are engineer, though / 

General WasHnourne. They are engineer troops. 

The Cuairman. That is right. Let the committee understand it. 
Here is a group of people in the Army that have engineering capacity. 
They are detailed over to the Air Force to keep the runways and to 
do work of that nature, is that it, or do construction work ? 

General WasHpourNe. They are military units primarily for over- 
seas construction, rehabilitation, and repair work. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, at that point. we might as well admit the truth, 
that they develop the plans and specifications and actually engineer 
the jobs. There isn’t any argument about that. 

Let me ask you this: Who developed the plans and specification 
for the new Air Academy / 

General WasHpourne. That was done by an Air Force contract 
with a civilian firm. 
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Mr. Gavin. Certainly it was done by an Air Force contract and Air 
Force engineers. The United States engineers were not brought into 
the picture. That would be work that is outside the category of air- 
bases and airfields—the construction and development of plans and 
specifications for the Academy. That was done by the Air Force and 
the United States engineers didn’t participate to any extent in that 
development. 

General Wasusourne. That is correct, Mr. Gavin. 

The CuarrMan. Let’s all understand the point. 

Mr. Rivers. What is wrong with that ? 

Mr. Gavin. There is nothing wrong with it. Except we are talking 
about a unified service and if we don’t have a unified service, we might 
as well admit now that we are going to have Air Force engineers and 
the Army engineers and all branches of the service are going to have 
their own engineers. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Mr. Gavin. Let’s not bypass it or try to camouflage it. 

Mr. Rivers. I am for it. 

Mr. Gavin. I don’t yield. 

The CuarrMan. One at atime, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Gavin. I am just saying this: We talk about unification. Now, 
if each branch of the service is going to have its own engineers, it is 
certainly not unification. And whether or not they are going to be 
Air Force engineers or Army engineers or what kind of engineers, 
let’s be plain about it and say that we are going to establish the United 
States Air Force Engineers. 

Mr. Mitter. Would the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. Rivers. Wait. Will you yield? 

Mr. Gavin. Yes; I will be glad to yield. 

The Cuarrman. Wait 1 minute. The gentleman is finished. You 
want to be recognized, Mr. Rivers ? 

Mr. Gavin. I might add: The General said that most of the engi- 
neering work is of a typical nature relative to the development or 
work in and around airbases. It is not alone that. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Gavin. They also developed the plans and specifications for 
airbases or any other engineering work that comes within the category 
of the Air Force. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I am not going to take any time. Just 
go ahead. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Miller. 

Mr. Miuier. I was going to say as far as I see it, there is this dis- 
tinction: These engineer ore are a good deal like the Seabees were 
during the war. Now, the Seabees didn’t constitute the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks. Certainly, whenever you have some engineering 
troops and you have engineers, you have to have certain planning. 
And for years they have done certain planning. These are a specialized 
group to take care of the immediate things that would take place in 
time of war in an advance sector, rather than the type of engineering 
that you would have in the case of the Corps of Engineers or the 
Bureau of Yards and Docks. 

Mr. Gavin. On that basis, I would have no objection. 

Mr. Miter. Isn’t that a good parallel, General / 
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General WasHBourNE. That is very well stated, yes, sir, I think. 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, I ask permission to insert in the record 
at this point an editorial which I recently noted in one of the service 
magazines, the Army Times. 

The Cuarrman. That is right; without objection. 

(The editorial referred to follows :) 


SrTruGGLE Over SCARWAF 


After a year and a half of huffing and puffing, the “unifying” of the Army and 
Air Force and in their use of construction troops is no closer to reality than it has 
ever been. The careers of some 35,000 men in SCARWAF (Army engineers serv- 
ing with the Air Force) meanwhile remain in a state of suspension. 

Everything concerning the use of these troops was supposed to have been 
settled in 1953. At that time, the Army said the Air Force could add the 
SCARWAF outfit to its roster if the Air Force would promise to use the men 
only in the construction and maintenance of bases in isolated overseas areas. 
This was intended to preserve the Army’s support mission as it applies to the 
other services. The Air Force said O. K. to this, and also agreed to let the Army 
give basic flight training to its own pilots. 

While the Army chiefs considered this a fair deal, it did not lack for opposi- 
tion. The Army engineers under General Pick, for example, did not like it at all. 
But Pick was overrued and the plan went up for Defense approval. Unfor- 
tunately, Defense never got around to that. And just recently it bucked the 
thing back to the services, asking if both still agree that the move would be in 
the best interests of the country. 

Things have happened in the interim that make it appearent the Army not 
only will reconsider its previous stand but will turn a quick thumbs-down on it. 
It may even revert to and use the Pick argument against giving the Air Force 
its own construction engineer troops, which goes roughly like this: 

While the Navy needs its Seabees to follow the Marines ashore and build air- 
strips, docks, and port facilities, the Air Force does not. The Air Force always 
has to wait for the Army to clear an area before it can bring in planes and men, 
anyway, so there is no need to duplicate engineering services. Besides, said 
Pick, there is always a serious shortage of trained civil engineers and workers in 
wartime. If the Air Force is allowed to set up its own construction service, 
that will create three military competitors for these scarce skills, instead of two. 
Also, the Air Force’s need for construction engineers decreases as a war goes 
alone. So, it would be an uneconomical use of manpower to maintain a large 
force in virtual idleness over a long period. 

Although there will be little comfort in this for the SCARWAF troops who 
yearned to wear Air Force blue and the civilian component officers who had a 
chance for a while to shift from the Army to the Air Force, the reason for the 
Army’s change of heart is simple. It found out it couldn’t take the Air Force’s 
promise at face value. 

For one thing, the Air Force agreed in 1953 not to set up an unlimited engi- 
neering service of its own. But it has, in fact, set up engineer districts since 
that time. And it has not followed usage in asking the Army engineers to let 
contracts for and supervise the building of the new Air Force Academy at Colo- 
rado Springs. 

Moreover, under the Eisenhower-Spaatz agreement, made when those two gen- 
erals headed their respective services, the Air Force promised not to set up its 
own supporting services but would accept Army support. This pact, too, has 
fallen by the wayside. The Air Force has its own medical service now, its own 
lawyers, chaplains, its own communications personnel. The only fields in which 
the Air Force still gets support from the Army are in base construction, main- 
tenance and contractor supervision. Army Signal Corps construction battalions 
also are used overseas to build communication facilities. 

A past performance such as this one turned in by the Air Force will make for 
strong argument when the Army is called upon, this time around, to document 
its reluctance to let go of SCARWAF, as it is expected to do. If the outcome 
proves disappointing to some SCARWAF people who looked forward to joining 
the Air Force, it will benefit them in other ways. 

For one thing, they will no longer be left dangling in the never-never land be- 
tween the services, which has been the cause in the past of many inequities in 
promotion, housing and assignment. 
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The CuatrmMan. Now, let’s get in this record. How large an or- 
ganization is this / 

General Wastpourne. It presently is about twenty-four, twenty- 
five thousand troops spaces, involving perhaps 1,500 officers and the 
rest of them enlisted men of the Army. 

The Cratrman. Then there is detailed to the Department of the 
Air Force about 25,000 men from the Army to do engineering work ? 

General Wasunourne. That is correct, Mr. C hairman, except they 
are not detailed. They are Air Force spaces. The Air Force provides 
the spaces, provides the equipment, and pays the bill, and the Army 
furnishes the bodies, 

The Cnatrman. Well, are they there as Air Force personnel or 
Army personnel ¢ 

General WasnBourne. They are Army personnel. 

The Cirarman. Well, are they paid by the Air Force? 

General Wasusourne. Paid by the Air Force; yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. They are paid by the Air Force? 

General WasHpourne. Paid by the Air Force. 

The Cuatrman. Then they belong to your organization. 

General Wasunourne. Well—— 

The Cuatrman. Whenever you pay anybody, he belongs to your 
organization. 

General Wasunourner. The biggest disadvantage is that they are 
not quite one or the other at the present time. 

The Cuatmman. Well, anyhow, here—— 

Mr. Jounson. Could I ask a question? Since everything they work 
on belongs to the Air Force, you feel you ought to have jurisdiction 
over them, don’t you ? 

(General WasuBourNne. We do think—— 

Mr. Jounson. They are also specially trained for your particular 
needs ¢ 

General Wasunourne. The agreement that the Secretary signed 
terminates the SCARWAF status. 

Mr. Gavin. The what? 

General Wasunourne. The status where they are special category 
Army on duty with the ‘Air Force and recommend their transfer or- 
ganically to the Air Force. 

Mr. Rivers. Let me ask a question—— 

The CrHarrmMan. Wait 1 minute. Then by this recommendation 
you do then have an Air Force Engineering Corps, of some 25,000 
men being transferred by the directive of the Department of Defense, 
is that correct ? 

General Wasusourne. That would be the case if the Secretary of 
Defense 

The CuarrmMan. What ? 

General Wasnnourne. That would be the case; yes, sir. 

The CuatrrmMan. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers? 

Mr. Rivers. Will you then be jaan from using them in the 
continental United States like the Navy is prevented from using their 
Seabees in the continental United States? 

General WasHnourne. Well, not proscribed exactly, but we don’t 
want to introduce that troop training in competition with civilian 
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contract construction to any degree beyond what they require for 
training. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

General WasHBourRNE. Most of the work is overseas and would con- 
tinue to be, I think. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All right, Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. How far has that gone now? That has been recom- 
mended by the Secretary of the Air Force, hasn’t it ! 

General WasHpourneE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. And agreed to by the Secretary of the Army? 

General WasHpourNeE. That is right. 

Mr. Bray. And it has been approved by the Secretary of Defense? 

Genera Wasupourng. It has not been approved by the Secretary of 
Defense. 

Mr. Bray. But it has been recommended 

General Wasupourne. I think it would probably be more accurate 
to state that since the agreement was sent down for his approval, about 
a year ago, the Army may in fact have withdrawn their agreement to 
that transfer. I am not sure. 

Mr. Gavin. Their agreement, or their objection ? 

General WAsHBourNE. I didn’t understand you, Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. Their agreement to this proposal or their objection to 
the proposal ? 

General WasHpourNneE. I believe that the Army’s agreement to this 
proposal has been withdrawn and that they are now in the position of 
objecting to it. 

Mr. Gavin. But these 1,500 officers that you talk about, they are 
not Army engineer officers. They are Air Force engineer officers. 

General WasHpourneE. No, sir. The personnel are all Army, except 
maybe a dozen of Air Force. 

Mr. Gavin. But they wear the uniform of the Air Force. 

General Washbourne. No, sir. They wear the Army uniform. 

Mr. Gavin. We were on Okinawa several years ago when they were 
developing plans there for an airbase, and all of the engineers that I 
noted had the Air Foree—— 

General WAsHBourNE. That was one of the areas, Mr. Gavin, where 
the Air Force furnished lots of officers 

Mr. Bray. I—— 

Mr. Gavin. Let him answer the question, please. 

General WasHpourne. That was an area in which the Air Force 
furnished officers and airmen especially during the Korean operation 
to make the units fully effective. 

Mr. Bray. Pardon me, I wasstill questioning. 

General, now these men, officers and men, are they counted in the 
overall strength of the Army ? ; 

General Wasupourne. No, sir. The s 
within the 975,000 ceiling of the Air Force. 

Mr. Bray. But they carry Army serial numbers and Army ratings. 

General Wasnrourng. That is correct. They are Army personnel 
who are assigned to these units for varying lengths of time. — 

Mr. Bray. And their promotion comes through 

General WasHpourne. Army. 
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Mr. Bray. Through the Army. 

General WAsHBouRNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. But the Air Force pays them ? 

General Wasneourne. They are paid through the Air Foree—— 

The CHamrman. They are counted in the Air Force 975,000 4 

Mr. Bray. That is correct. 

The CuatrmMan. We will get this straight now. I am not trying 
to find any fault, but just want to know the facts. Why isn’t this the 
first step, if the Secretary of Defense approves what the Secretary of 
the Army and Secretary of the Air Force have recommended—if he 
approves it, why don’t you establish a corps of engineers for the Air 
Force? Why isn’t that the beginning of it and a nucleus to build on? 

General Wasueourne. Mr. Chairman, the big job to be done in Air 
Force construction is the building of our operational bases 

The Cratrman. I am not talking about the work. I am talking 
about why doesn’t it constitute a corps of engineers for the Air Force? 
If 25,000 men are detailed and transferred to do that engineering work, 
why haven’t you an engineering corps? 

General WasHpourne. Well, I don’t say it isn’t. 

The Cuarrman. Well, that is exactly it. 

General Wasuxzourne. It seems to me it is a question of what you 
call it, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Here, I was just reading this little article here. I 


don’t see anything wrong about it, but let’s don’t be dodging the issue, 
don’t you see? 


Mr. Jounson. He didn’t dodge the issue. 

The CaarrMan. Well, he has a little hesitancy on his part here to 
say it. 

Mr. Gavin. The issue hasn’t been determined yet. 

The Cuamman. They haven’t yet said it is a corps of engineers. 

Mr. Jounson. He is explaining what the proposal is. 

The Cuatrman. “The Air Force still wants its own corps of 
engineers.” 

That is the article. 

Mr. Jounson. They deserve it. 

The Cuatrman. That may be, but let’s don’t deceive ourselves about 
it. We know that 25,000 men will be transferred from the Army if 
the Secretary approves it, and that is the beginning of the Air Force 
having a corps of engineers. 

Then the question raised by Mr. Gavin is very pertinent, but I am 
not much disturbed about that because I don’t know how strong I am 
for it. 

Mr. Gavin. Nor am I, except let’s not talk about unification too 
much. 

The Carman. That is right. 

Mr. Gavin. Because you are duplicating facilities of services that 
are already in a specific field for a specific purpose. 

The Crarrman. That is right. So we will try to stop talking about 
unification. 

Mr. Rivers. Nobody said we had unification. 

The Cuarrman. Now, go ahead, General. 

Secretary Doveras. Mr. Chairman, might I insert just an observa- 
tion ¢ 
The Cuarmman. Yes. 
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Secretary Dove.as. I am not sure there isn’t some misunderstanding 
here. It is not presently the intention of the Air Force to create its 
own engineering capabilities through a separate corps. At the present 
time it is accomplishing perhaps 80 percent of its overall construction 
program through the Corps of Engineers of the Army. 

The aviation engineers that we refer to have no effect whatever on 
the accomplishment of its principal program of base construction. We 
are handling the construction of bases in Spain through the Navy 
Bureau of Yards and Docks. Having aviation engineers would in no 
way affect such an arrangement. 

So I think it is only proper to emphasize the facts that have already 
been mentioned, that this special aviation engineer organization is for 
airbase dainage, repair and particularly for wartime use wherever it 
may seem demanded. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, the Air Force Academy certainly wasn’t for 
repair or damage or anything else. 

Secretary Doveias. No. There are instances where the Air Force 
has requested that it be permitted to carry on construction directly 
with its own architect engineers and to handle the contracting through 
Air Force contractors. But those situations are relatively few. And 
the Secretary of the Air Force believed that the Air Academy was so 
distinctly an Air Force problem and a wholly new problem that could 
be handled as well and perhaps better through selected architect- 
engineers directly than through the channels of the Engineers of the 
Army. 

Mr. Gavin. I have one question to ask you. Then you are telling 
us that the Air Force under no circumstances is conceiving the idea 
of developing a United States Air Force engineers, and that this is 
not the nucleus—that you have no such intentions ? 

Secretary Dovetas. I can state definitely that the Air Force has no 
such present intentions. 

The CuarrMan. Now, let me, in that connection 

Mr. Lanxrorp. That is, present intentions. 

The Cuarrman. Wait one minute. Let me read something from 
the record 

Mr. Rivers. Let me ask one question. 

But you are not going to state here that you are going to deny your 
right to at some time aspire to have your own engineers, is that right ? 

Secretary Dovetas. That is right. I have not present intention. 
It would be foolish of me to say that, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. Sure. 

The Cuatrman. Allright. Let’s see 

Secretary Doveias. Now, I also want to emphasize this, that it has 
been my position that it is very important for the Air Force to carry 
on some construction of technical facilities and in particular places 
where it seems that the construction can be carried on from our point 
of view either more effectively or more economically directly rather 
than through the Corps of Engineers. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Secretary Dovueias. But we expect to utilize the Corps of Engineers 
and the Bureau of Yards and Docks for the vast majority of our 
construction. 

The CuatrmMan. All right. 

Now, let’s read the news. 
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Mr. Rivers. Read the news. 
The Cuarrman. All right, here is what the reputable publication, 
the Engineering News Record, says: 

“The Air Force still wants its own Corps of Engineers.” 

Secretary Dovexas. I can’t hear you, Mr. Chairman, I am sorry. 

The Cuarrman. “The Air Foree—— 

Read it, Mr. Kelleher. Read it out loud. I want you to all listen 
to this. 

Mr. Ke.iener. This is the February 24, 1955, Engineering News 
Record: 

The Air Force still wants its own Corps of Engineers. Topside there is little 
friction between the Army engineers and Air installation officials bossing major 
construction at home and abroad. But base commanders and engineers working 
directly at individual airfields are having their troubles still. Both sides pri- 
vately express a willingness to have the Air Force construction personnel do Air 
Force building. Some liberalization of what Air Force can build itself was 
made last year, so the Air Force could get practice for emergency wartime con- 
struction. 

Prior to that, in the September 2, 1954, issue, the Engineering News 
Record stated : 

The Air Force has won a small victory in its long campaign to get its own con- 
struction under its Air engineer. Certainly, a new directive just put out by the 
Secretary of Defense is a nose under the tent. The Air Force may now super- 
vise building of its own research facilities if they are peculiar to aircraft develop- 
ment and may control design of other technical facilities. This is interpreted 
to mean that another Tullahoma, Tenn., testing station on further building of 
the chain of guided-missile bases off the Florida coast or rebuilding of such bases 
as Edwards in California will go over to the Air engineers. Army engineers and 
Navy Bureau of Yards and Docks have held out for doing Air Force construc- 
tion. They still have control over general construction, except that even here 
there is some foot-in-the-door language. Air Force will have jurisdiction over 
“other projects” that the Air Secretary asks the Defense Secretary for, unless 
Charles Wilson overrules. The other services get a chance to put in their oars 
before the decision is made. 

Air Force argues for its own corps on the ground it must train its 
men, must control the special techniques peculiar to its service. To 
date Air engineers have been confined to elementary construction train- 
ing. However, in the last year, the Air Force has got 47,000 engineers 
from the other services into its own blue uniform. It now has Maj. Gen. 
Lee B. Washbourne sitting as Assistant Chief of Staff for Installations, 
certainly an embryonic full Chief of Engineers. [ Laughter. | 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Congratulations, Genera!. 

The CuatrMan. Weall understand. 

Sit down, General. 

Mr. CunnincHam. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question at that 
point ? 

The CuarrMan. We understand. 

Let’s go ahead, now. We are not going to fuss with you, General, 
but we just want the record straight. Because we know what is 
going on. 

Mr. Cunntncuam. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. And I am not here to criticize you. Of course you 
want a Corps of Engineers, and of course you are going to get it sooner 
or later. I have no objection to it as far as I am individually con- 
cerned. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Mr. Chairman—— 
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Mr. Miter. I join my chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Cunningham. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. I would like to ask this question generally : 

Why do we talk about unification when we still have a Secretary of 
War, a Secretary of the Navy, and Secretary of Air? We never tried 
to unify and they have never tried to obey the law. 

The Cuarrman. Let’s not talk about it this afternoon. 

Mr. Gavin. I think that is very appropriate. If we talked unifica- 
tion, as we did several years ago, then the continuation of duplication 
of various branches of the service certainly is uneconomical as far as 
the American taxpayer is concerned. 

The Cuarirman. I didn’t talk on unification. I think the services 
are doing pretty well now. 

Let’s go on with the general here. 

Mr. Gavin. May I be permitted to state that this paragraph here, 
General, that you phrase in here—on 21—is not just as emphatic as I 
think you should present to the committee. It is a little covering 
over, a bit of camouflage. 

The Cuatrman. That is the reason I raised the question. 

Go on, General. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say this: I think they 
ought to have as much as the other services. It is stupid to duck one 
service and let the others shoot from the knee. It is stupid. 

The Cuatrman. I am for a Corps of Engineers, just like I was for 
an Air Academy. 

Mr. Gavin. I don’t argue that question. 

Mr. Rivers. Get somebody whose first allegiance 

The CHatrMan. One at a time, now. You must address the Chair 
and get recognition. 

Mr. Rivers. I started off, “Mr. Chairman.” 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. Get somebody whose first allegiance is to the Air Force, 
period. Then you will have no trouble. 

The CuarrMan. Now, Mr. Gavin? 

Mr. Gavin. I would say that that is perfectly all right. But let’s 
not try to camouflage it. Come out flatly and frankly and plainly and 
say, “We intend to establish a United States Air Force Engineers.” 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Mr. Gavin. That is all. 

The CHairman. All right, General. We have established it this 
afternoon. 

General WasHBourner. Project Composition 

Mr. Miter. The Chief of Engineers continue. 

The CaamrMan. We established it this afternoon. 

Mr. Gavin. Then we can hear from the Ground Forces. 

The CuHamrman. Go ahead, General. 

General Wasupourne. Project composition. This year, the Air 
Force has adopted after consultation with committee counsel a revised 
procedure for development and presentation of the construction items 
iu the program. Under this procedure, each project shown in the 
justification book before you represents a consolidation of all related 
construction items required to provide a completely usable facility, 
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rather than listing each minor component as a separate line item as in 
former programs. 

For example, a runway now includes necessary supporting or com- 
ponent items such as connecting taxiways, warmup pads, and lighting. 
A hangar project includes, in addition to the hangar itself, the access 
apron, interior shops, connecting utilities, and access streets. The 
single exception to the consolidation of related items is land where 
each tract 1s identified in the justification book. A complete break- 
out of the supporting or component items is available to the committee 
in the back-up data for the justification book. (Separate volume.) 

This programing procedure we think provides more complete anal- 
ysis of facility requirements, aids in development of more accurate 
cost data, and insures inclusion in the program of all features needed 
for the construction of a completely usable facility. 

Status of authorizations: The next chart summarizes the status of 
Air Force military construction authorizations received to date. 

(The chart is as follows :) 


CuHart No. 7 
Status of Air Force military construction authorizations 


Net authorizations available $7, 356, 000, 000 
Less total funds available for construction —5, 956, 000, 000 





Present residual authorization balance 
Less proposed rescission fiscal year 1956 — 464, 000, 000 





Effective residual authorization 936, 000, 000 
I'unding fiscal year 1956 7235, 000, 000 





Unfinanced prior authorization through fiscal year 1956 
1 Approximate. 


Net authorizations still available amount to $7.356 billion, exclusive 
of the separate authorization for family housing granted by Public 
Law 765 of the 83d Congress. $5.956 billion have been made avail- 
able to finance these construction authorizations, leaving residual 
authorization of $1.400 billion. In a separate report submitted to 
the committee, $464 million of Air Force construction authorization 
is reported available for rescission, leaving effective residual author- 
ization of $936 million. Anticipating that $235 million of this resid- 
ual will be funded in fiscal year 1956, a balance of $701 million of 
unfinanced prior years’ authorization will remain. 

Although the Air Force does not plan to request funding of this 
residual authorization, it is impracticable to rescind additional 
amounts at this time. Rescissions are based on an adjusted construc- 
tion program for each public law and each base, considering the varia- 
tions allowed by each law. As more projects are awarded and current 
working estimates become firmer, possibilities for rescission are in- 
‘reased as long as the trend of costs is downward. A safe margin 
within each station total within which current working estimates can 
vary without penalty to the implementation of the construction 
program is an operating requirement. 

Status of advance planning: Within the past 18 months, the Air 
Force has completed actions to advance the readiness date of design 
for new programs by a year over that which existed in the fiscal year 
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1954 and prior years’ programs. Late initiation of design on the 
fiscal year 1954 ies, ie precluded placement of contracts for these 
projects until nearly a year following enactment of authorizing 
legislation. 

ive months reduction in this time lag is shown in the fiscal year 
1955 program. Initiation of design for the fiscal year 1956 program 
last summer has permitted the cost estimates in this program to be 
based upon fairly dependable field design and will allow mass place- 
ment of work under contract from off-the-shelf completed drawings 
in late summer and fall of this year. This improved timing will give 
base commanders usable facilities more nearly in response to their 
needs than was previously possible. Advance planning funds are 
required to maintain this improved position and will be included in 
the fiscal year 1956 appropriation request. 

Status of construction: Our prime objective is to complete by end 
fiscal year 1957 the minimum facilities necessary for sustained opera- 
tions of the 137-wing Air Force. As of April 1, 1955, $5.1 billion or 
86 percent of the $5.9 billion funded construction program was under 
contract, with $4.1 billion, or 70 percent completed. 

By the end of this fiscal year (fiscal year 1955), 95 percent of avail- 
able funds will be committed to contracts and 76 percent of that pro- 
gram will be completed. 

This will leave a carryover of only $300 million of current appro- 
priations into fiscal year 1956 which is the minimum amount required 
to sustain contracting operations until new money in the fiscal year 
1956 program becomes available in the field. In order to realize timely 
benefit of the new facilities sought in this program, it will be neces- 
sary to place contracts early in fiscal year 1956. The improved status 
of design of this program, as compared with previous years, will per- 
mit this action. We are confident that a favorable combination of all 
factors now exists. 

The Air Force proposed to undertake direct responsibility for the 
design and construction of $230 million of the fiscal year 1956 pro- 
gram. Major segments of this work are as follows: 

United Kingdom, $43 million; Far East, $43 million; aircraft con- 
trol and warning system in the United States and Canada, $137 mil- 
lion; and miscellaneous technical items in the United States, $8 mil- 
lion; total, $230 million. 

Mr. Chairman, that concludes my prepared statement. 

The Cuoarrman. Now wait 1 minute. 

Now you say the Air Force— 

The Air Force proposes to undertake the direct responsibility for the design and 
construction of $230 million of the 1956 program. 

Does that mean, then, the Air Force is getting its own Corps of 
Engineers ? 

General WasHBouRNE. No, sir. That merely continues the present 
situation, Mr. Chairman. We have been building in the United King- 
dom 

The Cuarman. That is all right. That is enough. That answers 
the question. 

Allright, now, what did you have to say ? , 

Mr. Rivers. May I ask him one question, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuatrman. Yes. 
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_ Mr. Rivers. Now, it was very significant what you said about your 
improved technique for your arctic engineering and planning, which 
permits you to obligate this fund, I think you said 5 months earlier 
than before ? 

General Wasupourne. Yes, sir; 5 months earlier than last year. 

Mr. Rivers. So when you get this money this year, that means by 
the end of this calendar year you will have a great percentage of it 
already obligated ? 

(veneral WasHpBournE. We expect to have, yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That that is an improvement of 5 to 6 months 

General WasHBourNE. That is about nearly 18 months beyond where 
we were, say, in 1952. 

Mr. Rivers. That is a significant improvement. Now, I have a con- 
crete example of that in my district. We have a new base down there 
that the Navy is building for the Marines. You have a new base up at 
Myrtle Beach. The Navy is just now beginning their funds, and you 
have obligated yourself for at least 4 months, I would say now. That 
is a concrete example between the two services. 

Mr. Mitier. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Mitier. May I make 

The Carman. Mr. Devereux. 

Mr. Devereux. Yes, sir. 

General, why do you place on page 41, under the Air Materiel Com- 
mand, facilities at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio, 
money for research es development facilities? Does that contem- 


plate moving research and development back under the Air Materiel 


Command ? 

General WasHpourneE. No, sir, not to my knowledge, Mr. Devereux. 
It merely is a request to build a headquarters facility for that com- 
mand on the real estate of Wright-Patterson Air Force Base. 

Mr. Devereux. Then none of the funds that are under the Research 
and Development Command, where you have down here— 


various locations, research and development facilities, $20 million— 


is for the contemplated use of building this headquarters out at 
Wright-Patterson ¢ 

General Wasusourne. That is right. Those $20 million for Re- 
search and Development Command are on other bases. 

Mr. Devereux. On other bases. Then where we find on page 41 the 
$17,951,000, that is for the proposed move ? 

General WasHeourne. I don’t follow that. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. That is page 41 of the bill, General. 

Mr. Devereux. Forty-one of the bill. 

The Crarrman. We will take the whole thing up when we get to 
the item. It is probably a transfer. 

Mr. Devereux. Yes, sir. I just wanted to get straightened out. 

The Cuarrman. I understand they want to transfer something out 
from Baltimore to Ohio. I imagine all the east coast from New York 
down to the District line will be very much exercised, as well as those 
out in the other section will be exercised, too. You might include some 
assistance from Mr. Gavin and Mr. Van Zandt. 
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Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, I just wanted to pinpoint in the bill 
where the money was coming from, whether it was coming under page 
41 or page 47. ; 

General Wasnpourne. The funds for the new headquarters of the 
Air Research and Development Command are within the $17,951,000 
requested on page 41 of the bill for Wright-Patterson Air Force Base. 

Mr. Devereux. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. General, may I ask—— 

The Coarrman. One minute. 

Mr. Miller. I will recognize you later. 

Mr. Miter. General, on this discussion we just had about the way 
you are doing this work, contracting to selected architects and engi- 
neers and general contracts, the success you were making out of that 
contract is parallel to the thing you are doing in Spain, isn’t it, where 
you have set up a group of engineers and architects who are doing the 
technical work—designing the bases and designing the buildings that 
go on the bases—as civilians under your direction, where it has proven 
highly successful as compared with other European operations in the 
past ? 

General Wasupourne. Well, Mr. Miller, the program in Spain is 
being handled by the Bureau of Yards and Docks of the Navy 
Department. 

Mr. Mutter. The supervision is handled by them. But as I under- 
stand it, you have a group of architects and engineers and, although 
they are the agency that handles it, the air force is the directing agency. 
General Kissner is supervising the whole thing. 

General WasnpourneE. The Secretary of the Air Force is the execu- 
tive agent for Spain. 

Mr. Miter. So all you are doing is applying that same technique 
here in the case where you have to have design, as in the case of the 
Air Academy, and that sort of thing ? 

General Wasusourne. I believe that would be a proper statement ; 
yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Lankford, any questions? 

Mr. Lanxrorp. That is all right, sir. I will reserve my question 
until later. 

The Cuarrman. Now, General, that completes 

Mr. Gavin. I have a question. 

The Cuatrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. What do you call the new United States Air Force 
Engineers? There is a name—I can’t pronounce it. 

Mr. Kettener. SCARWAF. 

General WasHpournE. SCARW AF is the common use. 

Mr. Gavin. SCARWAF, sure, you are getting right along to where 
there is a designation on SCARWAF? 

General WasHsourne. Oh, no, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, this article that I will put in the record is 
SCARWAF. So you are making progress. I am very much pleased 
to hear the Assistant Secretary say that you have no intention what- 
soever of developing any programs to create the special branch of 
United States Air Force Engineers. 

The Cuatrman. Now General Washbourne, that completed your 
statement that was handed to the members. I want to compliment 
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you on your very fine statement. You are a good witness and you set 
out information that is highly important, which will save us from 
asking a great many questions. 

Now in your statement— 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrMan. Wait one minute. 

In your statement you first pointed out that three other officers would 
probably testify on operations and facilities support and supply serv- 
ices. Are they here this afternoon ? 

General WasHpourne. Yes, sir; they are here, ready to start. 

Spo CuarrMaNn. Is that in line with your thought now, to have those 
officers ? 

General WasHpourne. Yes, sir. I would suggest that Colonel 
Moore, of the Directorate of Operations, tell the committee about the 
major commands. 

The CuHarrman. All right. Let the Director of Operations come 
around. 

Colonel Moore. This is the point, Mr. Chairman, where we will 
have to present classified information, and should be in executive 
session. 

Mr. Smart. [ Aside. ] 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuarrman. Let the committee go in executive session. 

Mr. Rivers. Let me ask General Washbourne: What does 
SCARWAF means? Tell us right now. I want to find out for my 
own edification. 

Mr. Gavin. Let him answer it, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Let him tell. 

General WasuBourne. The seven letters of SCARWAF is an ab- 
breviation of Special Category Army With the Air Force. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. It has nothing to do with the engineers. 

General WasHsourne. That designation began in about 1941, when 
the aviation engineers were organized, and is a part of Army termi- 
nology, which continued after 1947, a temporary arrangement, which 
has not yet been ended. 

The CHatrmMan. Now 

Mr. Gavin. In an event, General, you mean engineers, regardless of 
the terminology ? 

General Wasnpourne. Mr. Gavin, it applied to several categories 
of troops—signal—I don’t know how many were in that category. Not 
engineers alone. 

The CHatrman. Anyone in the committee room that is not con- 
nected with the Department of Air or that should not be here? 

Mr. Ketirner. It seems to be clear, sir. 

The CrarrMan. Now, General, we are holding you responsible for 
anyone that is not authorized to be here. I don’t know what you want 
to talk about. But you said you wanted to go in executive session. 

General WasHsourne. Very well, sir. The presenter is Col. 
Williams G. Moore, for the Director of Operations. 

The Cuarrman. Now, if there is anyone in the room that shouldn’t 
be here—is there anyone in the room who shouldn’t be here ? 

I say you are responsible for who is in the committee room. 

General WasHpourneE. Very well, sir. 
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The Cuarrman. Everybody is entitled to be here, then? 

All right, go ahead. 

Colonel Moorr. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuarrman. General Washbourne, is this to be on the record or 
off the record ? 

General Wasnpourne. It can be on the record, Mr. Chairman, but 
it should not be published. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

General WasHBOURNE. We would like permission to take the classi- 
fied information off the record as we review it. 

The Cuarmman. All right. 

Go ahead. 

Colonel Moorr. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, my 
purpose is to present to you 

The CuarrmMan. What is the use of taking it down? We don’t need 
this in writing this bill up? 

General WasHpournE. We would prefer not to take it down, if the 
chairman agrees. 

The CuarrmMan. All right, we don’t need that taken down, Sam, 
you can go. 

(Whereupon, at 3:45 p.m., the committee proceeded in executive 
session. ) 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
ComMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Thursday, May 12, 1956. 

The committee met at 10:10 a. m., the Honorable Carl Vinson, 
chairman, presiding. 

The CHarrMan. Ti the committee come to order. 

General Wasupourne. Colonel Moore is ready to proceed. 

The CuarrMan. You don’t want this on the record ? 

General Wasupourne. No, sir; the same as yesterday when we quit. 

Colonel Moore. Mr. Chairman, next is a discussion of the B-52 
runway requirements. I would like to continue with that, sir. 

General WasHpourne. Mr. Reporter, take this portion down. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Now, to bring the committee up to date, the runway requirements 
in the past have ben about 200 feet wide, is that correct ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes. 

Colonel Moore. 200 feet. 

Eee CuarrMan. 200 feet. And now you propose to make them 
300 % 

Colonel Moorr. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And that is due to the wingspread of the B-52? 

Colonel Moore. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. CunnincHam. Mr. Chairman, there was something that came 
out after we adjourned yesterday. It is more than that. I wish they 
would correct something here. Those lines on the wings mean that 
you have a landing gear there; is that not correct ? 

Colonel Moore. That is correct. 

Mr. CunnrncHam. That wasn’t brought out. So it is the spread 
between the landing gears we are really interested in. 
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Colonel Moors. Yes, sir, that is correct; it is the spread between 
the landing gear. 

Mr. CunninGHAM. Outrigger means landing gear; is that correct ? 

Colonel Moore. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Go right ahead. 

Colonel Moors. I have a model of a B-52, Mr. Chairman. We 
couldn’t get a model which had the landing gear on it. However, 
the main gear on a B-52 is a tandem type. It fits right underneath 
the fuselage, with the rear gear directly behind the front gear. In 
order to keep the aircraft from falling off on a wing, we have the 
gear in the wing or what I referred to as the outrigger. That gear is 
in about this position on each wing tip. The distance between these 
outrigger gears is 148.4 feet. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Now, you must be sure to have concrete for 
that outrigger to hit on this in case it is necessary to use it? 

Colonel Moore. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. CunninGHAM. That isthe point, isn’t it ? 

Colonel Moors. That is correct. This is a heavy aircraft and lands 
quite fast, and if this outrigger does get off on a soft shoulder, you are 
going to have a wrecked aircraft. 

Mr. Rivers. Let me ask you: How does that compare in weight 
with the 36? 

Colonel Moore. Roughly about the same weight. It isan extremely 
heavy aircraft. 

Mr. Hess. 148 inches. You mean 148 feet, don’t you ? 

Colonel Moore. 148.4 feet. 

Mr. Rivers. You said inches. 

Colonel Moore. I beg your pardon, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All] right. 

Now, go ahead, Colonel. 

Colonel Moore. In order to land the B—52 on a 200-foot-wide run- 
way, the pilot must have the capability each time of hitting directly 
on the center line of that runway. 

Mr. Chairman, I have been flying small and large aircraft for about 
15 years, and I think I am pretty well qualified. I can assure you 
that I cannot on every pass or landing hit the center line of the runway. 
Conditions must be perfect for it. Therefore, for safety reasons, we 
must have a little bit of leeway for a pilot to play with when he lands 
this large aircraf. The 200-foot-wide runway will not give us that 
safety factor. 

Mr. CunnincHam. Also, for economy reasons we need to do it, do we 
not, because for the cost of one of these planes we could build a lot of 
runways, if it was damaged. 

Colone] Moore. That is correct, the cost of one of these planes will 
build a runway. 

Mr. Rivers. Excuse me. That will give you an overall width of the 
base on which these operate of how wide ? 

Colonel Moore. 300 feet, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. 300 feet ? 

Colonel Moore. That will give us a 300-foot runway. That is what 
we are requesting in this construction program. 

My next chart 

General WasHpourne. Off the record. 

(Further presentation off the record.) 
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The CuartrMan. Thank you very much, now, Colonel Moore. 

Colonel Moore. Yes, sir. 

(Whereupon, at 10.30 a. m., the committee proceeded in open ses- 
sion.) 


Hovst or ReEpresENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Thursday, May 12, 1955. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., the Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman, 
presiding. 

The Cuatrman. Let the committee come to order. 

General Washbourne, this is still in executive session, is it not ? 

General WasHBourne. Yes, sir, that is correct. 

The Cuatrman. The committee will go in executive session. Any- 
one in the committee room that is not with one of the departments will 
please retire. 

Mr. Kelleher, please close the door. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

(The committee proceeded into executive session. ) 

General WasHpsourng. Mr. Chairman and members of the com- 
mittee, my purpose is to show you the airbase structure required by the 
137-wing Air Force in the Zone of the Interior and overseas, and to 
highlight certain requirements which appear in the Air Force con- 
struction request for the first time. 

My first chart shows the location of the Air Defense Command bases 
required to support the fighter-interceptor squadrons in the Zone 
of Interior. Briefly, the Air Defense Command is charged with the 
responsibility for shielding the continental United States against air 
attacks. The means at its disposal include a radar warning and con- 
trol net, fast interceptor aircraft, all kept constantly on the alert, 
lending urgency to the tremendous task of providing an air defense 
for the Nation. This chart indicates 33 bases under command juris- 
diction of the Air Defense Command and 23 bases which are utilized 
by air defense squadrons as a tenant on other commands’ bases. The 
total bases required by the Air Defense Command is 56. This total 
includes two new bases in this program which I previously mentioned 
in my statement. 

The two new bases are: Buckingham near Ft. Myers, Fla., and 
a site to be selected in the greater Milwaukee area, Wisconsin. Buck- 
ingham is required to provide the Air Defense Command with a second 
weapons employment center, in the eastern United States, similar 
to the center now operating at Yuma AFB, Ariz. The base in the 
greater Milwaukee area is required to relieve congestion at O'Hara 
International Airport, where the Air Force is currently operating 
under a mutually unsatisfactory agreement with the city of Chicago. 

My next chart indicates the bases structure required to accommodate 
the Strategic Air Command wings in the Zone of Interior. Briefly, 
the mission of the Strategic Air Command is to maintain an effective 
strategic counterstriking force capable of achieving decisive action 
through the progressive destruction of an enemy’s warmaking poten- 
tial. This chart indicates that 35 bases will be required by end fiscal 
year 1957 to accommodate the wings programed for the Strategic Air 
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Command. The base structure for the Strategic Air Command re- 
mains essentially the same as that presented to this committee in the 
last program. Many of the facilities requested in this program are to 
provide the essential requirements for the phasing-in of the new heavy 
jet long-range bomber—the B-52—and to provide the facilities 
required to give this force a sustained operational capability. 

The next chart indicates the base structure required by the Tactical 
Air Command to support their light and tactical bomb wings, fighter 
bomb and day fighter wings and troop carrier, medium-heavy wings. 
The primary mission of the Tactical Air Command is to organize, 
train, and equip USAF units for theater-type air activity, including 
joint operations with land, naval, or amphibious forces. This com- 
mand is also charged with the responsibility to train and equip units 
for deployment overseas in support of NATO. This chart indi- 
cates 15 bases under the command of the Tactical Air Command and 
one base jointly utilized with the Air Proving Ground Command. 

The next chart indicates the base structure required to support the 
Military Air Transport Service. The primary mission of MATS is to 
provide airlift required in support of approved joint war plans; 
scheduled airlift for Department of Defense within the continental 
United States, between continental United States and overseas area; 
and between and within overseas areas, as directed by higher author- 
ity; worldwide air transport; air weather; airways and communica- 
tions, and air-rescue service systems; flight service with the Zone of 
Interior as further directed; supervision, control, and maintenance of 
primary facilities required for performing its assigned mission. As 
indicated, 10 bases are required to accommodate the MATS transport 
squadrons. Four of these bases are under the command of MATS 
and 6 are jointly utilized with other commands. 

The next chart indicates the base structure required to support the 
Air Training Command. The legend indicates the four types of train- 
ing being carried out by this command. They are: flying training, 
crew training, technical training and indoctrination training. The 
colored code on this chart shows that 23 bases are required for flying 
training; 8 for crew training; 7 for technical training; and 2 for in- 
doctrination training. The total bases required for this command are 
40. 

The next chart shows the base structure required to support the Air 
Materiel Command, the Air Proving Ground Command, and the Air 
Research and Development Command. The mission of the Air Mate- 
riel Command is: 

(a) To provide adequate and efficient systems of procurement, pro- 
duction, maintenance, and supply for the United States Air Force. 

(6) To provide general overall logistical support for all activities 
and agencies of the United States Air Force. 

(c) To train specialized units for the accomplishment of specified 
logistic functions in oversea areas and theaters. 

(d) To provide depot level specialist training for cadre personnel 
of air depot wings and designated replacement personnel for oversea 
air depot wings as prescribed in appropriate directives. 

(e) To insure the provision of adequate and up-to-date internal 
wire and telephone systems at all Air Force bases and installations 
within the Zone of Interior, including the establishment, augmenta- 
tion, and/or rehabilitation of such systems. 
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(f) To provide installation-engineering and installation of desig- 
nated fixed communications facilities and equipment in support of 
the Air Force mission worldwide. 

A total of 16 bases are required to support the Air Material Com- 
mand. 

One base is required for the Air Proving Ground Command func- 
tions and the Air Research and Development Command utilizes a 
total of 9 bases; 6 of which are under the command of Air Research 
and Development Command and 3 of which are jointly utilized with 
other commands. 

That concludes the Zone of Interior portion of my statement. I 
want to emphasize that I have covered the major base structure re- 
quired to —— the 137-wing Air Force. As you know, other bases 
are required to support the Continental Air Command; the Head- 

uarters Command, the Air University, and the many other support 
unctions. 

The next portion of my statement deals with the overseas base struc- 
ture required for the 137-wing Air Force and is classified information 
which will not be presented for the record. 

(The committee proceeded in open session at 10:30 a. m.) 

The CHatrman. Now, the next witness, General Washbourne, 
should be someone with reference to the facilities support. 

General WasHBOURNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Chairman, Colonel McCord, of the Family Housing Division 
will give the committee a briefing on the family housing requirements 
at this time. It is not classified and may be in open session and on 
the record. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Smart, open the door. 

All right, Colonel, come around and tell us about family housing. 

Now, members of the committee, I am trying to finish with these 
two witnesses before we may have to recess, at 11 o’clock, because they 
are going to read the bill. And we certainly should be on the floor 
when they read the bill section by section. But I am hoping that to- 
morrow morning we can start to read the bill by line items. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman 

The CHarrman. So when we read over a section and later on mem- 
bers want to go back to that section, I want to say it may be a little 
difficult to get back. Because we all have an equal opportunity to be 
here. And let’s try to be here and mark the bill up as we go along. 

Mr. Rivers. What about those who are going to Colorado Springs 
and those who are going on the carrier ¢ 

The Cuarrman. Well, I am just making my statement, and every- 
body can guide himself. 

Now, go ahead, Colonel. 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, are we going to meet tomorrow ? 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, we have to go back. I would like to participate 
in the discussion on this proposed legislation. However, our local 
primaries are—— 

The CHarrman. That is next week ? 

Mr. Gavin. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 
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Mr. Gavin. We have to get back home. 

The CuarrmMan. Yes,sir. We know about that. 

Go ahead, Colonel. 

Colonel McCorp. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, the 
Air Force family housing program is based upon program 
strengths—— 

The CuatrmMan. Now, this is very important. Let the committee 
give attention to this, now. This is one of the most important things 
in the bill. We are going to provide eight thousand odd units for the 
Air Force—plus the funding the three or four thousand units you 
have left over. 

Go ahead. 

Colonel McCorp. The Air Force family-housing program is based 
on program strengths for the 137-wing Air Force as deployed on 
July 1, 1957. This program has been developed after careful con- 
sideration of the requirements, the progress within the presentments 
and capabilities, and what we may expect to program under future 
legislative authorities. 

First, I shall discuss the requirements. These requirements are 
based upon the projected deployment of 975,000 military personnel as 
of July 1, 1957. Gross requirements are based upon the numbers of 
personnel entitled to quarters or commutation in lieu thereof author- 
ized by current legislation. The gross requirements for the expected 
deployed strengths worldwide total 287,000 housing units. The net 
requirements have been developed by local commanders who have con- 
sidered all assets. These assets consist of permanent public quarters, 
temporary conversions, Wherry housing, emergency war housing and 
trailers. 

Local community assets were evaluated by each base commander in 
his determination of net requirements. The net requirements were 
reviewed and priorities reeommended by intermediate and major com- 
manders. These recommendations were forwarded to Headquarters, 
USAF, where through normal staff action they were reduced to the 
proposed fiscal year 1956 housing program. 

As is indicated in this chart, the gross requirement is 287,000 hous- 
ing units; assets under Air Force control total approximately 76,000 
housing units worldwide; and 58,000 units are available within the 
adjacent communities and have been evaluated by base commanders 
as acceptable assets. The net deficit therefore is, in round numbers, 
153,000 housing units. This figure is to be reduced by assets under 
construction or pending action by this Congress to approximately 
134,400 housing units. This will be shown on a subsequent chart. 

It is desired to emphasize that this net deficit of 153,000 units has 
been determined as a result of a fair evaluation of all information 
available to each echelon of the Department of the Air Force. It must 
be especially noted that in the figure of 76,000 units considered as 
assets under Air Force control, there is a large number of housing 
units designed for temporary use and which are considered by the 
Department of the Air Force as inadequate, and against which some 
future programing action must be considered. There can and will 
be considerable variation in the net requirement due to the fluctuat- 
ing nature of the support offered by the local communities, 
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The second phase of this presentation will indicate the gas that 
the Air Force has made to date in the development of these require- 
ments. In 1947 when the Air Force became a separate service, we 
had an inventory of approximately 31,000 family-housing units. Since 
1947, we have constructed 36,000 Wherry units; 8,300 units under au- 
thorities granted by the Congress ; 400 units under the overseas rental 
guaranty program. Thus, on January 1, 1955, our total assets were 
approximately 76,000 housing units. There are 2,000 Wherry units 
in process; 2,250 appropriated fund units authorized by the last Con- 
gress; 1,500 units authorized in prior years; 2,700 trailer units for 
emergency use in Europe expected to be in place by October 1955; 
and approximately 3,000 additional units under the overseas rental 
guaranty program either under contract or under consideration by 
appropriate approving authorities. In spite of the efforts exerted by 
the Department of the Air Force during the past 5 years, acceptable 
additions to our housing inventory do not represent a significant im- 
pact upon the total housing requirements. Only the Wherry Act has 
produced significant assets during this period of time. 

Mr. Lankrorp. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question here ? 

The CuHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Would you mind telling us which units of those 
are actually in being at the present time? I didn’t quite follow you 
on that. 

Colonel McCuorp. Right, sir. The 36,000 Wherry units, the 8,300 
appropriated fund units, the 400 rental guaranty units in the overseas 
area, sir, added to the 31,000 units of all types that we had as an in- 
ventory at the time we became the Department of the Air Force, and 
it gives us a total asset, then, sir, of about 76,000 units. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. And those are the ones that are actually in being 
at the present time ? 

Colonel McCorp. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. And these others down there in the lower part are 
in the process of being constructed ¢ 

Colonel McCorp. ‘They are in process at the present time, sir, under 
some authority, correct. 

Mr. Gavin. A question, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Thank you. 

Mr. Gavin. On the 400 rental guaranty units, would you explain 
that to us? Just what does that mean; or what the program is and 
how it is developed. . 

Colonel McCorp. Under Public Law 534, sir, the Department of 
Defense was granted authority to guaranty rents up to not to exceed a 
period of 10 years in overseas areas. This program was then developed 
in France for these particular units. A sponsor submits his request 
for acceptance of a proposal. It is then returned to this committee for 
approval of the specific project, and upon approval of that particular 
project, a contract is entered into with the sponsor for the construc- 
tion of the number of units proposed for that installation. 

The Cuamman. That is only in France ? 

Mr. Gavin. With a guaranty. 

Colonel McCorp. These are in France, Mr. Chairman. 
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The Cuarrman. I say, the only guaranty isin France. The commit- 
tee had that up. 

Colonel McCorp. It is applicable to several areas, Mr. Chairman, 
but at the present time the only units we have completed are in the 
French area. 

The Cuarrman. And it is applicable to other countries in Europe? 

Colonel McCorp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. It is applicable to Spain? 

Colonel McCorp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman., I see. 

Mr. Gavin. What about—— 

Mr. Cunnrnouam. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Cunningham. 

Mr. CunnrncHam. You don’t guarantee the rental but you guaran- 
tee a certain percentage of occupancy, say 90 percent, and if they are 
not occupied to that amount, the Government does pay the rent, is 
that correct ? 

Colonel McCorp. That is correct, Mr. Cunningham. 

Mr. Gavin. Now, would you explain to us—— 

Mr. Jounson. Are those—— 

Mr. Gavin. Just a minute. 

Mr. Jounson. Are you going to continue ? 

Mr. Gavin. I still have the floor. 

Would you explain to us the situation as it pertains to Germany? 

Colonel McCorp. The Germany program, sir, is not a program we 
developed under this rental guaranty authority, Mr. Gavin. It is a 
program developed under the deutschemark program. 

Mr. Gavin. Under the what? 

Colonel McCorp. Under the deutschemark program; direct con- 
struction through the German economy. 

The Cuatrrman. Mr. Johnson—— 

Mr. Gavin. Yes, but you certainly are carrying out a considerable 
building, an extensive building program in Germany now. How is 
it they are not incorporated in this report, under your overseas hous- 
ing program ¢ 

Mr. Rivers. Through deutschemarks. 

The CuarrMan. Can you answer Mr. Gavin? 

Yolonel McCorp. I will get that information for you, sir. 

The Cuartrman. All right. 

Mr. JoHnson.—— 

Mr. Gavin. Why wouldn’t it be in here, so we would have a com- 
‘ywed picture of exactly what you are doing in the way of building 
houses¢ I know that in Germany you have very extensive programs 
in housing, and I would like to know how that program has been 
developed and how we are participating in it, in view of the fact that 
Germany will become a sovereign state. Where do we stand now and 
how are we participating and what advancement are we making and 
what is the German investment? Give us some information about the 
housing program in Germany as far as the Air Force is concerned. 

The Cuarrman. Are you in position to answer that this morning. 

Colonel McCorp. I will get the information for the committee Mr 
Chairman, and provide it for the record. = 





3007 


(The information referred to follows :) 


All housing under military control in Germany as of December 31, 1954, was 
as follows: 





Total Army Air Force 





Renee: cng F to) is3<45_ 52655 5 chaskacbeaersenines 16, 889 15, 066 1, 823 
Confiscated ; 2, 794 2, 493 301 
Deutschemarks (completed) : 27, 649 20, 155 7, 494 





47, 332 37,714 9, 618 





Upon completion of current programs all requirements will be met and the 
breakdown will be as follows: 





| Total | Army | Air Force 





Requisitioned 3, 73 1, 915 | 1, 823 
Confiseated....___- pc aby ! 1, 267 301 
Deutschemarks..................- 3, 734 | 36, 240 | 7,494 





39, 422 | 9, 618 








Requisitioned housing is subject to prompt return to the owners whenever pos- 
sible, due either to lack of requirement or availability of other facilities. Pres- 
sure for return has been increasing steadily and such action has been taken and 
will continue wherever possible without causing undue hardship to United States 
military personnel. 

Confiscated housing consists of property formerly belonging to the German 
armed forces or the Nazi Party and is not subject to return. 

Deutschemark housing as shown is firmly programed through fiscal year 
1955 and no further increments are anticipated at this time. This housing is part 
of a much larger construction program financed from the German Federal Re- 
public contributions for support of allied occupation forces. Construction under 
this program is almost ended, not only because of fulfillment of needs but also 
because declining contributions have now reached the point where they will cover 
little more than maintenance and operation expenses, which are of top priority. 
About 10 percent of the number of units shown above were obtained through a 
German alternate program, under which publicly or privately built housing was 
made available to United States forces in exchange for requisitioned housing 
on a unit-by-unit basis. 

Housing arrangements in effect prior to May of this year remain essentially 
unaltered by the Paris Treaty. Return of requisitioned housing will continue 
when and if feasible but confiscated and Deutschemark housing will remain under 
United States control for some time to come. 


The Cuairman. All right, try to get the information. 

Now, we will ask Mr. Johnson if there are any questions. 

Mr. Jounson. Yes. Those 400 units that you talk about there: Are 
they owned by Americans or are they owned by French people and 
other foreigners? 

Colonel McCorp. No, sir; they are owned by French sponsors at 
the present time, and the occupancy is reserved for the use of the 
American forces. 

Mr. Jonnson. And were they built by French contractors? 

The Cuairman. Yes. 

Colonel McCorp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Now, get to section 4, “Future program.” 

Colonel McCorp. The third phase of this presentation will cover 
the future program. You will recall from a previous chart that our 
net requirement on January 1, 1955, is 153,000 housing units. The 
future program is summarized as follows: 
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The Cuarrman. I say, the only guaranty isin France. The commit- 
tee had that up. 

Colonel Met ‘orp. It is applicable to several areas, Mr. Chairman, 
but at the present time the only units we have completed are in the 
French area. Keone 

The Cuarrman. And it is applicable to other countries in Europe? 

Colonel McCorp. Yes, sir. 

The CuarMan. It is applicable to Spain ? 

Colonel McCorp. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrMan. I see. 

Mr. Gavin. What about 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Cunningham. 

Mr. CunnrncHam. You don’t guarantee the rental but you guaran- 
tee a certain percentage of occupancy, say 90 percent, and if they are 
not occupied to that amount, the Government does pay the rent, is 
that correct ? 

Colonel McCorp. That is correct, Mr. Cunningham. 

Mr. Gavin. Now, would you explain to us 

Mr. Jonnson. Are those 

Mr. Gavin. Just a minute. 

Mr. Jounson. Are you going to continue ? 

Mr. Gavin. I still have the floor. 

Would you explain to us the situation as it pertains to Germany ? 

Colonel McCorp. The Germany program, sir, is not a program we 
developed under this rental guaranty authority, Mr. Gavin. It is a 
program developed under the deutschemark program. 

Mr. Gavin. Under the what? 

Colonel McCorp. Under the deutschemark program; direct con- 
struction through the German economy. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Johnson 

Mr. Gavin. Yes, but you certainly are carrying out a considerable 
building, an extensive building program in Germany now. How is 
it they are not incorporated in this report, under your overseas hous- 
ing program ¢ 

Mr. Rivers. Through deutschemarks. 

The CHarrMan. Can you answer Mr. Gavin? 

Colonel McCorp. I will get that information for you, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 

Mr. Gavin. Why wouldn’t it be in here, so we would have a com- 
plete picture of exactly what you are doing in the way of building 
houses? I know that in Germany you have very extensive programs 
in housing, and I would like to know how that program has been 
developed and how we are participating in it, in view of the fact that 
Germany will become a sovereign state. Where do we stand now and 
how are we participating and what advancement are we making and 
what is the German investment? Give us some information about the 
housing program in Germany as far as the Air Force is concerned. 

The Cuatrman. Are you in position to answer that this morning. 

Colonel McCorp. I will get the information for the committee, Mr. 
Chairman, and provide it for the record. 
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(The information referred to follows :) 


All housing under military control in Germany as of December 31, 1954, was 
as follows: 





Army Air Force 





Requisitioned - - - ioe ees . ¢ 15, 066 | 1, 823 
eS eee 2, 78 2, 493 | 301 
Deutschemarks (completed) - -- --- . = cee ; 7, GAS 7, 494 


9, 618 





Upon completion of current programs all requirements will be met and the 
breakdown will be as follows: 





Total Army | Air Force 





| 
Requisitioned 3, 738 1,915 
Confiscated-------- 


1, 568 1, 267 


Total. - 


| 
! 

he a 8 8 a a RE Seth a 43, 734 36, 240 | 
rc 


49, 040 








Requisitioned housing is subject to prompt return to the owners whenever pos- 
sible, due either to lack of requirement or availability of other facilities. Pres- 
sure for return has been increasing steadily and such action has been taken and 
will continue wherever possible without causing undue hardship to United States 
military personnel. 

Confiscated housing consists of property formerly belonging to the German 
armed forces or the Nazi Party and is not subject to return. 

Deutschemark housing as shown is firmly programed through fiscal year 
1955 and no further increments are anticipated at this time. This housing is part 
of a much larger construction program financed from the German Federal Re- 
public contributions for support of allied occupation forces. Construction under 
this program is almost ended, not only because of fulfillment of needs but also 
because declining contributions have now reached the point where they will cover 
little more than maintenance and operation expenses, which are of top priority. 
About 10 percent of the number of units shown above were obtained through a 
German alternate program, under which publicly or privately built housing was 
made available to United States forces in exchange for requisitioned housing 
on a unit-by-unit basis. 

Housing arrangements in effect prior to May of this year remain essentially 
unaltered by the Paris Treaty. Return of requisitioned housing will continue 
when and if feasible but confiscated and Deutschemark housing will remain under 
United States control for some time to come. 


The Cuairman. All right, try to get the information. 

Now, we will ask Mr. Johnson if there are any questions. 

Mr. Jounson. Yes. Those 400 units that you talk about there: Are 
they owned by Americans or are they owned by French people and 
other foreigners? 

Colonel McCorp. No, sir; they are owned by French sponsors at 
the present time, and the occupancy is reserved for the use of the 
American forces. 

Mr. Jounson. And were they built by French contractors? 

The Cuairman. Yes. 

Colonel McCorp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, get to section 4, “Future program.” 

Colonel McCorp. The third phase of this presentation will cover 
the future program. You will recall from a previous chart that our 
net requirement on January 1, 1955, is 153,000 housing units. The 
future program is summarized as follows: 
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By January 1, 1957, the Department of the Air Force should have 
7,500 current ly authorized units completed. The 3,000 now under con- 
sideration under rental guaranty authorities should be completed in 
overseas areas, and the 8,100 units sought in this fiscal year 1956 pro- 
gram should also be ready for occupancy. 

This total of 18,600 units will still leave the Air Force with a deficit 
of 134,400 housing units for personnel entitled to quarters which must 
be considered for future years programs. This figure does not include 
additional requirements which the Department of the Air Force must 
consider. There are 166,000 housing units required for airmen of the 
lower four grades, for whom no programing can be accomplished 
under existing legislation. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question there / 

The CHarrMan. General Devereux. 

Mr. Devereux. Those are members not entitled to quarters ‘ 

Colonel McCorp. That is correct, General Devereux. 

The Cuatrman. Go ahead, Colonel. 

Mr. Doyte. May I ask, Mr. Chairman, if the Department has rec- 
ommended any legislation yet to take care of the lower four grades on 
housing ¢ 

Colonel McCorp. That legislative proposal is under discussion and 
it is in the process at the present time, sir. 

Mr. Doyre. Will it be up here shortly ¢ 

Colonel McCorv. That I do not know, sir. We can furnish the 
committee with that information. 

Mr. Ketiener. They do get a housing allowance, however, don’t 
they ? 

Colonel McCorp. They get a dependency benefit, Mr. Kelleher. 

The Cuatrman. Go ahead, Colonel. 

Mr. Kripay. That is temporary. 

Colonel McCorp. That is correct, Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kitpay. Do you know whether the other services are consid- 
ering a new program to extend quarters allowances to all grades? 

Colonel McCorp. That discussion is presently underway with the 
Department of Defense, Mr. Kilday, and I think— 

Mr. Kitpay. The discussion is then as to the Air Force, Army, Navy, 
and so on? 

Colonel McCorp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kirpay. That is quite a major policy decision, isn’t it ? 

Colonel McCorp. That is right. 

A review of legislative proposals now under consideration shows 
that no legislation to take care of the lower four grades on housing 
has either been approved or proposed by the Department of the Air 
Force and no item of this nature has been approved or proposed to be 
included in the Department of Defense legislative program for 1955. 

There is a variable requirement for personnel of other service units 
stationed on Air Force installations, such as antiaircraft units. We 
have not included requirements for essential civilians assigned to in- 
stallations in isolated locations, although this requirement for about 
10,000 units is just as valid as housing units for military families. 

This net deficit of necessity must be reevaluated each year due to 
the change in community support and changes in deployment associat- 
ed with ce changes i in materiel and missions. 
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As stated in our presentation last year, the reenlistment problem 
continues to be of major concern to the Department of the Air Force. 
One of the major incentives considered by today’s serviceman is the 
provision of adequate family housing. If we are to realize our goal of 
an effective combat team, manned by experienced and capable techni- 
cians, these housing requirements must be satisfied within the immedi- 
ate future. 

Mr. Rivers. May I ask a question, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHatrman. Yes, sir, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. Are you going to furnish the committee with those units 
allocated to the respective bases in this country and the priorities they 
occupy for Government appropriated housing and Wherry housing 
in all denominations ? 

General WasHpourNE. Mr. Rivers, a supplementary book which the 
committee will work from has all of the housing, this 8,000 units, 
listed on the bases, and the numbers of each base. 

Mr. Rivers. And the priorities they occupy ¢ 

General WasHpBourRNE. No, sir; it will not specify the priorities that 
they occupy among the bases involved. ‘The fact that they are on this 
limited list of 8,000 units indicates that they all have extremely high 
priority. 

Mr. Rivers. Thank you. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuatrman. Of course the fact that everything is in the bill, you 
are going to try to get at least a large portion of the money to carry 
out the authorization, of every line item ? 

General Wasnnourne. Yes, sir, that is our expectation. 

The CuatrrMan. Of course the houses are very important. So you 
will certainly ask for the amount of money that is set out for the 
houses from the budget. 

General WAsHBOURNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Were there many 608 projects or title VI projects built 
near Air Force installations where the Air Force personnel received 
priority consideration for rental ? 

Colonel McCorp. No, sir. Only one installation that I recall, Mr. 
Tlardy, had a 608 project on it, and a portion of that project was com- 
pleted under the 608 authority and then transferred to the title VIII 
authority. 

Mr. Harpy. Transferred to title VIII? 

Colonel McCorp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Harpy. You are not aware of any title VI projects, then, that 
are adjacent or nearby to Air Force installations where the Air Force 
personnel have priority for occupancy ? 

Colonel McCorp. Only this one installation. We participated in 
the assistance and development of a 608 in the San Antonio area. It 
was developed under the 608 authority and later transferred to the 
title VIII authority. But the other 608’s, sir, were developed as 
civilian projects and the military were given no special consideration 
in their occupancy. : 
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Mr. Harpy. Just one further question: In the housing available in 
the community, which was shown on one of your previous tables, is full 
consideration given to 608 projects that are built locally 

Colonel McCorp. Yes, sir. ! 

Mr. Harpy. And the occupancy situation has been taken into ac- 
count ? Milles 

Colonel McCorp. That is correct, sir. The vacant units in each of 
these areas were considered during the period of August through 
November, this past fall, in the determination of these requirements, 
sir. 

Mr. Harpy. You are aware of the fact that in a great many areas 608 
projects have a lot of vacancies in them ¢ 

Colonel McCorp. Yes, sir, we are aware of that fact. And those 
factors were taken into consideration, Mr. Hardy. 

The Cuarman. Then, in other words, folowing what Mr. Hardy 
has developed, before you brought the recommendation for houses in 
any particular base, you had certain factors that you took into con- 
sideration ¢ 

Colonel McCorp. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Now, enumerate those factors that you took into 
consideration. What were they ? 

Colonel McCorp. We evaluated the mission of the base. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Now, let’s see what they are. 

Mr. Rivers. The mission of the base. 

Colonel McCorp. The distance from the installation. The radius 
of operation. And the time factors required for the personnel to com- 
mute to the installation. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Colonel McCorp. The living aceptability of the units themselves. 
The rent structure, to insure that the units were not priced beyond the 
economic capability of the personnel for whom the units were designed. 

Those were the basic factors taken into consideration for the de- 
velopment of the community assets. 

The Cuatrrman. Upon that, you make certain recommendations that 
sach base requires some units built by the Government ? 

Colonel McCorp. Correct, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Could I inquire right there—— 

The Cuatrman. Wait 1 minute, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Hardy ? 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, that brings up the exact point I wanted 
to get at. I think it is a proper approach, that you should relate com- 
munity facilities to the rent that is being charged. 

But are you familiar with the extent to which 608 projects were not 
counted because of the high rents? 

Colonel McCorp. Not by specific numbers of projects, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. The reason that I raise that question, Mr. Chairman, 
is this: I have had information comparatively recently that in a lot 
of areas the owners of title 608 projects are in extreme difficulty and 
probably are going to lose them because the rents are too high and that 
maybe the rents are going to be right seriously reduced. 

The CHarrmMan. May I say in connection with that: I just spoke to 
Mr. Kelleher—— 

This is off the record. 

(Statement off the record.) 
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The Cuarrman. Now, in looking over this statement of yours, there 
are some 38,000 Wherry houses. Now, Mr. Kelleher and I made a little 
calculation 

This is off the record, Sam. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

I promised to recognize » Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. I just want to ask: In your computation of the houses 
for the respective bases, are you keeping in mind available quarters or 
housing for the ADC units who are tenants on these bases / 

Colonel McCorp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Do you propose to construct houses exclusively for those 
units, because just about every base has as a tenant an ADC unit. 

Colonel McCorp. Mr. Rivers, for those ADC bases we have pro- 
gramed the essential minimum operational requirements, for personnel 
on those tenant bases. 

Mr. Rivers. So there will be no housing for these operating person- 
nel that will have to be left to the uncertainty of city traffic to get to 
their respective fighter planes / 

Colonel McCorp. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Bennett. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Cunnrnouam. Mr. Chairman. 

‘The Cuarrmman. Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. Colonel, I want to ask you this question: Where you 
have projects which were built by the FHA and where the Government 
has to foreclose and buy in the project, what effort does the Air Force 
make to take over those projects ¢ 

Colonel McCorp. We have been advised of two such projects, Mr. 
Brooks. And the evaluation of the projects and the cost factors that 
are involved, as well as the distance from the installation has been con- 
sidered and its acceptability for use for the personnel to be assigned 
to that installation. We have looked into the matter and we have 
certain of those projects now under consideration. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, now, suppose the project cost too much. The 
Government is going to take a loss on it. Isn’t it better for the Gov- 
ernment to utilize it for itself, for its own benefit, than it is to take 
the loss in selling it under competitive bids, if the Government needs it ¢ 

Colonel McCorp. I think that would certainly be subject to an 
evaluation of each of the projects concerned, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. And yet when you try to get the Air Force and the 
FHA together on anything of th at sort, they deal at arm’s length and 
they—I don’t know who is sat fault, I am not going to say, but ‘there is 
no interest at all on the part of either agency, I would say, in trying 
to get the parties together to utilize what the Government owns and 
which the Government is going to take a loss on. Isn't that true? 

Colonel McCorp. That is very true. 

The Cuatrman. I know of no authority by which the Air Force 
could go out and buy 

Colonel McCorp. We would have to have authority. 

The Cuatrman. But it might be that if the Government ultimately 
got possession of it, it would be transferred by the General Services 
Administration to the Air Force. But I do think this, in all serious- 
ness, the question as to whether or not the Government should try to 
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negoti: ite in certain pli wces, if an opportunity is there to negotiate, to 
buy some of these units, FHA or Wherry, because they are ‘all FHA, 
that have been constructed. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Cunnrncuam. Mr. Chairman, might I inquire—— 

Mr. Brooks. If I might finish. 

The Cuairman. All right. 

Mr. Brooks. Here is what Iam getting at, Colonel: 

Suppose—of course the Air Force can go out and buy them when 
the FHA forecloses them. You can bid just like anybody else and buy 
them in. But—with proper authorization, I mean. 

The Cuatrman. Yes. 

Colonel McCorp. Correct. 

Mr. Brooks. But the question is this: If the FHA buys the unit and 
the Government is going to take a loss—in some of these cases they 
have taken a big loss—isn’t it far better, if the Air Force needs those 
projects, to get together with the FHA and utilize them ¢ 

Colonel McCorp. I am sure that is correct, Mr. Congressman. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, do you need any enabling legislation to do that? 

Colonel McCorp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. You do? 

Colonel McCorp. Oh, yes. We would have to have—— 

Mr. Brooks. What do you recommend in reference to it? 

Colonel McCorp. Either one of two types of authority, Mr. Brooks, 
would be required. Either a blanket authority—— 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Colonel McCorp. Permitting the Department of Defense to acquire 
these types of properties, or a specific line item for the installation in 
question. One of the two methods would have to be employed, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Because it seemed to me if the FHA, which is one arm 
of the Government, owns the thing and they are going to take a loss 
on it, why couldn’t the Air Force benefit from the loss? 

Now, you find perhaps there is no consideration in dealing with the 
two departments, of the fact that they are of one and the same Govern- 
ment. 

Colonel McCorp. That is probably very true, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. Do I make myself clear ? 

Colonel McCorp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. And you think—have you any suggested bill, specifi- 
cally, to suggest that we put through Congress that would help i in that 
way? 

Colonel McCorp. It has been under consideration, sir. We are not 
prepared today to submit such legislative language to the committee. 
And I am sure that Mr. Floete would probably be able to answer that 
matter better than the Department of the Air Force can at the mo- 
ment, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. In the meantime I know of some of these projects that 
have been foreclosed on, and some of them are being disposed of, and 
the opportunities will be gone. 

Colonel McCorp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. And the loss will be accepted by the Government as 
final. 

Colonel McCorp. That is very true, sir. 
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The Cuatrman. Have you any further statement to make, Colonel ? 

Colonel McCorp. No, sir, Mr. Chairman, that completes my state- 
ment. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Oneminute. Mr. Gavin has a question. 

Mr. Gavin. I would like to say to the general—I would like to have 
this story on the housing, Air Force housing in Germany as complete 
as possible, the program you have, what you propose, and information 
such as how long we are going to be permitted to occupy these houses 
that we are building, and when it is expected they will be returned to 
the German economy. Give us as much information on the whole pro- 
gram as you possibly can as to Germany. 

General WasHpourNneE. Very well, Mr. Gavin. 

I don’t think I need to point out that many of those points are now 
being discussed in connection with the transition to sovereignty, and 
the final answer may not now be available. 

The Cuarrman. Colonel, get up the full information requested by 
Mr. Gavin. 

Now, the next witness will deal with the question of facilities sup- 
port. 

General Wasupourne. The next presentation will be brief, Mr. 
Chairman. It will be by the Director of Supply and Services on stra- 
tegic POL storage. 

The Cuarrman. Supplies. 

General Wasnpourne. Col. Darrell G. Welch. 

The Cuarrman. All right, come around, Colonel. 

General Wasupourne. Colonel Welch’s statement is not classified, 
but if the committee would like to see some of his charts, they will have 
to be shown in closed session. 

Colonel Welch ¢ 

The CuarrMan. Have youastatement up here, Colonel ? 

Colonel Wetcu. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. He has astatement ? 

Mr. Ke.xienuer. It is in the safe, sir. 

The CuHarrman. Bring his statement around. I understand we 
have—this is off the record, Sam. 

( Discussion off the record. ) 

The Cuarrman. I think this, Colonel: In view of the fact that we 
are going to be out at different places, it might be well to have it defi- 
nitely understood that we will go to reading this bill line by line Mon- 
day morning. What do you think about that ? 

Mr. Smarr. Monday morning, fine. 

The CHarrMan. With the distinct understanding that we are going 
to have to run morning, noon, and night. We have to finish this 
thing now. 

All right, when we finish with the colonel here, then we will take 
up the bill line by line Monday morning. We are going to take the 
Air Force up first because it is the largest one, and I want, before 
the committee breaks down, to get all about the Air Force, and when 
we get the Army and Navy, we will just mark them up. 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 
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Mr. Gavex. What day do you expect to bring the national reserve 
plan up? 

The Cuarrman. That comes up Tuesday morning. Mr. Brooks will 
present the bill Tuesday morning, under 4 hours’ general debate. We 
will hold a meeting Tuesday morning until 12 o’clock, and then we will 
co over to the floor. 

Go ahead, Colonel. 

Colonel Wericu. Mr. Chairman, and members of the committee, my 
statement will outline requirements for liquid-fuel storage and 
handling facilities. 

The program is covered by line item in the fiscal year 1956 military 
construction project justification book before you. 

The cost of fuel facilities is $151,329,000, or 12.9 percent of the total 
construction program. These funds are required to construct storage 
tanks and facilities for all fuels; however, 99 percent is for aviation 
fuels, $140 million, or 93 percent of the funds are for overseas bases 
and depots, while $11 million, or 7 percent, is for the continental 
United States. It is thus apparent that this presentation resolves 
itself into an examination of requirements for strategic reserves of 
aviation fuel at overseas bases. 

The Air Force requires sufficient flexibility to deploy its forees to 
meet a threat wherever it occurs. We need bases from which our 
aireraft can operate, and fuel to support them. Our military con- 
struction program is designed to give our forces this flexibility. It 
provides the necessary bases and facilities, of which fuel facilities are 
a vital part. 

The volume of fuel required to support war missions is large. Mod- 
ern jet aircraft consume quantities unheard of a few years ago. Pres- 
ent bombers consume three times as much as World War II counter- 
parts. We must construct storage tanks in advance, and stock fuel 
where we plan to use it. Some supplies can be transported by air to 
locations overseas after a war starts, but fuel cannot. It must be moved 
by tankers, which require many days of sailing time. 

During the initial phases of a war, it will be impossible to transport 
enough fuel to all the areas where it will be needed. The tankers that 
carry it must run the hazards of crossing oceans threatened by enemy 
submarines. When they reach their destinations, they may find that 
port unloading facilities are destroyed or damaged. In the mean- 
time, our aircraft must be assured a supply of fuel in order to fly. We 
plan to construct enough storage tanks overseas to hold the fuel we 
will require in the initial, critical stages of a war. Our tankage-build- 
ing program has this as its objective. 

I think the committee will be pleased to note that the petroleum 
program is truly a unified effort from procurement to consumption. 
A joint agency buys practically all petroleum products for all services. 
The Military Sea Transport Service is the single agent for lifting 
fuel to overseas locations and in the construction portion, care is taken 
to avoid duplication of facilities and support effort. Resupply of 
common petroleum items is provided jointly or by a single service, 
when possible. Within overseas areas, the military service having 
logistic responsibility for the area normally operates terminal storage 
and distribution facilities for the other services. 

As examples: In Europe, the Army operates the terminal and pipe- 
line facilities used in delivering fuel to the Air Force as well as to the 
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Army; in Spain, the port terminal will be an integrated system, jointly 
financed, and operated by the Navy; and in Alaska, the Army operates 
the fuel pipeline and associated terminals which provide fuel to both 
the Army and Air Force. The Army also provides terminal storage 
and distribution facilities in the Far East. In areas of dominant Air 
Force interest, such as North Africa and the Northeast, we will con- 
struct and operate terminal and port facilities as necessary. 

The Air Force will construct only those facilities not otherwise 
provided. In addition to the storage provided by other military serv- 
ices, a considerable amount of commercial storage is used. About 
one-third of our overseas requirements, and two-thirds of our United 
States requirements for storage will be provided by other services or 
by contract. 

Our prior construction programs were designed to get as much of 
our tankage as quickly as possible, in order to provide an offensive 
capability in areas of strategic importance. We also tried to build 
our fuel supply facilities in direct phase with the accelerated buildup 
of our forces. 

In order to meet the time phase and remain within fund limita- 
tions, it was necessary to construct most of our tankage above ground. 
While this unprotected tankage can be built more quickly and is 
cheaper than underground storage, it is also more vulnerable to sabo- 
tage and enemy attack. Although protected storage costs over twice 
as much as unprotected, we realize the strategic necessity for protect- 
ing fuel storage, and in this and future building programs, new storage 
will be of a protected type in compliance with a recently announced 
DOD policy. In later programs, we will ask for authorization to 
add protection to existing unprotected tanks, wherever required. This 
protection will insure against excessive loss and greatly increase our 
strategic capability. 

The total requirements for fuel tankage are based upon operations 
of a 137-wing Air Force. There will be a substantial deficit of fuel 
tankage at the end of the fiscal year 1955 construction program. The 
request now before you will make a large reduction in this deficit, 
although it will not provide all the remainder of Air Force require- 
ments. 

We have included in this program the requirements of the greatest 
urgency. As previously stated, 93 percent of the funds requested are 
for overseas construction, and will provide most of the facilities re- 
quired for our latest concepts of operation. About 95 percent of the 
overseas storage in this program will be underground. The majority 
of the tankage will be built in four strategic areas, the United King- 
dom, Spain, North Africa, and the Northeast. Lack of base rights 
has precluded building storage in some areas where we need it. Such 
facilities will have to be included in later programs. 

Because of the time lag between alledintion and completion of 
construction, it is essential that this program be approved, so that the 
Air Force can carry out its objectives as soon as possible. 

Further illustration of these points, and other aspects of this pro- 
gram, will be afforded by the use of some classified charts which I am 
prepared to present to the committee. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much, Colonel. 

Any questions from any members of the committee ? 
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Mr. Gavin. I have a question. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavry. In view of your very interesting statement here and the 
indication of coordination of our facilities to take care of all three 
branches of the services—the Army, Navy and Air Force—I note in 
the bill. H. R. 5700, that the Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay, 
Territory of Hawaii, is in here for $3,227,000. Now, while we were 
there several years ago, I noted a big installation for these fuel-dis- 
pensing fac ‘ilities at Kaneohe Bay. Now, I am asking you this ques- 
tion, in view of the fact that we are already established there, with the 
Air Force handling that particular area now—confine it to that area. 
Why is it necessary for the Marine Corps to come in here and ask to 
have a station of their own for fuel dispensing facilities when we 
already have one there that could be utilized both with the Army and 
the Air Force? Why duplicate the facilities ¢ 

Colonel Wevcn. Sir, I can’t answer specifically. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, you should answer it. 

Mr. Hess. That isthe Marine Corps. That isn’t his job. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, the gentleman is indicating to us that there is a 
coordination of facilities to take care of the three branches of the 
service. Now, we are established there. Why isn’t the Air Force able 
to handle the requirements of the Marine Corps in that immediate 
vicinity without establishing a new station, with all the necessary tanks 
and pipelines and everything that will be necessary to make a station ? 
There is a station there now. We can ask the Marine Corps that ques. 
tion, but I am just asking why in view of the fact that you say all 
these facilities are coordinated, how is it that one happens 

The Cuarman. Mr. Gavin, as I understood his main point he was 
trying to make, it was that the joint agency buys practically all the 
petroleum. There is a coordination of the purchase. But on the dif- 
ferent stations and in different areas, each one have their own facil- 
ities. Isn’t that the setup ? 

Colonel Wetcx. On a station, sir, it would be the service owning the 
station, indeed. 

The Carman. Now, what agency does all the petroleum purchas- 
ing for the three services ? 

Colonel Wercn. It is called the Armed Services Petroleum Pur- 
chasing Agency. 

The Cuarrman,. And they buy for the three services ? 

Colonel Wetcu. Yes, sir. 

The Caamman. And then the services have the local facilities as 
their requirements warrant and justify ? 

Colonel Wetcu. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatmrman. Now, thank you very much, Colonel 

Mr. Gavi. Let me ask the Colonel this question: Are you familiar 
with that Kaneohe station ? 

Colonel Wetcn. No, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. What? 

Colonel Weicx. Specifically, I am not, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Is there anybody here in the Air Force that is familiar 
with it ? 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Gavin. I 
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The CuHamman. Wait one minute. One at atime. Can you answer 
Mr. Gavin’s question ? 

Colonel Wetcu. I could not. ; 

The CrarrMan. He says he couldn’t answer your question because 
he hasn’t the information. Try to get the information and tell Mr. 
Gavin about it. ; 

Mr. Gavin. I would like to ask the Air Force this question : ws 

After investigation, would you advise us whether or not the facili- 
ties already established there could take care of the Marine Corps 
requirements 4 es 

(Response to questions by Mr. Gavin, House hearing on H. R. 5700— 
May 12, 1955, transcript pp. 232 and 234 :) 

Title II of H. R. 5700 contains for Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe, T. H., 
the following: Airfield pavements, $1,461,000 ; fuel dispensing facilities, $574,000; 
and family housing, $1,192,600; total, $3,227,600. This existing Marine Corps 
air station being modernized for jet aircraft, is to provide facilities for housing, 
supporting, and training aircraft units needed to support a Fleet Marine Force 
regimental combat team also based at Kaneohe. There are no Army, other 
Navy, or Air Force facilities now available which could support this mission, 
which involves use of 100 jet aircraft, in addition to their present requirements. 
Construction of 2 duplex fueling stations, estimated cost $574,000, with pipe- 
lines to existing tanks, is proposed to meet the need for high speed refueling 
of the jet aircraft, modernizing the present equipment and methods which use 
tank trucks. Utilization of other airfields for refueling would be less economical 
and Slower than present methods which must be improved. 

Colonel Wencu. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarman. All right. 

Mr. Brooks? 

Mr. Brooks. Colonel, I want to ask you this question: You refer 
to the necessity of protection for the oil storage tanks, especially 
overseas. What sort of protection have you in mind? 

Colonel Wetcu. Sir, my charts 

Mr. Brooks. Tell the committee, without going too far off the 
record. 

Colonel Wetcu. My charts will illustrate that, sir. I have a chart 
here which will illustrate that. 

Mr. Brooxs. Don’t you have a general type of protection for all 
the tankage? 

General WasHpourne. Yes,sir. That isit. 

Mr. Brooks. Is that it? 

Colonel Wetcu. We have various types, sir. As an illustration, 
this shows what we have generally built—a tank that sits above- 
ground like this, unprotected. And I have another chart here which 
will show specifically what we are building in Spain and generally 
what we will build in other areas. We build a tank below ground, 
and cover it up with earth, and we have a concrete slab over it, and it 
is reinforced. And we build it dispersed away from the main runway 
site. The dispersion and the burial will take care of protection. — 

Mr. Brooks. That is the type of protection that is going to be stand- 
ard overseas, standard type of protection ? 

Colonel Wetcu. That is the standard underground, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. Now, members of the committee—General, we 
want to thank you for your general presentation—we will start Mon- 
day morning at 10 o’clock reading the bill, line by line, with the justi- 
ication. 
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And, members, please be here. Because if you are not here, we ar 
going to pass on them as we go and we are not going back to them 
later on. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. The witnesses who are interested in the Air Research 
and Development Command, can they appear on Monday morning? 

The Cuamman. Well, how far down in the bill is it ? 

Mr. Ketiener. That is about the second or third day. 

The CHamman. About the second or third day. 

Mr. Devereux. We won’t meet tomorrow. They should not be 
available on Monday. 

The CuarrMan. 1 will say Tuesday. We will set it down. We will 
see how far we get in the bill. If necessary, we can pass it over. 

(Whereupon, at 11:15 a. m., the committee adjourned until 10 a. m., 
Monday, May 16, 1955.) 


Hovuse or ReEprESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C., May 16, 19568. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman, 
presiding. 

The CuarrmMan. Let the committee come to order. 

General Washbourne, will you please come around ? 

Now, General, we will start off this morning on H. R. 5700, and we 
will pick up first title ILI, section 301 : 

The Secretary of the Air Force is hereby authorized to establish or develop 
Air Force installations and facilities by the acquisition, construction, conversion, 
rehabilitation, or installation of permanent or temporary public works in respect 
of the following projects, which include site preparation, appurtenances and 
and related utilities, equipment and facilities: 

Continental United States, Air Defense Command, Buckingham 
Weapons Center, Fort Myers, Fla., $11,533,000. 

General WasHpourne. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. Who will present this item ? 

General Wasupourne. Mr. Chairman, General Rodenhauser and 
the staff are here prepared to take the committee through the details of 
the book, beginning with the Buckingham Weapons Center. 

The Cuareman. All right. 

Now, members of the committee, you turn to page 33, and when any 
of our other colleagues come in, please pass the word ‘down the line, 
telling them it is page 33 of the bill, and it is page 13 in the book. 

Now we will start at page 13 in the book. 

That is correct, is it not ? 

Mr. Smart. 33 

General Ropennavser. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. It is 13 in my book. 

Mr. Kettener. It is 13 in the book, sir; and 33 in the bill. 

Mr. Smart. That is right. 

The CuarrMan. 13 inthe book, is that correct ? 

General Ropennavser. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. Go on. 
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General Ropennavser. The first of these locations is Buckingham 
Weapons Center, at an approximate pressure altitude of 250 feet. 
Fort Myers, Fla., is located 9 miles west of the base. This is a new site 
to be acquired for use as a weapons evaluation center. 

The Government has no present real-estate holdings at the proposed 
site. 

The planned use of this base is for training units. The Department 
of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any other base that might 
be utilized for the purpose proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to items included in this program in the total amount of 
$11,533,000. The projects included in this program consist generally 
of provisions of a new runway with taxiway and lighting; onbase 
fuel storage; communication buildings and navigational aids; base 
and squadron operation buildings; aircraft maintenance hangars with 
shops; troop housing and messing facilities; family housing; land 
acquisition; utilities; an infirmary ; storage facilities for the supplies 
and ammunition; personnel facilities, such as clubs for officers and 
airmen and a theater; base and air installation administration build- 
ings; and shop facilities, such as an air installation shop, automotive 
maintenance shop, and parachute shop. 

The Cuairman. Allright. Now you stated—— 

General, have you given your name/ I can’t see whether you are 
a general or acolonel. You area general ? 

General RopeENHAUsER. Yes, I am General Rodenhauser, and I have 
given it to the reporter, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, give the committee the specific justification 
for establishing the new base at Buckingham Weapons Center, Fort 
Myers, Fla., for the Air Defense Command. 

General Ropenuauser. Mr. Chairman, as you heard the other day 
when Colonel Moore of our Directorate of Operations briefly described 
to you the Buckingham Base, the requirement is to provide on the 
eastern coast of the United States a gunnery training and rocketery 
training site for the Air Defense Command interceptor squadrons 
based east of the Mississippi River. 

We have a similar installation at Yuma, Ariz., which takes care of 
those in the other portion of the country. It, however, does not have 
the capacity nor is it conveniently located to handle the entire con- 
tinental load. ; 

It has therefore become necessary to establish another base in the 
eastern part of the United States to accommodate those fighter inter- 
ceptor squadrons located in the Eastern United States. 

The CuarrMan. Let me ask you this: Have we increased the Air 
Defense Command ? 

General RopENHAUSER. No, sir, not over 

The Cuarrman. Then why can’t the Air Defense Command con- 
tinue to use Yuma instead of establishing a new base, if we haven’t 
increased it? I was probably of the opinion that we had increased the 
Air Defense Command by some considerable numbers. 

General Ropennauser. When I said it hadn’t been, sir, I meant in 
respect to the quantity that we have been talking about in connection 
with the 137-wing Air Force, which we are still trying to complete 
bases for, as the chairman knows. 
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Yuma is still under construction, sir. We are programing into that 
base as many fighter interceptor units as we can. But on a 30-day ro- 
tational basis, that base is unable to handle the large number of squad- 
rons that will be in existence and operating by fiscal year 1957. Se—— 

The Cuarrman. What is the overall cost? Is it $11,533,000, or is 
this just the first increment ? 

General Ropennavser. This is the first increment, and the largest 
increment, Mr. Chairman, for this base. 

The Cuarrman. What do you plan will be the ultimate cost of it? 

General Ropennauser. I would say approximately $16 million, as 
we see it now, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Then you will be back here next year asking for 
about 5 or 6 million dollars more? 

General Ropennavuser. As we see it now, yes, sir. 

The CnatrmMan. And that will complete the base ? 

General Ropennauser. Substantially, yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. When you finish the base, it will only have a. mili- 
tary personnel of 2,436? 

General Ropenunavuser. That is correct, as the top figure, Mr. Chair- 
man. But of course, as you know, the units will rotate through. In 
other words, in the course of the year there will be many more people 
trained through there than the figure you see in the book. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

General RopenuaAuser. But at one time—— 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

How many people will be trained, that is, how many Air Defense 
Command squadrons and Air Defense Command units will be sent 
there on an annual basis ? 

General RopeNuAuseEr. We anticipate having 3 interceptor squad- 
rons there on temporary duty each 30 days. In other words, in the 
course of 12 months there should be 36 squadrons trained through this 
station. 

The CuarrmMan. Now, how did you happen to go down to Florida 
to locate it? What was the compelling reason you selected Fort Myers, 
of all over the eastern seaboard ¢ 

General Ropennavser. Basically, Mr. Chairman, as the represen- 
tative of the Directorate of Operations brought out the other day, it 
was a question of finding target ranges out over the water where we 
could conduct our aerial gunnery and rocketry with the least interfer- 
ence to civilian communities. As the chart presented the other day 
showed, the only range that was available was the one that exists off 
of the west coast of Florida in the vicinity of Buckingham. 

It was also necessary, Mr. Chairman, to locate the squadrons as 
close to the range as possible so that we did not have a problem of 
long distances to travel to get to gunnery. 

The CHarrman. All right. We will not have to buy very much 
acreage of ground, will we ¢ 

General Roppnnavser. No,sir. A portion of this 

The CuatrMan. The training is going to be out over the gulf? 

General Ropennauser. That is right, for the range. 

The Carman. That is right. 

Now what is the number of acres that you figure? I can’t see. 
Somehow or other, either my glasses are so bad or my eyes are so bad 
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this morning, Monday morning, and sometimes I don’t know. 
| Laughter. | 

The Cuarrman. What is the total number of acres / 

General Ropennavuser. We have approximately 6,000 acres in mind 
on the base proper, Mr. Chairman, some of which is being donated to 
us by the local community. As you recall, this used —— 

The Cuarrman. Well, in view of the fact that all the training is 
going to be out over the water—you are going to drop your bombs and 
going to do shooting out in the Gulf of Mexico—why should you need 
6,000 acres of eround ? Now 6,000 acres of ground to a farmer is a 
very large area. And you people don’t know much about acres. I 
walk over acres. I know that is a heap of ground. You don’t need 
any 6,000 acres. 

General Ropennavser. Mr. Chairman, we have to construct entire 
new runways at this location, adequate to handle the latest type of 
jet fighters. We have to provide the necessary ammunition storage 
areas for the great quantities of ammunition that will be required in 
connection with this activity. To say nothing of the parking areas to 
acommodate three interceptor squadrons there at all times, plus the 
local base aircraft. And provide housing for the personnel who are 
there. 

The Cuairman. Well, of course you can always make out a case. 
But 10 square miles—there are 600 acres of ground to a square mile—— 

Mr. Ketiener. 640. 

The Cuamman. 640. Thatisagoodarea. Allright. 

Now I think, members of the committee, from the explanation we 
received the other day, we are clearly—and there are only two in- 
stances in this bill up to date where we are establishing new bases. I 
think the facts warrant the Air Defense Command to be established 
down there. 

Is there any question from any members of the committee ? 

( No response. ) 

The Cuarrman. If not, we will goto the next one. 

General Ropennauser. Mr. Chairman, before we leave this base, 
I would like to point out, sir, that there is an item of family housing 
not contained in the volume 1 but in volume 3. This is the first base 
we will hit in family housing. 

The CuarrmMan. I thought we would take the family houses up—you 
want to take them up as we go along? 

Mr. Keviener. I think when you get all of the information, Mr. 
Chairman, about the base proper, that is also the time to take up the 
family housing. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Ketiener. Or you would have to repeat that information again. 

The Cnatrman. Of course, I think the proper thing—— 

This is off the record. 

(Statement off the record.) 

The Cuatrman. But all this has been cleared where your private 
enterprise can step in and aid in any way in bidding the houses, isn’t 
that correct ? 

General Ropennavuser. That is correct, This is all appropriated 
housing. 

Mr. Ketitener. No, 
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The Cuarrman. Mr. Kelleher said “No.” 

Mr. Ketiener. I think the general may have misunderstood your 
question. There has been with respect to the housing in this bill no 
searching around to see if there was any other way to build the houses. 
The theory is that this is the least expensive and most expeditious way 
of getting the housing—the 17,000 units in this bill. It is all direct 
authorization. 

The CuarrmMan. Has it been declared to the Government wherever 
they recommended any housing units that they made a survey and it 
has been disclosed that there are no FHA sponsors, no Wherry spon- 
sors and no local housing facilities, and so it is just absolutely essential 
for the Government to do it ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Well, the search that has been made by the Depart- 
ment is that the facilities that exist there today, privately owned hous- 
ing or whatever may be around there, are not adequate to take care of 
the complement. 

The CuatrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Ke._iener. However, there is no premise in any one of these 
items that they have searched to get any other kind of housing such 
as Wherry. 

The Cuairman. Of course that would be just hunting up somebody 
to build the house. 

Mr. Ketitener. That is right. 

The CnarrMan. But they made a survey to determine if there are 
any there now ¢ 

Mr. Kevtitener. That is right. 

The Cuatrrman. And if there are none there now, then they are lay- 
ing it before Congress to determine whether or not they should build it ? 

Mr. Ketieuver. That is correct. Not only that, Mr. Chairman, but 
the housing in here is glways less than they actually need, as a matter 
of fact. 

The CuarrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Duruam. By any thought could this possibly be used with the 
Eglin Air Base, all that land you own there now at Eglin Field? 

General Ropenuauser. Mr. Durham, I am sorry, it can’t be, sir. 
The Eglin area is saturated and the range isthe problem. Eglin would 
be too far from this particular range to accommodate the jets. In 
other words, they would use too much fuel traveling to the range area 
and be restricted in carrying out their gunnery mission. That is one 
reason for locating the base so close to the range. 

The Cuatrman. Now, how many houses—where is this in the little 
book here, Mr. Kelleher ? 

Mr. Ketiener. The first page [aside to the chairman]. 

General RopenHAussER. There would be 100 units, Mr. Chairman, at 
a cost of $1,350,000. 

The Crarrman. The cost of that is included in the $11,533,000, 
isn’t it ? 

General Ropennavuser. That is correct, sir. 

The CuarrMan. That is right, exactly. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman 

The Crarrman. And you want 100 units, at a total cost of 
$1,350,000. 

General Ropennavuser. That is right, sir. 
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The Cuamman. And we have established by previous legislation 
and by this bill the standard of the cost of construction ¢ 

General RopenuaAuser. That is correct, sir, $13,500 a unit, 

The CuarrmMan. Well, if there is no objection— 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. Now, this is a new one, members of the committee. 
If there is no objection, we will pass to the next item. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, may I ask just one thing for 
clarification ? 

Are we going to have, as we had last year, a detailed backup as to 
community support, FHA, title 8 or 9, and all that sort of thing? 

The Cuairman. From what Mr. Kelleher said, they made a survey 
and they found in each one of these communities where there is a 
housing project that no FHA, no Wherry and no private enterprise 
have built enough units or there are enough units available. So — 
fore they come ‘to Congress. That is the whole thing. They made 
survey. Wherever a housing unit is authorized in this bill, they have 
determined that F HL A and Wherry and private enterprise hasn't built 
any houses in there that will meet the accommodation of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, and so therefore they must appeal to Congress to 
build it. 

Mr. Ketiener. All of the information that you are referring to, 
Mr. Devereux, is available as the basis for the number of units re- 
quested in each instance. If it is the pleasure of the committee, I am 
sure that in any individual case the Department can give all of that 
information. 

‘The Coarrman. All right. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, could I ask just one question on policy 
with respect to this survey ? 

How did you figure rental charges for purposes of either including 
or eliminating housing that was available in the vicinity ? 

General RopennAuser. Mr. Close 

Mr. Harpy. Did you do it on the basis of the quarters allowance ? 
That is the only question I wanted to ask. 

General Ropennauser. I would like to ask Mr. Close who is from 
our leading group, Mr. Hardy, to answer your question specifically. 
His office conducted these surveys. 

Mr. Close ? 

Mr. Crosr. Sir, the housing in the areas available around the in- 
stallations has been surveyed by the bases and by the commands, pick- 
ing out within a reasonable area, commuting distance, and counting 
everything that could be considered an asset. That is normally any- 
thing that is in the rental market that is within the means of our 
people to pay. 

Mr. Harpy. That is just the question I wanted to know. 

What was your criterion with respect to the means of your people 
to pay ? 

Mr. Ciose. We used the quarters allowance, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, that was the question. In other words, if you 
had quarters available that rented for $150 a month and the people 
that you wanted to put in them were sergeants or other enlisted men, 
you would not count those? - 

Mr. Crosse. That is right, sir. 
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Mr. Harpy. If you needed quarters for officers and you could rent 
them for $150 a month, then if they didn’t have space in them you 
thought they ought to have, they would again be eliminated; is that 
right ¢ 

Mr. Ciosr. Yes,sir,jina way. Imean 

Mr. Harpy. There is one question I am worried about and that is 
the 608 projects, 

Mr. Crosr. Mostly we have counted your 608 properties, sir, in the 
assets, where we have the 608 projects. 

Mr. Harpy. O. K. 

Mr. Heéserr. As an example there, the other day I raised the ques- 
tion at one particular base, and I now refer to the Lake Charles Base. 
It is not in this bill but was in last year’s bill. You have vacancies 
there and still you are insisting on building 160 extra units, which 
doesn’t make sense to me. 

Mr. Crosr. Lake Charles? 

Mr. Héserr. Yes. You have 100 units scheduled there. It is not 

this year’s but last year’s authorization. I am just indicating that 
as an example of poor planning. 

Mr. Crose. At Lake Charles we also have—we have quite a prob- 
lem of housing people. We have gone to trailers in that area, 

The Cuarman. Is Lake Charles in this bill? 

Mr. Heéserr. No; that was in the last year’s authorization, Mr. 
Chairman. I was just indicating if that is going to be the policy, it 
is poor planning. 

The Cuarman. I think what they have done on planning is very 
fine planning. They go out and survey a community and they see 
that there are no houses available. And then the ry find a certain group 
of houses that are available, but they don’t meet the allowance of the 
individuals who they want to get houses for. So they have to say: 
“Notwithstanding, that you have $150 houses there, I am looking for 
a $45 or a $60 a month house.” So you couldn’t count the $150 house. 

Mr. Héserr. Nobody is in disagreement with that. We are all in 
agreement with that. The only reason I raise the question is: Is this 
survey accurate and a realistic survey? In one case I know of it is 
certainly not accurate and certainly not realistic. So that is looking 
backward and forward. 

General Ropennavser. Mr. Hébert, if I may say this? 

In each of these instance we continually, of course, have to resurvey 
the areas. In other words, there are changes that exist in every com 
munity, Some communities now where there may be a shortage of 
housing, later on there may be some become available for one reason 
or another of a local situation. 

Likewise, where we count on local housing at the present time, an 
influx of industry or something into a community might change that 
picture over night and make us short. 

The important thing here is, sir, that we are not asking for all of 
the housing that we need in any single place. In fact, we have a great 
deficiency even after this has been accommodated. Therefore, we 
know that we are not, so far as this legislation takes us, overbuilding 
or even building up to 100 percent of “what we think we need in any 
single location. And I believe that is the best protection and guaranty 
that I can give this committee with respect to those figures at this 
time, sir. 
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The Cuatrman. All right. 

Now let’s go to the next item, Duluth—— 

General Ropennavuser. Mr. Chairman, before we leave this, there is 
on the bottom of page 13, sir, the item, “Dining hall, airmen,” which 
has changed in scope and in dollars, which changes the total of the bill 
by another $44,000 plus, making it $11,577,000. That is brought about 
by a change in the dining hall design for the airmen, to make it a 
usable, more efficient and acceptable facility. 

The CHarrmMan. Wasn't it that when you first submitted it to Mr. 
lloete, about that ? 

General RopeNnuauser. Mr. Floete has cleared this also, sir. 

The CuHarrMan. Anybody here from Mr. F loete’s office . 

General Ropennavuser. Mr. Sheridan. That is correct, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The Cuarrman. How come it wasn’t pointed out that the $11,533,000 
was all you needed down there and why do you have to change the 
plan ¢ - 

General Ropennauser. This involves a redesign of the dining hall, 
Mr. Chairman, to make it a more efficient and a more usable facility 
both from a 

The CuarrmMan. Well, it is a pretty good use when you first sub- 
mitted the plans, wasn’t it ? 

General Rop—ENHAUsER. We thought it was, until—— 

The CuairMan. You come up here 1 month and submit the plan 
and the next month you change the plans. That makes me think you 
haven’t studied the plans very carefully. 

General Ropenuauser. Mr. Chairman, the way it occurred: We had 
a board of civilian experts along with our military people surveying 
this. They did not arrive at their conclusions in time last fall when 
we submitted this to the OSD. 

The Cuatrman. Well, Mr. Durham says probably you forget to put 
in the screens and air conditioning. Down in Florida you need both. 

So without objection, we will add $44,000. 

Now we will goto Duluth. 

Now, General, my study shows that since the 80th Congress—and 
I want to get this in each case, members of the committee—we have 
authorized $11,286,000. We have contracted $10,056,000. That 
correct, isnt it ? 

General Rop—NHAvsER. That is correct; yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And now you are asking for $1,200,000. 

Now this $1,200,000 will finish that plant, will it not, like you have 
in mind ¢ : 

General Ropennavuser. Substantially, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrMan. All right. 

General Ropennavser. I wouldn’t want to tell the committee we 
would never ask for another dollar on any one of these bases. 

The Cuarrman. I understand that, but that in the main finishes up 
Duluth ? 

General Ropennauser. That is correct, sir. 

The CHatrmMan. Without objection. 

Now, your next one is the Ent Air Force Base, Colorado Springs. 
Now we have already appropriated $1,553,000. We contracted for 
$1,249,000. And you are asking for $1,808,000 4 


is 
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General Ropennavser. That is correct, sir, and $1,350,000 of that is 
again for 100 family housing units. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. All right. 

General Ropenuauser. The third of these locations is Ent Air 
Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 6,400 feet. This 
base is located in the city of Colorado Springs, Colo. 

It is situated on 25 acres of Government-owned land and 14 acres 
of leased land. 

Ent Air Force Base was initially occupied in 1943. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned 
mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,808,000. The projects included in this program consist generally 
of provisions of street lighting; family housing; a chapel and a swim- 
ming pool; plus utilities connections to support the above project. 

The Cuatrrman. Now, your next one is Ethan Allen Air Force 
Base, at—what place is this? 

General Rop—enuaAuser. Burlington, Vt., Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Ketitener. Burlington, Vt. (Aside to the chairman.) 

The CHairmMan. Winooski, Vt. 

Mr. Keitiener. Burlington is the big city. 

Mr. Witson. It says 20 to 30 miles west of Burlington. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Now there was already authorized 
$6,038,000. And you have contracted for $4,927,000. Now you are 
asking for $213,000 more. 

(general RopeNuHAUsER. That is correct, sir. 

The fourth of these locations is Ethan Allen Air Force Base at an 
approximate pressure altitude of 334 feet. Burlington, Vt., is located 
5 miles west of this base. 

It is situated on 1,203 acres of government-owned land. 

Ethan Allen Air Base was initially occupied in 1892. 

The housing area is located at Ethan Allen Air Force Base and 
fiying facilities are located at Burlington Municipal Airport. This 
program contains facilities to be constructed at both locations. 

The other planned use of this base is for operational units. Present 
and prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned 
mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for purpose proposed for this 
base. The committee has been provided with detailed information 
with respect to items included in this program in the total amount 
of $213.00. 

The projects included in this total program consist generally of 
the provisions of on-base fuel storage; truck fill stands; additional 
approach lighting; a sewage treatment plant; and utilities connec- 
tions required for the above projects. 

The CuarrMan. Now that about finishes that base, doesn’t it? 

General Ropennauser. Yes, sir, substantially. 

The Cuarrman. All right. We are trying to work out some bases 
that are practically finished. Of course we know you will have to 
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come in here for modification and changes as time rolls on. But the 
main objective: we are trying to close them up as fast as possible. 

General Ropennavser. Right, sir. 

The Cuamman. Now, the next base is Geiger Field, Spokane, Wash. 
We have already appropriated—authorized $2,507,000, and you have 
contracted for $1,796,000. And you want now $1,716,000 more. 

General Ropennauser. That is correct, sir, and here there is another 
set of 20 family housing units at Geiger. 

The Cuairman. All right. , 

General Ropennavuser. The fifth of these locations is Geiger Field 
at an approximate pressure altitude of 2,700 feet. Spokane, Wash., 
is located 6 miles east northeast of this base. 

It is situated on 380 acres of leased land. 

Geiger Field was initially occupied in 1940. The planned use of 
this base is for operational units. Present and prior authorized facili- 
ties are inadequate to support this planned mission and the Depart- 
ment of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any other base that 
might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this base. 

‘Lhe committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,716,000. The projects included in this program consist generally 
of provision of runway reconstruction and rear alert taxiway; dormi- 
tories; ammunition storage; family housing; plus utilities connections 
required for the above projects. 

The Cuamman. Glasgow 

Mr. Core. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Coie. May I inquire the authorization for this station previously 
has amounted to how much 4 

The CuatrMan. We have authorized $2,507,000 heretofore. 

Mr. Corr. That is right. And that was an authorization for, I 
assume, airfield pavements, troop housing, storage facilities and family 
housing, wasn’t it? 

The Cuatrman. That is right. The same thing as in here. These 
are more of them. 

General Ropennauser. Yes, sir. Our runway at this base, Mr. Cole, 
has deteriorated to the point where it has to be rehabilitated and 
strengthened to accommodate the later type of aircraft. 

Mr. Corr. The thing I don’t understand is—this authorization was 
a year ago, Mr. Chairman, the $2 million. 

“The CuatrMan. Well, on all these items, it is since the 80th Congress. 

General Ropennavser. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. Since the Air Force came in existence. These fig- 
ures I am first reading is what we authorized against this base. 

General Ropennavser. That is correct. 

The CuHarrman. And since the 80th Congress we have authorized 
$2,507,000. And we have actually spent and made contracts for 
$1.796.000. It is all probably for airfield pavements, troop housing, 
storage facilities and family housing. 

General Ropennavser. That is correct. 

Mr. Corr. Does this indicate that your original estimated cost of 
rehabilitating the field or putting it in operating condition was under- 
estimated ? 
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General Ropennavser. Not necessarily, Mr. Cole. The problem is 
that the advances in technology—for instance, the types of ammuni- 
tion, the methods of operating our aircraft off of these fields and the 
improved types of aircraft—have changed the requirements. Those 
things were not in existence at the time the original authorizations 
were obtained. For the aircraft then in existence or foreseen at that 
time, the airfield filled an interim requirement. 

Mr. Core. You mean improvements in the types of ammunition 
results in change in the airfield pavements ? 

General Rop—ENHAUsER. No, sir; but it does in the storage—— 

Mr. Core. Results in change in troop housing- 

General Ropennavuser. It does in our storage requirement, Mr. 
Cole, which is one of the items here. The type of aircraft itself does 
change the pavement requirements, of course, because of its weight 
and performance characteristics. 

Mr. Corr. All right. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. Mr. Chairman 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. This taxiway alert hangar, is that the Butler 
steel type, accessible both front and back ? 

General RopenHAvseER. That is correct, and this is to provide the 
rear accessibility, Mr. Van Zandt, because the new type aircraft can- 
not be towed backward. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. (Nods.) 

General Ropennavuser. And they have to have access from the rear 
of thealert hangar. This provides that rear access. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Very well. 

The Cuatrman. Now the next item is Glasgow site, Montana. 

Now let me call the committee’s attention to this fact : Since the 80th 
Congress we have authorized $8,391,000. No contracts to carry out 
that work have been made by the Air Force. 

Mr. Keviener. That was new last year, sir. 

The CHairman. Well, new last year, so Mr. Kelleher says. 

Now notwithstanding that fact, they ask for $4,726,000. That is 
around $13 million and no contracts Been been entered into at all. 
How come you didn’t make some contracts when you had an author- 
ization of $8,391,000 last year ? 

General Ropennavuser. Mr. Chairman, of course we have a land 
acquisition problem at this location, and then 

The CHarrmMan. That hasn’t held you up. Now you know that 
hasn’t held you up. 

General Ropennauser. Well, I hadn’t finished quite, yet, sir. 

Then of course we had to design the base to the topography that 
we acquired, and then site the facilities to that topography and get it 
under contract. 

Now I have the construction people here 

The CHairman. Now wait one minute. You left yourself wide 
open. Now you come up here and said last year you needed $8,391,000, 
and now you are telling us you hadn’t even designed it to fit the land 
that you were going to build on. 

General Ropennavser. Not quite, sir. If you recall, last year when 
we were in front of this committee we asked for area designations on 
these, which this committee very graciously gave us, so that we could 





pick the exact location of the airbase within those areas. That teok 
a bit of doing, as you can appreciate, Mr. Chairman, to satisfy both 
local and Department of Defense requirements. We are now ready 
to roll full blast on Glasgow, and in order to get the 137-wing unit in 
operating shape by 1957 we need what you gave us last year plus this. 

The Cuatrman. Well, it looks like to me it will be ‘good business 
if we hesitated to give you any more money until you let your con- 
tracts for the $8,391, 000. Now we must stop piling up authorizations. 

Now here is a case where Congress has given you the money. You 
have the money down there. You are not spending the money. And 
you are coming up here and asking us now to give you one-half again 
of what we have already previously given you. 

General RopenHAuser. Mr. 

The Cuatrman. I don’t think you can make a good case for any- 
thing more until you have at least spent that ‘which we already 
authorized and appropriated for. It hasn’t even been appropriated. 

Mr. Ketiener. There is something in addition to that, Mr. Chair- 
man. On page 62 of this bill there is an additional increase of 
$2,269,000 over the last year’s amount. So that the total is not the 
$8,391,000 which is in last year’s bill plus the $3,376,000 of this, but 
it is also $2,269,000 more, for a total of $14,036,000. 

The CHatrrman. And no contracts have been let. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is my understanding as of the time of these 
figures. 

The Cuarrman. My book shows no contract has been let. 

General Ropennauser. Mr. Chairman, I have the representative of 
the Construction Directorate here. I would like to have him give the 
committee a report. 

The CHarrMan. Come around. We will be courteous to everybody. 

General RopEN HAUSER, Mr. McCloud. 

The Cuamman. Come up here, please, sir. 

Go ahead. 

Mr. McCuroup. The present program, Mr. Vinson, the one which 
was authorized in the 1955 program, is ready to go to contract now. 
Contracts will begin on the pavement project in May, this month. 

The CHairman. All right. Don’t you think, then, you will have 
your hands full when you are spending that money that we authorized 
last year and we shouldn’t authorize any more now until you get it 
underway ? 

Mr. McCroup. We expect to liave this entire program, the 1955 pro- 
gram, underway by August of this year. 

The CHAIRMAN. Including this $4,726,000 ? 

Mr. McCroup. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. That is the point I am raising. 

Mr. McCuioup. The 1955 program. 

The Cuarrman. What is the use of authorizing it now when you 
haven't spent what we previously authorized and appropriated for, 
and come back up here next year and get your $4,726,000? Because 
your contracts and your plans and specifications that you are going to 
deal with now only relate to what has previously been authorized and 
appropriated for and does not relate to your $4 million. So you still 
will have $4 million unspent. 

General Ropennavser. Mr. Chairman—— 
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The Carman. Isn’t that correct ‘ : 

Mr. McCuovup. All of this additional work, though, Mr. Vinson, 
which we are requesting at this time is currently under design and 
we can place that under contract also soon after we get the additional 
appropriations. ; E aa 

Mr. Corr. Now you are telling a different story. You say this is 
additional work. The General said that this is the same kind of work, 
only it was revised to fit the field. 

General Ropennavser. No, sir, these are new items, Mr. Cole. I 
am sorry if I gave the committee 

Mr. Corr. Well, what are the new items ? 

General Ropennavser. Taxiway alert rear access, your navigational 
aid facilities, your gasoline storage, your heating plant rental, your 
infirmaries—all of those items are in addition to the items that we 
asked for last year. They are not duplicative. 

Mr. Core. Your $8,300,000 did not include navigational aids? 

General Ropennauser. It may have had some, sir, but not these 
specific ones. 

Mr. Core. I would like to see the authorization bill of last year, just 
to make certain. Do you have it handy? 

Mr. Smarr. You would have to get the back-up book to be accurate, 
Mr. Cole. 

Mr. Ketiener. I do have the law, however. 

The CHartrman. Let’s see. So in this bill you are raising it 
$10,066,000, plus $4,726,000. That is around $15 million, and of that 
you haven’t made a contract for anything. 
~ Mr. McCuovp. The first ones will be made this month. 

The CHamrMan. Well now, of course the committee doesn’t want to 
hurt the Air Force in the slightest degree. But it does look like to me 
it is not good business. You have $8,391,000 worth of contracts to let 
this summer, and you haven’t even let a single one of them. And now 
you come in here and ask for about $6 million more on this particular 
site when you haven’t made any effort for 1 year to spend what we 
already gave you. And the reason why, the general said, was due to the 
fact he did not have his plans and specifications suitable to the area. 

General Ropennauser. Mr. Vinson, I would like to further point 
out before the committee makes a final decision on this that we have to 
get this base in operation by fiscal year 1957 to accommodate this new 
fighter interceptor squadron that will be located here. 

The CHarrman. Well, if that is true 

General Ropennavuser. If we do not get new authorizations this 
year, the contractor will mobilize and construct what you gave us pre- 
viously, but by this time next year we will be up here asking for these 
same things and there will be a period in which he will have to demobi- 
lize and we will have to stand down on the construction. 

The Cratrman. All right, recognizing that fact, how come you 
haven’t started to letting your contracts? Now, you knew time was 
the essence. 

General Ropennavuser. That’s right. 

The CHamrMan. You must be ready by 1957. And yet you have let 
the whole year go by and haven’t let any contracts. And you are wise 
in doing that, because you did not have the plans to fit the area when 
you got the authorization. 
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General Ropennavser. Well, that plus the winter, sir. As you ap- 
preciate in that area of the country, i is very difficult to do any con- 
structing during the winter months. So we have headed it for this 
spring and our construction people are ready to place it under con- 
tract, as they will be this, shortly after we get the money. 

The Cuamman. All right. Tell the committee, then- as I figure 
it, this is the situation: We have already authorized $8,391,000. And 
$4 million more, making about $15 million, including pa ige 62, for this 
base, is that correct / 

General Ropennauser. That is correct. 

The CuatrmMan. And then that will about wind it up ? 

General Ropennavuser. That would substantially put the base in 
place ; yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Well—— 

Mr. Corr. And a year ago you estimated the base would cost $8 
million. 

The CuarrMan. That’s right. 

Mr. Corr. Twelve months later you say it will cost twice as much. 

General Ropennavser. No, sir. That was the first increment, the 
$8 million, Mr. Cole. 

Mr. Coir. Oh, you told the committee a year ago that this author- 
ization of $8,391,000 was not the total for completing the items? 

General Ropennauser. No, sir. 

Mr. Corr. For the field ? 

General RopennAuvserR. No, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. Well 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman. 

Is it your statement you must have to comply with your objectives 
for 1957? 

General Ropennavser. For fiscal 

Mr. Jounson. That is right, is it ? 

General Ropennavser. That is right. 

Mr. Jounson. Now, before this gets here, it is going to be late this 
year now. Then you will be confronted with the winter again, won’t 
you? 

General Ropennauser. The contractor will be there, sir, and these 
contracts can be let this winter. The main problem is to get the earth- 
moving done, which is the very contracts that this gentleman is letting 
this month. 

The Cuatrman. Probably we may be a little harsh. Because this 
was just established last year. 

General Ropennavser. That is correct. 

The CHatrman. And the next one—and therefore several in the 
same fix, being established last year 

General Ropennauser. That is right. 

The CHatrrman. Now, you knew time was the essence. You knew 
you had to get it ready by 1957. And we authorized it in 1955, and 
here is the end of fiscal 1955 and you haven’t done a thing. But 
probably you were wise, because you didn’t have any plans worked out. 
We would have wasted the money. Because if you had gone ahead 
with what you had when you came before here and § got the authoriza- 
tion, why, you probably w ould have made some errors 

Well, let’s give them a new lease on life. 
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Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman. 

Do I understand then this will be the total amount for this base? 

The Cuarrman. Approximately 4 

General Ropenuavser. Approximately. I wouldn’t want to say we 
won't ask for another dollar on this base. 

Mr. Ch: airman 

The Cnamman. Without objection, we will go on to Grand Forks. 

General Ropenuavser. Before you leave thi it base, I would like to 
offer a deletion of $20,000 in connection with the land item on page 48, 
item No. 15. That land is to be donated now and the item can be de- 
leted ; $20,000 for land. 

The Cuatrman. Reduce this $20,000? 

General Ropennavuser. Yes, sir. 

The Cnarrman,. Then it is $4,706,000 4 

General Ropennavser. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrmman. All right, $20,000. 

Now Grand Forks was a new base. Last year we authorized 
$7,055,000. This year you are asking for $5,635,000. And no con- 
tracts have been made at all. Now the same situation I reckon exists 
there, is that correct ¢ 

General Ropennuavuser. It is the same situation, Mr. Vinson. 

The CuarrmMan. That’s right. 

General Ropennavuser. As at Glasgow. 

The seventh of these locations is Grand Forks site, North Dakota. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned 
mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facili- 
ties at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed 
for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$5.635.000. 

The projects included in this program consist generally of the pro- 
visions of transient and base flight parking apron; taxiway to the 
alert hangar; on base bulk fuel storage and dispensing facilities; 
base communication buildings; navigational aids; primary taxiway 
lighting; base photo laboratory ; jet engine stand; flight simulator 
building; airmen’s dormitories: f: umily housing; central heating plant; 
aes infirmary; ammunition and supply storage facilities; personnel 

facilities, such as a chapel, clubs for officers, noncommissioned officers, 
and airmen; and a gymnasium, perimeter and security fencing; head- 
quarters buildings for the air police and airbase group; and a security 
gatehouse ; air installation office, automotive and base parachute shops 
plus necessary utilities for the above projects and land acquisition. 

The CuarrMan. You better do some building out there if you want 
any money next year, because if you don’t, I don’t think this com- 
mittee will give it to you. 

Mr. Keviener. I might point out there is $3,800,000 on page 62 of 
the bill, again for this, an increase over last year. 

The CuatrmMan. That’s right. 

Now take Grandview. 

Off the record. 

(Statement off the record.) 
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The Cuarrman. Grandview Air Force Base, Kansas City, Mo. 

Now, we previously authorized $19,333,000. They have let con- 
tracts for $14,665,000. You are asking for an additional appropria- 
tion of $3,402,000, making a cost of what, Mr. Kelleher? What is the 
total cost ¢ 

Mr. Cote. Twenty-two, seven. 

The CHairmMan. $22,700,000. Anything in the back of the bill for 
this one? 

Mr. Ketiener. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That about finishes Grandview, is that correct ¢ 

General Ropennavser. Substantially, Mr. Chairman; yes, sir. The 
eighth of these locations is Grandview Air Force Base at an approxi- 
mate pressure altitude of 1,500 feet. Grandview, Mo., is 16.4 miles 
north of this base. 

It is situated on 1,788 acres of leased land. 

Grandview Air Torce Base was initially occupied in 1954. 

The planned use of this base is for operational and reserve units. 
Present and prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this 
planned mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable 
facilities at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose pro 
posed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to items included in this program in the total amount of 
$3,402,000. 

The projects included in this program consist generally of the pro- 
visions of additional aircraft parking apron; on-base fuel storage 
facilities; an aircraft maintenance hangar with shops and a stand for 
testing jet engines; a small arms range; road; land acquisition; open 
storage space; family housing: a swimming pool with bath house; 
plus necessary utility connections for the above projects. 

The CnatrmMan. All right. 

General Ropenuauser. On Grand Forks, sir, before— 

The Carman. Let me get this in my mind—— 

Go ahead. 

General Ropennavuser. Before we leave the Grand Forks, I tried to 
get your ear, sir. We have a land item that is an urgent requirement 
here that we would like to add to the program, in the amount of 
$187,000. This is an increase—— 

The Cuatrman. Wait 1 minute, General. 

You are going to get this committee all confused. Why don’t you 
put up in here what you want, instead on each one of items say you 
have to put something else to it. 

General Roprnauser. Mr. Chairman, the problem is in the survey, 
appraisal, and acquisition of real estate things don’t always come out 
exactly evenly. This program was submitted to the Department of 
Defense last October, but we did not quit work, quit planning work 
on these sites, but continued to work on them. 

By the time these books were printed and ready to come over here 
we had found some of these things. Some are deletions and some are 
additions. We feel that we owe it to the committee— 

The Cnarrman. All right. 

You want how much more money for land ? 

General Ropenuauvser. $187,000. 
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Mr. Arenps. Involving how many acres ? 

General RopenuAuser. At Grand Forks. 

This would increase the total that there is now for the acquisition 
of 3,2211% acres. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. That is in addition to that you have / 

General Ropennavser. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Has that been cleared by the committee the acquisi- 
tion of this land, which has to come before this committee. 

General Ropenuavuser. It would have to come before the committee ; 
yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Allright. It may cost more than that. 

Mr. Arenps. How much is that land worth up there ¢ 

The Cuatrman. North Dakota. Why it is full of oil now, It is 
very valuable land. 

All right, without objection, we will go to the next item. That is 
Greater Milwaukee area. Now, that isa new one. And you are asking 
now for $16,564,000. Now, what do you estimate will be the cost when 
yon finish ? 

How much more? 

General Ropennavser. Mr. Chairman, I would say roughly this 
base will cost us in the vicinity of a little under $20 million by the 
time we finish it. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

We know you will be back here then for about $4 million, $5 million 
or $6 million more. 

General Ropennauser. Yes, sir. The ninth of these locations is 
in the greater Milwaukee area, Wisconsin. This is a new site to be 
acquired to relieve congestion at O’Hare International Airport, 
Illinois. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. The Depart- 
ment of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any other base that 
might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this case. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$16,564,000. The projects included in this program consist generally 
of the provision of aircraft parking apron, alert taxiway front and 
rear, and a new runway with taxiways and lighting; on base fuel stor- 
age; communication building; navigational aids; a crash and struc- 
tural fire station; base operations building and ready crew building; 
aircraft alert and maintenance hangar with shops; housing and mess- 
ing facilities for officers and airmen; family housing; central heating 
plant, sewerage system and water supply; land acquisition; an infir- 
mary ; storage facilities for supplies and ammunition ; clubs for officers 
and airmen and a theater; security and perimeter fencing and gate- 
house; administrative buildings for air installations and the airbase 
group; shop facilities for parachute and automotive maintenance and 
air installations; plus utilities required for the above projects. 

The Cnarrmman. Allright. I understand. 

Now, the next base is Greater Pittsburgh Airport. 

Mr. Arenps. May I ask a question, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CuatrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Arenps. Does that have anything to do with the field that is 
being moved at the present time? 

General Ropennauser. It does, Mr. Arends. 
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It does involve the operation at O’Hare in Chicago, where we are 
endeavoring to move our two fighter interceptor squadrons out of 
that busy commercial airport into a new location, to reduce the con- 
flict between military and civil operation at that station. 

Mr. Arenps. What will that leave at O'Hare, anything? 

General Ropennauser. Yes, sir. 

That will leave an Air National Guard, an Air Reserve unit, and 
it will also leave our small special mission Air Transport unit. 

Mr. Smart. Besides commercial aviation ? 

General Ropennauser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Will the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. Arenps. I yield. 

Mr. Harpy. The land you propose to acquire there—you have 4,000 
acres in fee in one block. What type of land is that ? 

General Ropennavser. It is dairyland largely, Mr. Hardy, although 
there are improvements on it of course. 

The CuartrmMan. My observation has always been that where the 
Department wants to go they also select the finest and prettiest and 
most attractive farmland in the area you possibly can, 9 times out of 
10, and it does cost money. There are no two ways in the world. If 
you want to buy fine farms all over the United States, as you did down 
in my section, it does cost money. 

General Ropennavser. Mr. Chairman, in regard to that, I would 
like to tell the committee this. We surveyed the entire area around 
Chicago as far west as the western boundary of the State, and this 
was the cheapest land suitable for the purpose that we could find. 
Other land ran 2 and 21% times as much as this land. So I would like 
to assure you that we settled on a location that would still provide 
the defense of Chicago at the minimum land rates that we could find. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, the next one is Greater Pittsburgh Airport. 

Now members, we have authorized $9,250,000. They contracted 
for 7 million and 973,000. Now, they are only asking for $404,000. 
And that practically winds up for all purposes this establishment. 

General Ropennavser. That is right, sir. The 10th of these loca- 
tions is Greater Pittsburgh Airport, at an approximate pressure 
altitude of 1,600 feet. Corapolis, Pa., is located 5 miles northeast 
of the base. 

Greater Pittsburgh Airport was initially occupied in 1946. It is 
situated on 3 acres of Government-owned land plus 1,159 acres under 
lease. 

The planned use of this base is for operational and reserve units. 
Present and prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this 
planned mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable 
facilities at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose 
proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$404,000. The projects included in this program consist generally 
of the provisions of a small-arms firing range; storm drain lines; a 
garbage incinerator; and an addition to the base infirmary; officers 
combination dining hall and club; an addition to the airmen’s club; 
plus necessary utilities for the above projects. 
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The Cuatrman. All right. 

Now, your next one— 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuatrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. What is the life of that construction, at the Greater 
Pittsburgh Airport ? 

General RopenHauser. Well, this is the semipermanent type of 
construction, Mr. Van Zandt, which we used to call the 10-year type 
of construction. Obviously, it will last longer than that, provided 
it is adequately maintained. It is on a commercial or a municipal 
airport, and therefore not a permanent-type construction. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. That answers the question. 

Thank you. 

General Ropennauser. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Now, as we go through these, for the record, you 
give the number of housing units that is called for in this author- 
ization ? 

General Ropennauser. Right, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, take the next one: The Hamilton Air Force 
Base. Now, we have authorized $6,165,000. You have let contracts 
for $2,634,000. And you are asking now for $1,501,000. Now, when 
all that is finished, that will practically wind up that field; is that 
correct ? 

General RopenHAvseER. That is correct, sir. 

Hamilton is one of our older bases. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

General Ropennauser. The 11th of these locations is Hamilton Air 
Force Base, at an approximate pressure altitude of 300 feet. San 
Rafael, Calif., is located 6 miles south-southwest of the base. 

It is situated on 1,450 acres of Government-owned land plus 473 
acres under lease and 2 acres of other interests. 

Hamilton Air Force Base was initially occupied in 1933, 

The planned use of this base is for operational and Reserve units. 
Present and prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this 
planned mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable 
facilities at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose 
proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,501,000. The projects included in this program consist generally 
of the provisions of warmup holding pads; reconstruction of one end 
of the primary runway; widening of the primary taxiway adjacent 
to the parking apron; a combined crash and structural fire station; 
airmen’s dormitories; a base chapel and religious educational build- 
ing: plus necessary utilities for the above projects and land acquisition. 

Mr. Jounson. Are you changing all those runways there at 
Hamilton ? 

General Ropennauser. We have to reconstruct the primary runway 
at one end to take care of the deficiencies there for the type of aircraft. 
As you know, Hamilton has a great many more units than just fighter 
interceptors there, sir. 

Mr. .Jounson. Yes, I understand that. 

General RopenuAvsER. So the item of $250,000 or $249,000 here is 
specially for reconstructing the primary runway, 300 feet by 400 feet, 
at one end. 
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The Cuatrman. The next one 

Mr. Harpy. Have you done anything at Hamilton toward being 
able to put your fighters in the back door of those alert hangars ? 

General Ropennavser. No, sir. This taxiway is a primary taxiway 
in connection with the runway system, sir. ‘This has nothing to do 
with providing that facility at Hamilton. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, in connection with the alert hangars at Hamilton, 
you still have to pull the fighters in backwards? 

General Ropennauser. Yes, sir. 

At the present time, you do, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. You are not figuring on building new dike somewhere 
back there so you can move that ? 

General Ropenuauser. That is the problem at Hamilton and that 
is one reason we have not asked for it in here, sir. We have to study 
that considerably more and we did not ask for it this year. We recog- 
nize the very problem that you point out, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman? 

The Cirainman. Yes? 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Concerning the same matter mentioned by my col 
league from Virginia, did you do anything to remove that cement dike 
to the rear of one of your alert hangars / 

General Ropennauser. No, sir, not at this time. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. Well, do you plan to do anything about it / 

General Ropenuavser. It may become necessary, Mr. Van Zandt, 
unless we can find some other solution to the problem at Hamilton, 
such as maybe moving the alert hangar itself. It doesn’t appear fea- 
sible to do that at the present moment and we still have it under study 
to see whether the advantage gained is going to be worth the tre- 
mendous construction costs involved to perform that operation. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. It would require a fill, as I recall, wouldn’t it / 

General Ropennavser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Thank you. 

The Cuatrman. Now, the next one is the Kinross Air Force Base. 
Now, we authorized since the 80th Congress $7,038,000. We con- 
tracted for $6,211,000, and they want $2,029,000, to practically com- 
plete the field, including family housing. How many family houses 
you want there / 

General Ropennavuser. 100 units, Mr. Chairman, at a cost of 
$1,350,000. 

The 15th of these locations is Kinross Air Force Base at an approxi- 
mate pressure altitude of 1,500 feet. Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., is located 
3 miles northwest of this base. 

It is situated on 360 acres of Government-owned land plus 2,940 
acres under lease and 2,454 acres of other interests. 

Kinross Air Force Base was initially occupied in 1952. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support the planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at 
any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this case. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$2,029,000. The projects included in this program consist generally 


55066—55—No. 20-10 








3038 


of the provisions of a rear alert taxiway; on base fuel storage; ap- 
proach lighting; an aircraft maintenance shop addition and a stand 
for testing jet engines; a flight simulator building; family housing; 
vehicle parking area; ammunition storage; a noncommissioned officers 
club addition, an addition to provide an officers club, and a gymnasium ; 
plus utilities required for the above projects. 

The Cuamman. Now, your next one is K. I. Sawyer Municipal Air- 
port. And we have authorized $8,556,000. You have not made any 
contracts for carrying out that authorization and you are now asking 
for $3.890,000. 

Now, this was a new base established last year, was it not ? 

General Ropennavser. That is correct, Mr. Chairman, the same as 
Glasgow. 

The CuarrmMan. You better make a better showing next year when 
you come up here on what you are doing on these bases. The com- 
mittee might take them away if you don’t. If you don’t think enough 
of these bases to spend the money, then there is no need to letting them 
stay on the books. 

We just as well rescind them. 

General Ropennavuser. Mr. Chairman, before we leave K. I. Saw- 
yer, sir, we would like to add a figure of $53,000 to relocate some of 
the commercial facilities now located on this airfield. We had an au- 
thorization last year of approximately $400,000 to do that. For an- 
other $53,000, sir, we can get the civilian facilities entirely off of this 
field. And they intend to build their own commercial facilities else- 
where. And it will save us an awful lot of trouble and operating 
expense in the near future. 

The CHatrMan. Well, now, let me say this. Off the record. This 
is off the record. 

(Statement off the record.) 

The CuatrMan. Without objection. 

General Ropennavuser. The 13th of these locations is Kinross Air 
Force Base at approximate pressure altitude of 1,500 feet. Sault Ste. 
Marie, Mich., is located 3 miles northwest of this base. 

It is situated on 360 acres of Government-owned land plus 2,940 
acres under lease and 2,454 acres of other interests. Kinross Air Force 
Base was initially occupied in 1952. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support the planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$2,029,000. The projects included in this program consist generally 
of the provisions of a rear alert taxiway; on-base fuel storage; ap- 
proach lighting; an aircraft maintenance shop addition and a stand 
for testing jet engines; a flight simulator building, family housing; 
vehicle parking area; ammunition storage, a noncommissioned officers’ 
club addition, an addition to provide an officers’ club, and a gymna- 
sium, plus utilities required for the above projects. : 

The Cuarrman. How much addition do you have in all now to what 
you had originally in the bill when it came up ? 
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General Ropennauser. Mr. Chairman, I would like to put it to you 
this way, when I get through with the plusses and minuses this bill 
will be reduced by $9,340,000, a net reduction. 

The Cuamman,. All right. 

Mr. Brooks. Let me ask you this, General. You refer to the money 
you got last year to relocate those civilian facilities. You say you 
need $ 53,000 more. 

General Ropennavser. I beg your pardon, Mr. Brooks. It is- 

Mr. Brooks. What about this item of $1,190,000 ? 

(general Ropennauser. I beg your pardon. I meant this year. It 
is the item in the program here, w hich should be $453,000. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, it should be $453,000. But what about the item 
of $1,190,000 ? 

Mr. Ketiener. That is the total, sir. 

General Ropennavser. That is the total. 

Mr. Brooks. That is the total; O. K. 

General Ropennauser. Of all those items above it, sir. That in- 
cludes the $453,000. 

The Carman. Mr. Kelleher, are you keeping these figures? 

Mr. Ketitener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, in connection with your housing on this 
base, all of that land is owned by whom? Municipally owned ? 

General Ropenvavuser. Some of it is State owned, and some of it is 
county owned, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. What land are you going to put the 200 houses on ? 

General Ropennavser. It is being donated to us by the county for 
the family housing, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. That land—is it returnable to the county or is it an 
outright fee donation ? 

(yeneral RopENHAUSER. Fee donation, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. That is why you don’t show anything on your book. 
You don’t show any land on here that I can find. 

General RopeNnHAvsER. That is correct. 

Mr. Harpy. All right. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. 

Take the next item now. Klamath Falls Municipal Airport. 

Now, on that one, we authorized—that is a new one, too, is it not ? 

General RopenHaAuseR. That was approved last year. 

The CuHarrman. All right. We authorized last year ot 133,000. 
No contracts have been made. And you are asking for $1,991,000. 
Now, that will practically wind up that Air Defense Comm: we Base ? 

General RopennAuser. That is right. The 14th of these locations 
is Klamath Falls Municipal Airport, at an approximate pressure 
altitude of 4,400, Klamath Falls, Oreg., is located 5 miles north of 
this base. 

Klamath Falls Municipal Airport was initially occupied in 1955. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
authorized facilities are inadequate to Support this planned mission 
and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any 
other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 
base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
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$1,991,000. The projects included in this program consist generally 
of the provisions of the existing primary runway; relocat ion of a flight 
hazard located adjacent to the primary runway; paved vehicle park- 
ing; family housing; an addition to the base infirmary; a bowling 
alley; an air policy headquarters building, plus necessary utilities 
for the above projects and land acquisition. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

General Ropennauser. We would like to add $51,000 to this, sir, 
for land at this location. A reinspection by district engineers revealed 
that the correct acreage for this aquisition should be a little larger 
than it was, and therefore, the $51,000 is required in addition to the 
$109,000 shown in item No. 4, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. And how many family houses? 

General Ropennauser. Seventy-four units of family housing, sir 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Now, take your next one 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, let me ask him about that land. What 
land are you on there now ? 

General Ropennauser. Sir, there is a municipal airfield as you 
know, and it has not only muncipal operations, but there are some 
Navy operations and we are permitted to move in in conjunction with 
those operations. 

The Cuairman. I may say this, members of the committee. 

The reason I don’t particularly inquire about the land is because 
it has all to be scrutinized by Mr. Cunningham and Mr, Rivers. 

General Ropennauser. Right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And Mr. Hardy, Mr. Bates, and the others on the 
subcommittee. 

Mr. Bares. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrman. Mr. Bates and all these members. That is the 
reason I don’t particularly go into any inquiry about the land at this 
point. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, the only reason I did is because it doesn’t 
show any land on here at all. 

General RopenniAuser. We own none, sir; we have 1,020 acres under 
99-year lease at this location. Weown none of it outright. 

The Crarrman. You have 1,000 acres and more under a 99-year 
lease ? 

General RopeEnuAvser. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. From whom? The county or city ? 

General Ropenuavser. That is right, from the city. 

Mr. Harpy. And where are you going to put the housing? Are you 
going to put that on this 99-year leased land ? 

General Ropenuauser. No. That land will have to be purchased, 
Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Where? 

General Ropenuauser. That would be under the general authoriza- 
tion in the family housing section of the bill, sir, which permits us to 
acquire the land where there is no available in connection with the 
units being built. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, now, I don’t like that kind of operation particu- 
larly. You get into a situation here where you have the authorization 
add up in this particular place, and then you are going to put some 
authorizations somewhere else so you can buy the land. 
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The CuatrmMan. Well, Mr. Hardy, I would say this. When they 
come before the sube ommittee, and they don’t make out a good strong 
case, In trying to buy these land or put these houses on the same land 
that they own, why—it will be scrutinized. They don’t know what 
they are going to do much now. This is off the record. 

(Statement off the record.) 

Mr. Harpy. The only reason I raised the point in here, Mr. Chair- 
man, was I was a little bit dubious of building houses or anything 
else on land that belongs to somebody else. 

The Cuarrman. Of course, the committee is not going to do it and 
the subcommittee is not going to do it. It is the policy of this com- 
mittee not to build anything permanent on land that is leased. If 
you haven't the fee to it, you don’t build it. 

Mr. Ketiener. ( Aside.) 

Mr. Kevitener. You raised the question last year, Mr. Chairman, as 
to the contracting schedule for Klamath Falls Air Force Base. And 
in response, General Kelly wrote back to you and it appears that all 
of the contracts should now have been let, if I read this correctly; is 
that correct, General Rodenhauser / 

The CHairman. What date was that ? 

Mr. Ketiener. The letter is November 26, 1954. 

The CHatrman. The contracts haven’t been let up to date. 

Mr. McCroup. At Klamath Falls, we let a large pavement contract 
the latter part of last month. It is shown as a May award. I don’t 
believe the award was actually made until right after the first of this 
month. 

However, it will all be under contract by July. 

Mr. Kettener. Then 

‘The Cuatrman. I was under the impression, last year, when we were 
establishing these new bases, that you were ready to go to work on 
them. From what has happened here now, all you got is just the au- 
thorization and an appropriation and no doubt some study has been 
made about it. But when you come up here, and ask for something, 
try to get it underway as early as possible so we can get through w ith 
it, and have something to say about it. Because, we ‘don’t want to be 
hanging fire on these bases. 

Now, take your next one—— 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question, Mr. Chairman ? 

I notice, General, you extended the runway to a width of 200 feet. 
Now, it was the testimony the other day—they were talking about 300 
feet. 

General Ropenuavser. That was for bombers, sir, and this is for 
fighters. 

The Cuatrman. It isa different type of plane. 

Now, your next one is McChord Air Force Base, Tacoma, Wash. 
Now members of the committee, that is an old base. 

General Ropennavser. That is right. 

The Cratrman. We authorized $17,769,000. They have let con- 

racts for $13,959,000. And they want $2,959,000 more. Now, that 
w wil practically finish this base. 

General Ropennavser. That is right, sir. 

The 15th of these locations is McChord Air Force Base, at an ap- 
proximate pressure altitude of 700 feet. Tacoma, Wash., is located 
approximately 7 miles north of the base. 
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it is situated on 4.261 acres of Government-owned land. 
McChord Air Force Base was initially occupied in 1940. 


The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior aul horized facilities are inadequate to support the planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at 
any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$2,959,000. The projects included in this program consist generally 
of the provisions of an aircraft warmup pad, a flight simulator build- 
ing; ammunition storage and assembly facility; family housing; an in- 
door swimming pool; a commissary food sales store; plus utilities re- 
quired for the above project. 

The Cuarrman. How many family houses / 


General RopennAuser. 152 units at $2,025,000, sir. 

The Cuairman. You are making a pretty good showing on these 
old bases, but you must get these new bases underway. You have to 
have them by 1957. Now, MeGhee-Tyson Air Force Base, Knoxville, 
Tenn.: We authorized $9,303,000, You let contracts for $7,437,000. 
And you want $582,000 more. And no family houses are to be built 
there ¢ 

General Ropennauser. That is correct, sir. 

The 16th of these locations is MeGhee-Tyson Airport on approxi- 
mate pressure altitude of 1,300 feet. iXnoxville, Tenn., is located 12 
miles north-northeast of this base. It is situated on 857 acres of land 
under lease. 

MecGhee-Tyson Airport was initially occupied in 1952. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support the planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this case. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$582,000. The projects included in this program consist generally of 
the provisions of additional aircraft parking apron; storm drainage ; 
a chapel, a club for noncommissioned officers, an addition for an offli- 
cers club, a service club addition; a parachute shop, plus necessary 
utility connections for the above. 

The CuarrmMan. Minneapolish-St. Paul International Airport. We 
have authorized $6,748,000. We have entered into contracts for 
$5,454,000. You want $1,423,000. And that is an old base. And no 
family units are there. 

General Ropenuavuser. That is correct. 

The 17th of these locations is Minneapolis-St. Paul Internationai 
Airport at an approximate pressure altitude of 840 feet. Minneap- 
olis, Minn., is located 6.5 miles north-northwest of this base. 

It is situated on 49 acres of Government-owned land, 6 acres of 
leased land and 1,189 acres of other interests. 

Minneapolis-St. Paul International Airport was initially occupied 
in 1951. 

The planned use of this base is for operational and reserve units. 
Present and prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support the 
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planned mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable 
facilities at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose pro- 
posed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,423,000. The projects included in this program consist generally 
of the provisions of additional aircraft parking apron, blast pad, and 
a power check pad; a building to house jet engine test equipment ; rear 
access taxiway to the alert hangar; a dormitory; ammunition stor- 
age and open storage for supplies; a service club, library, theater, and 
gymnasium; a security gatehouse; plus utility connections required 
for the above projects. 

The Cuairman. Allright. 

Mr. Brooks. Do you own that land or are you just using the munic- 
ipal base. 

General Ropennauser. That is right. 

Runway system, sir, belongs to the municipality. 

We do have land that we own in the amount of 49 acres and then 
we have some that we have acquired from Government agencies, there, 
like the Veterans’ Administration. 

Fort Snelling, of course, is close by. 

The CHatrmMan. The landing strips are not owned at all by the 
United States ? 

General Ropennauser. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. General, have you any reserve activities as far as 
the Air Force is concerned, at this Minneapolis-St. Paul International 
Airport ? 

General Ropennauser. Yes, sir. We have a fighter interceptor 
squadron there, and a division headquaters, sir—a group headquarters. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. At that base at the present ‘time, we have first 
municipal facility, we have next the Navy facility, and now we have 
the Air Force facility ? 

General Ropennavser. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Projecting our ‘thinking into the future, sir, sup- 
pose that the municipal airport expands to the extent that the »y demand 
the utilization of the strip, what is going to happen then to the Air 
Force and the Navy ? 

General WasHpournE. Mr. Van Zandt, that problem has arisen 
previously. The city has suggested the construction of a new airport 
at a site called Anoka, some 15 miles away. We have not yet seen fit 
to change our inv estment in the municipal airport, and make the move 
with the city to a new site. But the problem has not yet been 
resolved. 

The CHarrMan. Well, you might tell them the Government comes 
first. We want to work with the cities. 

If we get to an impasse, why, the security of the country is the first 
consideration. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman, then I understand—— 

The CuatrMan. Particularly bec: ause your investment is very large. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. I understand it is the thinking of the Air Force 
to retain the present airport and probably the c ity will have to move 
to a new location. 
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General WasHnourne. We want to keep the operation in Wold- 
Chamberlain as long as we can. 

The Cuairman. Those matters have to be worked diplomatically. 

Mr. Brooxs. Sometime ago, though, General, I had occasion to for- 
ward you some correspondence. I don’t know how it came to my 
attention. It was about another airport, there which would have 
avoided all of this problem that you are getting into now. 

General Ropennavser. I believe that is the Anoka field that you 
are referring to, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. How is that ? 

General Ropennauser. I believe that is the one that General Wash- 
bourne referred to as Anoka. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

General RopenHAUSsER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. It may have been. 

General Rop—ENHAUsER. Yes, Sir. 

Mr. Brooks. I don’t recall. 

General RopenHAuseER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. I do remember you didn’t want it. At that time, you 
wanted to get into this situation. 

The CuarrmMan. They probably saved money. 

Mr. Brooks. I believe in the long run they will get on back to the 
other base. 

The CuatrmMan. Let’s cross the bridge as we come to it. 

Now, the next is Minot site, North Dakota. That is a new base. 

Mr. Keviener. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. We have authorized $6,494,000. No contracts have 
been let. And now, they are asking for $5,339,000. And you are not 
asking for any family quarters at this place. 

General Ropenuavser. That is correct, sir, at this time. 

The CuarrmMan. For the time being ? 

General Ropenuauser. That is right, sir. 

The CHatrMan. Now, about what will be the ultimate cost of this? 
This is about $14 million base? 

General Ropennavser. That is roughly correct, sir. The 18th of 
these locations is Minot site, North Dakota. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support the planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at 
any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$5,339,000. 

The projects included in this program consist generally of the pro- 
visions of additional aircraft parking apron, and rear access taxiway 
to the alert hangar; fuel storage and dispensing fcilities ; communica- 
tions buildings and navigational aids; taxiway lighting; crash and 
structural fire station, readiness crew building, and photographic 
laboratory; a flight simulator building; officers’ quarters; a central 
heating plant, and a vehicle parking area; an infirmary; storage and 
assembly buildings for ammunition and storage for base supplies; a 
chapel, clubs for officers and airmen, and gymnasium; administrative 
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building for air installations, air police and the airbase group ; security 
and perimeter fencing and a gatehouse shops for air installations, auto- 
motive maintenance and for parachutes; plus utilities required for the 
above projects. 

The Cuairman. Allright. Now, the next one is Newcastle—— 

Mr. Keviener. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question—— 

Mr. Van Zanpr. A question, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cratrman. Mr. Van Zanpr? 

Mr. Van Zanpr. I notice we are building storage facilities for vari- 
ous types of gas. What type of facilities are they ‘ 

General Ropenuavser. You are speaking of the fuel for the air- 
craft, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. That is right. 

General RopENnAvsEeR. Some of them are operating storage in con- 
nection with our hydrant refueling system—in other words, close to 
the pavement. Other is bulk storage back on the base. That is the 
principal type that we have out there. Now, there is motor fuel 
storage as well as aircraft storage. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Are they underground or are they half and half? 

General RopennHAvser. The operating storage normally goes under- 
ground. That is, the tanks close to the pavement. And the other is 
above ground in the bulk storage area. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Above ground ? 

General RopenHAusER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. And protected by 

General RopEnnAvsER. Revetments. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Revetments. 

General RopeNHAUsER. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Keiiener. Last year, General, you were going to use the munic- 
ipal airport there, at Minot, were you not ¢ 

General Ropennauser. We had that under consideration, yes, Mr. 
Kelleher. 

Mr. Ketiener. Right. 

The CuHatrman. All right, the next one is Newcast]le—— 

Mr. Keiiener. Sir, I didn’t complete my question. 

If I may. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Keiiener. The reason for the selection of that site was the 
availability of Army family quarters in that area. Now, I under- 
stand, you are not going to get those quarters. Is that correct? 

General Wasnpourne. Mr. Kelleher 

General RopENHAUsER. No, that is not correct. 

General WasHeourne. The family quarters were located at Fort 
Lincoln, adjacent to Bismarck. This was another one of the area desig- 
nations where we had it located as Bismarck-Minot. 

The final location was moved to Minot, where there are no Govern- 
ment quarters available. 

Mr. Kettener. Why did you make the change, General ? 

General WasHpourne. For operational reasons. 

The CHatrMan. Now, the next is Newcastle County Municipal Air- 
port, Wilmington, Del. This isan old base. 
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We have authorized up to date $6,516,000. The contract has been 
let for $4,830,000. They are asking for $504,000 now, which will ap- 
proximately wind up this base. And no family quarters there. 

Colonel Ropennauser. That is correct. 

The 19th of these locations is Newcastle County Municipal Air- 
port at an approximate pressure altitude of 500 feet. Wilmington, 
Del., is 4.18 miles northeast of this base. 

It is situated on 23 acres of Government-owned land, 593 acres 
of land under lease, and 3 acres of other interests. 

Newcastle County Municipal Airport was initially occupied in 1950. 
The planned use of this base is for operational and reserve units. Pres- 
ent and prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support the 
planned mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable 
facilities at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose 
proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$504,000. The projects included in this program consist generally of 
the provisions of additional aircraft parking aprons; instrument run- 
way approach lighting; primary lighting; and ammunition storage 
facility; plus necessary utilities for the above projects and land 
acquisition. 

The Crairman. The next is Niagara Falls Municipal Airport, Nia- 
gara Falls, N. Y. This is an old establishment. We have authorized 
$11,288,000. They have let contracts for $10,065,000, They ask for 
$1,748,000, which will practically finish this facility. And no housing 
there is asked for. 

General Ropenuavser. That is correct. 

The 20th of these locations is Niagara Falls Municipal Airport at 
an approximate pressure altitude of 1,100 feet. Niagara Falls, N. Y., 
is 5 miles west of this base. 

It is situated on 450 acres of Government-owned land, 681 acres of 
leased land and 179 acres of other interests. 

Niagara Falls Municipal Airport was initially occupied in 1942. 
The planned use of this base is for operational and reserve units. Pres- 
ent and prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support the 
planned mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable 
facilities at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose pro- 
posed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,748,000. The projects included in this program consist generally 
of the provisions of additional aircraft parking apron; onbase bulk 
fuel storage; an addition to the runway approach lights; an addition 
to the crash and structural fire station; base photo laboratory; a base 
field maintenance hangar; heavy equipment parking area; an addi- 
tion to the base infirmary; ammunition storage facilities; personnel 
facilities such as a chapel, non-commissioned officers’ and airmen’s 
clubs, an addition to the officers’ dining hall to provide a combination 
dining hall and club, a gymnasium; plus necessary utilities for the 
above projects; and land acquisition. 

The Cuatrman. The next is Otis Air Force Base. This is an old 
establishment. They appropriated $15,429,000, and they have con- 
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tracted for $11,822,000, and they are asking for $6,076,000, including 
family units. 

General Rop—eNHAUSER. 300 units here, sir; at a cost of $4,050,000. 

The 21st of these locations is Otis Air Force Base, at an approxi- 
mate pressure altitude of 600 feet. Falmouth, Mass., is approximately 
8.5 miles south-southwest of the base. 

It is situated on 361 acres of Government-owned land, 7 acres of 
leased land, and 116 acres of other interests. 

Otis Air Force Base was initially occupied in 1943. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support the planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at 
any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 
base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$6,076,000. The projects included in this program consist generally 
of the provisions of widening the primary runway, an aircraft wash- 
rack ; additions to the primary runway approach, lights, taxiway, light- 
ing; crash and structural fire station; base photographic laboratory ; 
flight simulator building; family housing; dining facility; dental 
clinic; ammunition storage; officers’ club; wing headquarters build- 
ing; air installation facilities, plus utilities required for the above 
projects. 

The Cuarrman. All right. The next one is Oxnard Air Force 
Base. This is an old establishment. We have provided $10,255,000, 
and we have contracted for $7,451,000, and there is *'155,000 more to 
finish this. And no housing—no family quarters at this place. 

General RopennaAvser. The 22nd of these locations is Oxnard Air 
Force Base, at an approximate pressure altitude of 300 feet. Oxnard 
is located 515 miles west-southwest of this base. 

It is situated on 302 acres of Government-owned land, 303 acres of 
land under lease, and 361 acres of other interests. 

Oxnard Air Force Base was initially occupied in 1953. 

“The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support the planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$435 000. The projects included in this program consist generally of 
the provisions of additional aircraft parking apron, rear access taxi- 
way to the alert hangar; onbase fuel storage; additional approach 
lighting; a stand for testing jet engines; an ammunition facility; : 
bowling alley and swimming pool, plus necessary utility connections 
for the above projects. 

The Cuarrman, The next is Paine Air Force Base, Everett, Wash. 
This is an old base. We authorized $5,464 prevously We contracted 
$4,184,000, and they are here asking for $1,039.000; and no family 
quarters there. That will practically wind up that base. 

General Ropennauser. The 23d of these locations is Paine Air 
Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 1000 feet. Ever- 
ett, Wash., is located 6.5 miles northeast of this base. 
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It is situated on 42 acres of Government-owned land, 1,569 acres 
of land under lease, and 309 acres of other easements. 

Paine Air Force Base was initially occupied in 1942. 

The planned use of this base is for operational and reserve units. 
Present and prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support the 
planned mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable 
facilities at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose 
proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,039,000. The projects included in this program consist generally 
of the provisions of aircraft blast pads on base fuel storage; an air- 
craft maintenance hangar with shops; land acquisition, an ammuni- 
tion storage building; a gymnasium; plus utility connections required 
for the above projects. 

Mr. Ketiener. One question on that, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ketiteuer. This and the last base are on leased land. The lease 
extends only for the duration of the emergency. Has any attempt 
been made, or is any attempt being made, to make that a longer lease, 
for a definite term of 25 years or something of that kind, General ? 

General Ropennavuser. Colonel Price. Mr. Kelleher has asked a 
question about the land at Paine. 

Mr. Ketitener. The duration of the emergency—this and the last 
base. 

The CuarrmMan. Oxnard and Paine Air Force Bases are on leased 
property. 

Mr. Kertitener. And for only the duration of the emergency. 

The CHamman. That is right. 

Mr. Kettener. Which, of course, could end at any time. 

The Cuarmman. That is right. 

Colonel Price. The land at Oxnard, Mr. Chairman, is being do- 
nated by the county. That is in process at the present time. 

The Cuarrman. How many thousand acres is the county giving the 
Government ? 

Colonel Price. The donation involves 303 acres 

The CHatrman. How much? 

Colonel Price. 303 acres. 

The CHarrMan. 303 acres, the county is giving that ? 

Colonel Price. Yes, sir. 

The Carman. And it is in the process of negotiation—you get 
the fee, in the Government ? ; 

Colonel Price. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Ketxiener. How about Paine? 

The Crarrman. And what about at Paine? 

Colonel Pricer. At Paine there was an item in last year’s public 
works program which provided for the purchase by the Air Force 
of an area required for the Reserve facility and as part of that deal we 
are acquiring the balance of the area there by means of continuing a 
present lease for 10 years. At the end of the 10 years title will pass 
to the Government. ’ 

The CHarrman. Good. 





3049 


All right, the next one is Portland International Airport. This is 
an old base. This has been previously authorized. $1,654,000. 

Mr. Ketiener. Right. 

The CHairman. You have only let $2,000 worth of contracts against 
this base. And now you are asking for $554,000. 

General Ropennavser. The 24th of these locations is Portland Inter- 
national Airport, at an approximate pressure altitude of 400 feet. 
Portland, Oreg., is located 4.5 miles south-southwest of this base. 

It is situated on 405 acres of land under lease. 

Portland International Airport was initially occupied in 1941. 

The planned use of this base is for operational and Reserve units. 
Present and prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support the 
planned mission and the Department of the Air Force has not suit- 
able facilities at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose 
proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$554,000. ‘The projects included in this program consist generally of 
the provisions of an aircraft power check pad; vehicle parking are: 
and rehabilitation of sewer lines; an ammunition storage facility ; non- 
commissioned officers club, service club and swimming pool; plus utility 
connections required for the above projects. 

The CHarman. Isn’t that an old base? 

General Ropennauser. It has been in the program for about—this 
will be the fourth time, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. All right. Then why should it be in there any 
longer, when you have $4,654,000, and you have only spent $2,000 in 
carrying out your authorization ? 

General Ropenuauser. Mr. Chairman, we have been unable to get 
the rest of it under contract or obligation because of an unsatisfactory 
situation at this airport where we can not come into agreement with 
the CAA and the local airport operating authority, in order to locate 
our fighter facilities, our alert hangars. 

The Cyatrman. Now it takes mutual agreement with Portland 
city and the Government ; doesn’t it ? 

General Rop—ennaAvser. That is correct, sir. 

The Cnatrrman. Allright. You haven’t been able to accomplish it? 

General Rop—enHAvsER. We have not, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And this has been on the books now for 4 years; 
hasn’t it ? : 

General Ropennavser. This will be the fourth program. 

The Cuatrman. The fourth program. Why don’t you go some- 
where else and build your own place and get off the Portland municipal 
airport ? 

General Roprennavser. We have that under consideration at this 
time, Mr. Vinson. 

The Cuatrman. Then why not strike out this item? It is only 
$554,000. Why should you waste that? - 

For 4 years this item has been there. For 4 years you have been 
trying to make the arrangements with the Portland International 
Airport. You can’t make any arrangement. So you have only spent 
$2,000. You did the proper thing in not spending your money. Now 
why should you fool yourself any longer? Why shouldn’t you just 
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wipe it out of the book and go somewhere else and take your facilities 
and what you need and put it where you can be your own boss? 

General Ropennauser. Well, Mr. Chairman, I haven’t anything but 
respect for your wisdom on this one. I feel that we are not going to 
get this under obligation, either, if the situation out there continues. 

The CuHarrman. All right. Then we will all agree we will just 
strike that one out. 

General RopenHaAvser. However, I would like to advise 

The Cuatrman. You go out there now and you look around and 
you find out—you need it or else you wouldn’t have it in here. You 
recommend to the next session of Congress that an Air Defense Com- 
mand Base be located in that vicinity, and I feel confident that the 
committee will give careful consideration to it. Just let Portland 
know we are coming out. 

General Ropenuauser. Correct. 

The Cuatrman. You think that is sound ? 

General Ropennavser. I think it is sound, Mr. Vinson, at this stage. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Kitpay. You probably will come to agreement, won’t you? 

The Cuatrman. All right. What is the next one? Presque Isle. 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Johnson, there is no chance of it going in 
California. You keep in Oregon. 

Mr. Jonnson. I have a question on the preceding one. 

The CuarrMan. Paine Air Force? 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes, and Portland Airbase. How many military 
people are up there? 

General RopenHaAtvseErR. Where is this, sir? 

Mr. Smart. Portland. 

Mr. Jounson. At Portland. 

The Cuatrman. We are striking that out. There’s nobody there. 
[ Laughter. | 

Weare trying to get in. They won’t let us get in. 

Mr. Jounson. How about all the facilities ? 

The Cuarrman. That was their plan. They only spent $2,000 of 
the $4 million. 

Mr. Jounson. It is all out. 

The CuatrMan. All out. 

Now take this Presque Isle Air Force Base. Now that is an old 
base. We have authorized $3,531,000. And we have contracted for 

2,434,000. And you want $2,003,000 more. Making around an $8 
million establishment since the 80th Congress. 

General Ropennavuser. The 25th of these locations is Presque Isle 
Air Force Base, at an approximate pressure altitude of 1,300 feet. 
Presque Isle, Maine, is located 1 mile southeast of this base. 

It is situated on 1,416 acres of Government-owned land, 243 acres 
under lease, and 276 acres of other interests. 

Presque Isle Air Force Base was initially occupied in 1941. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support the planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
7 any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 
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The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$2,003,000. The projects included in this program consist generally 
of the provisions of strengthening existing aircraft parking apron; 
additional approach lighting; airmen’s dining hall and barracks; 
family housing; land acquisition; and an ammunition magazine; 
plus utility connections required for the above projects. 

The Cuarrman. And that includes houses. How many? 

General Ropennavuser. One hundred houses, Mr. Chairman. And 
I have a couple of adjustments in line items here, sir. The line item 
for the dining hall, airmen, falls in with the other change that we dis- 
cussed earlier, which would increase the total of this base from 
$2,003,000 to $2,056,000, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Keep these figures, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ke.iener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The next one is Selfridge Air Force Base. That 
isan old one. We have authorized $5,515,000. We spent $3,688,000. 
And you want $5,443,000 more. About $10 million. And that does 
not include any family housing. 

General RopenHavser. That is correct, sir. 

The 26th of these locations is Selfridge Air Force Base, at an ap- 
proximate pressure altitude of 1,100 feet. Mount Clements, Mich., 
is located 3 miles west of this base. 

It is situated on 3,038 acres of Government-owned land and 371 
acres of other interests. 

Selfridge Air Force Base was initially occupied in 1917. 

The planned use of this base is for operational and Reserve units. 
Present and prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support the 
planned mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable 
facilities at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose pro- 
posed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$5,443,000. The projects included in this program consist generally 
of the provisions of aircraft blast pads, primary taxiway widening; 
an addition to the telephone exchange building; approach and taxi- 
way lighting; dormitories and dining facilities for airmen, telephone 
facilities, modification of heating facilities; storm drainage lines, addi- 
tional water storage and mains; land acquisition; a hospital; officers’ 
and noncommissioned officers’ club; swimming pool with bathhouse; 
plus utility connections required for the above projects. 

The Cuarrman. That will probably wind it up. Sioux City 

General Ropenuavser. I have a deletion and some addition, sir. 

The CHarrman. All right. 

General RopenHavser. Item No. 6 is again the dining hall problem 
we just discussed, and it adds a few thousand dollars there. We delete 
No, 12 in the amount of $24,000, which was storage for potable water. 
And it leaves us a net increase of $82,000 at this base, or a new base 
total of $5,525,000, sir, as opposed to the $5,443,000. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now the next one is Sioux City Municipal Airport. That is an 
old base. We authorized $4,663,000 and we contracted for $1,729,000. 
And you want $290,000 more. And no family houses there. 
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General Ropennauser. I have a plus on the mess hall there, too, 
sir, of $53,000, which makes this $343,000, instead of $290,000, sir. 

The 27th of these locations is Sioux City Municipal Airport, at an 
approximate pressure altitude of 1,550 feet. Sioux City, Iowa, is 
located 6.5 miles north of this base. 

It is situated on 2,322 acres of land under lease. 

Sioux City Municipal Airport was initially occupied in 1942, 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support the planned 
mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed 
for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$290,000. The projects included in this program consist generally 
of the provisions of aircraft blast pads; additional approach lighting; 
an airmen’s dining hall; plus utility connections required for the above 
projects. 

The CuHarrman. All right. The next is Stewart Air Force Base. 
That is an old base. We authorized $7,150,000 and you contracted 
for $3,539,000, and you want $112,000 more, which will practically 
wind up that base. And no family quarters are there. 

General Ropennavser. That is correct. 

The 28th of these locations is Stewart Air Force Base, at an ap- 
proximate pressure altitude of 1,500 feet. Newburgh, N. Y., is located 
4 miles southeast of this base. 

It is situated on 1,803 acres of Government-owned land and 25 acres 
of other interests. 

Stewart Air Force Base was initially occupied in 1942. 

The planned use of this base is for operational and Reserve units. 
Present and prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support the 
planned mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable 
facilities at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose 
proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$112,000. The projects included in this program consist generally 
of the provisions of a navigational aid and additional approach light- 
ing; an ammunition magazine; perimeter fencing; plus utilities re- 
quired to support the above projects. 

Mr. Cunntncuam. Mr. Chairman. May I ask the plus on that 
Sioux City one? 

General Ropennavser. $53,000. 

Mr. CunnincHaM. Plus. 

General Ropennavser. Yes, sir, for the dining halls. 

The CuatrmMan. The next is Suffolk Air Force Base. This is an 
old base; $9,578,000 has been appropriated ; $8,957,000 has been con- 
tracted for ; and you want $2,207,000 to—and including family houses— 
to wind up that base. 

General Ropenuavser. Fifty units of family housing, sir. The 
29th of these locations is Suffolk County Air Force Base, at an approxi- 
mate pressure altitude of 500 feet. Westhampton, N. Y., is located 
3.8 miles north northeast of this base. 
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It is situated on 1,640 acres of land under lease and 559 acres of 
other interests. 

Suffolk County Air Force was initially occupied in 1948. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support the planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at 
any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 
base. 

The committee has been provided for detailed information with re- 
spect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$2,207,000. The projects included in this program consist generally 
of the provisions of additional aircraft parking apron; rear access 
taxiway to the alert hangar; on base fuel storage ; additional approach 
and taxiway lighting; an airmen’s dormitory; motor pool parking; 
land acquisition ; ammunition storage and assembly buildings, a chapel 
and combined officers’ club and dining facility; a gymnasium; family 
housing; plus utility connections required for the above projects. 

The CuarrmMan. Now, Traverse City area, Michigan. We author- 
ized $8,635,000 and we haven’t contracted for any money. And you 
are asking for $1,881,000. Now has that controversy been settled ¢ 

General Ropennauser. Mr. Chairman, I can add nothing at this 
time to what the Under Secretary told the committee last week. 

The 30th of these locations is Traverse City area, Michigan. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support the planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at 
any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 
base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,881,000. The projects included in this program consist generally 
of the provisions of rear access taxiway to the alert hangar; on base 
fuel storage, a photographic laboratory; flight simulator building; 
ammunition storage and assembly buildings, storage buildings for base 
supplies; a chapel, noncommissioned officers’ club; service club; an 
addition to the officers’ mess for an officers’ club, and a gymnasium; 
headquarters building for air installations, air police, and the air base 
group, security fencing and security gate house; parachute, automo- 
bile maintenance and air installations shops; plus utility connections 
required for the above projects. 

The Cuatrman. Why not let it stand in status quo? It has already 
been authorized. 

General Ropennavuser. That is correct, sir, in an area, yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. As an area. 

Mr. Ketiener. Eight million six last year, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHarrmMan. Well, of course, you won’t spend the money until 
the fuss gets over. What did the Appropriations Committee do ?/ 

General Ropennauser. They gave us money against the authoriza- 
tion, sir—not the total amount. 

The Cuatrman. Well, now—they have appropriated money; is that 
right ? 

General Rop—ENHAUSER. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarrmMan. This year? 
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General Ropennavuser. Not this year yet, no, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

General Ropennauser. Last year. We haven't been to them yet 
this year, sir. 

Mr. Ketiener. Didn’t they hold up for some time the expenditure 
of the funds that they had given you, though ? 

General Ropennavuser. They have, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ke.iener. So you can’t spend that now ? 

General Ropennauser. That is right. 

The Cuairman. Why wouldn’t it be the sensible thing to do to just 
hold this in abeyance until they definitely decided what is going to 
be done ¢ 

General Ropennauser. I think that would be a good idea, sir. Then 
we could reconsider this later on. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

General Ropennauser. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. For the time being we will strike out Traverse City 
area until the storm blows over. 

Truax Field, Madison, Wis.: That is an old base. We have author- 
ized $7,052,000; we contracted for $4,201,000, and they ask for 
$1,263,000, and no houses there. 

General Ropennauser. That is correct, sir. 

The 31st of these locations is Truax Field at an approximate pres- 
sure altitude of 2,906 feet. Madison, Wis., is located 5 miles south- 
west of this base. 

It is situated on 23 acres of Government-owned land and 1,598 acres 
under lease. 

Truax Field was initially occupied in 1942. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support the planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at 
any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 
base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,263,000. The projects included in this program consist generally 
of the provisions of additional aircraft parking apron, rear-access 
taxiway to the alert hangar; on base-fuel storage; additional approach 
and taxiway lighting; airmen’s dormitories; land acquisition; am- 
munition assembly and storage buildings; a gymnasium; an automo- 
tive maintenance shop to replace a National Guard facility; plus 
utility connections required for the above projects. 

The Caatrrman. Wurtswith Air Force Base: This is an old base. 
We have authorized $6,794,000. They have contracted for $4,999,000. 
And they are asking for $2,511,000, including family houses. 

General Ropennauser. Fifty units, sir. 

The 32d of these locations is Wurtsmith Air Force Base at an ap- 
proximate pressure of 1,200 feet. Oscoda, Mich., is located 3.5 miles 
southeast of this base. 

It is situated on 1,520 acres of Government-owned land, 2,324 acres 
of land under lease, and 668 acres of other interests. 

Wurtsmith Air Force Base was initially occupied in 1926. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support the planned mis- 


id a 


“= hte. OS a OS ~> = 


co wm. 





3055 


sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program which consist generally 
of the provisions of taxiway shoulder stabilization, rear-access tax1- 
way to the alert hangar, additional approach lighting; additional 
aircraft maintenance hangar and shop space and a stand for testing 
jet engines; an airmen’s dormitory; a garbage incinerator, vehicle 
parking area, and storm drainage along roads; family housing; am- 
munition storage and assembly buildings, additional base warehous- 
ing; air police headquarters ; a parachute and dinghy shop; plus utility 
connections required for the above projects. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Youngstown Municipal Airport, which is an old base, about wound 
up. They asked—we authorized $8,851,000, and you have spent 
$8,120,000 and you ask for $742,000, not including family housing ? 

General Ropenuaser. That is correct, sir. 

The 33d of these locations is Youngstown Municipal Airport at an 
approximate pressure altitude of 1,650 feet. Youngstown, Ohio, is 
located 11.1 miles south of this base. 

It is situated on 584 acres of Government-owned land, 786 acres 
of land under lease, and 49 acres of other interests. 

Youngstown Municipal Airport was initially occupied in 1952. 

The planned use of this base is for operational and Reserve units. 
Present and prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support the 
planned mission and the Department of the Air Forces has no suitable 
facilities at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose pro- 
posed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$742,000. The projects included in this program consist generally of 
the provisions of additional aircraft parking apron; additional ap- 
proach and taxiway lighting; storm drainage; storage for bulk base 
and air installations supplies; a chapel, club for noncommissioned 
officers, an addition to the officers mess for an officers’ club, a gym- 
nasium; plus utility connections required for the above projects. 

The Cuarrman. Yuma County Airport is an old base. $6,369,000, 
and we have appropriated and spent, or contracted $3,640,000, and 
you are asking for $2,107,000. Then you are expanding that con- 
siderably ? 

General Ropennauser. Yes, sir. This is the other gunnery 
range 

The Cuatrman. Oh, yes, that is right. 

General Ropennavser. Yes, sir. 

The 34th of these locations is Yuma County Airport at an approxi- 
mate pressure altitude of 600 feet. Yuma, Ariz., is located at 4.5 
miles north-northwest of this base. 

It is situated on 1,097 acres of Government-owned land and 196 
acres under lease. 

Yuma County Airport was initially occupied in 1942. 

The planned use of this base is for training units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support the planned mis- 
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sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$2,107,000. The projects included in this program consist generally 
of the provisions of taxiway lighting, an aircraft maintenance hangar 
with shops and a stand for testing jet engines; a high altitude training 
building; airmen dormitories and officers’ quarters; a baseball field 
and a bowling alley; an air police headquarters; plus utility connec- 
tions required for the above projects. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, General, that—and no houses there. 

Now, that finishes the Air Defense Command. 

Now how many air defense bases are there in the United States? 
All these are the ones set out in here ? 

General Ropennavuser. This is not the total number, no, sir. 

The Cuarman. Well 

General Ropennauser. This is only those on which we have work. 

Colonel Moore. 

Colonel Moore. There are a total of 56, Mr. Chairman, that are 
either under the command of Air Defense Command or are jointly 
used with other commands. 

The Cuairman. Now an Air Defense Command is statutorily estab- 
lished. 

General Ropennavser. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. And Strategic Command is statutorily established. 

General Ropennavser. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Then 

General Ropennavuser. Tactical Air Command, I believe, is statu- 
torily, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Tactical ? 

General Ropennauser. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Now Air Defense Command means the defense of 
continental United States? 

General RopennaAuser. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And there are 56 of them ? 

General Ropennavser. There are 56 Air Defense Command bases, 
sir, and there are 34 represented in this program which you just 
looked at. 

The CHarrman. And all of them are underway except 4 or 5 that 
were authorized last year, plus these 2 established this year? 

General Ropennauser. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Wiutson. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wutson. Last year the committee authorized $4 million for an 
ADC base in the southern California area. I would like to know what 
happened to it. It is off the map. 

General Wasnrourne. Mr. Chairman, the Secretary of Defense ar- 
ranged for the Navy Department to take the mission that was pro- 
gramed for that base, and the authorization has been rescinded. 

The Cuatrman. Which command does that fall under ? 

General WasHpourne. Air Defense Command. 
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The Cuamman. What place was it? ; 

General WasHpourne. It was southern California area designated. 

The CuarrmMan. It is not in this bill. 

General WasHpourneE. It is not in this bill. 

Mr. Wuson. No, but it was approved last year and I felt we ought 
to have an explanation as to what happened. 

Mr. Bares. The Navy has it. 

Mr. Wison. Is the Navy going to integrate or cooperate with ADC 
in your overall 

General WasHpourneE. That is correct. The creation of the new 
joint command, the continental Air Defense Command, provides a 
machine in which the army antiaircraft effort and the Navy air arm 
facilities assigned to air defense are integrated with the Air Force at 
the joint command at Colorado Springs. 

Mr. Witson. Why was it found necessary to turn that responsibility 
over to the Navy ? 

General WasHeournE. The Secretary of Defense made that decision 
based on the fact that the Navy had facilities and resources in that 
area, and he assigned the mission to the Navy Department. 

The Cuarrman. In southern California? 

General WasHBourNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Smarr. San Diego. 

The Cuatmrman. In the area of San Diego. 

General WasupourNnE. In the area of San Diego. 

The Cramman. Of course. Because San Diego is a Navy town. 
That is the reason he turned it over to the Navy. 

Mr. Witson. There is a lot of air there. The Air Force ought to be 
in there, too. 

The CuarrMan. It is a Navy town. Don’t you represent a Navy 
town ? 

Mr. Witson. Well, I am neutral. [Laughter. | 

The CHarrman. All right. Now let’s get down to business. 

The next is Air Materiel Command. 

General Ropennavser. Mr. Chairman, before going to the Air 
Materiel Command, I would like to point out, as in prior years, we 
have a section on the air control and warning net, which is really a 
part of the Air Defense Command setup. It does not appear next 
in the book, but is in the back of your book. I just brought that to 
your attention now in the event you would prefer to take that up, 
rather than proceed with the Materiel. 

The Crarrman. Let’s go through with the bill the way we started. 

General Ropennavser. All right, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. And we will call you back. 

General Ropennavser. Right, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Well, where is it in the printed bill, Mr. Kelleher ? 
What page? 

Mr. Smart. A, C, and W. 

Mr. Devereux. Page 61. 

The Cuamman. 617 

Mr. Kerner. Yes, sir. Page 61. 

General Ropenwauser. Yes. 

The CuarrMan. We will take that up right now and get through 
with Air Defense. All right. 
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Various locations: Airfield pavement, fuel and dispensing facili- 
ties and so forth, $98,552,000. Now this is a lump-sum authorization. 

General Ropennauser. Page 

The CHarrman. What page of the book ? 

General Ropennavser. 383 in your book. 

The Cuatrman. Oh, yes. Now these are the places where you 
would put these aircraft control and warning systems. Now that is 
what you call the radar screen. 

General Ropennavser. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The Crarrman, Any installations been made at these places in the 
book today, or are all these new ¢ 

General Ropennavuser. These are new stations, Mr. Chairman, to 
augment the present approved air defense net. The only item that 
has appeared before is your Texas tower system, the last one of the 
group, at the very bottom of the column. 

The Cuarrman. Then there are 18 new stations referred to in this 
book ? 

General RopenHAUSsER. Quite a bit of this dollar total, Mr. Chair- 
man, is for land to buy out existing leases. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. Now, of course, the subcommittee 
that deals with that have that up all the time, what you are going in 
to buy, a tract of land for the interceptor and the warning sysem. 

Mr. Brooks. General, what does that project, Sage 79, do? 

General RopenHAvser. That is part of the same system that we 
discussed the initial phases with you last year for the automatic 
handling of data in connection with the air defense system. 

I believe it was known in terms to you last year as the Lincoln sys- 
tem, sir. Thisisa portion of that overall system. 

The Cuatrman. Now would it be permissible off the record, as this 
is an executive, to state the total number 

Mr. Smart. This is off the record, Sam. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

General Ropennavuser. Mr. Chairman, we are prepared, if the 
committee so desires, to give you a full briefing, say 

The Cuatrman. Off the record. 

General Ropennavser. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. I think somebody ought to briefly tell the commit- 
tee how a particular station maintains a constant watch and readi- 
ness. I visualize it somewhat just—as a comparison—like a firehouse. 
The firemen are there and the engines are there, and the same thing 
with reference to these warning bases. 

Mr. Smart. This is off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The Cuarrman. And you need $98,552,000. And how many did you 
sav we had all together? 

General Ropennavser. Colonel Moore is getting that exact figure, 
Mr. Chairman, from the Pentagon Building. 

This is off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuarrman. Of course, when we come in about the land, Mr. 
Cunningham and the subcommittee will go into the cost. But my 
observation has been we just have to go ahead and make the best kind 
of trade we can. We have to have them. 
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General Ropennavser. That is right. 

The Cuairman. And when you are up against a thing, you needn’t 
fool yourself. We have to do it or not do it. 

General RopenHavser. That is correct. 

The Cuairman. This is for the security of the country. 

What about housing units at these places now ? 

General Ropennauser. Well, there has recently been cleared in the 
Pentagon, sir, a program on family housing for aircraft and warning 
stations; and that is under progress now. That is, not the construc- 
tion, but the firming up of the program and getting it cleared to pro- 
ceed with that housing. 

The CHarrMan. My recollection is—I had a letter from Senator 
Mansfield about some housing. Do you have that letter ? . 

Mr. Kewiener. I don’t have his letter, Mr. Chairman. That was 
sent to the Department on April 29. But he inquired about the pro- 
vision of family housing at AC and W installations in the area of 
Opheim, Havre and Cut Bank, Mont., and you asked the Department 
to tell you what their plans were. 

The Cuarrman. We won’t take up the time of the full committee 
to try to get that information. Try to get that and send it to him. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question on Texas towers ¢ 

The Cuairman. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. What has been your experience, General ? 

How far have you gotten in the construction of the Texas towers? 

General WasHpourneE. The first tower has been substantially com- 
pleted, Mr. Hardy, and is to be launched in Massachusetts on this 
coming Friday. 

It will be towed out and put into the water off the northeast coast 
on or about the 10th of July. 

Mr. Harpy. What is the depth of the water where you can expect 
to put it? 

yeneral WasHBourRNE. It is going in water that averages about 50 
feet deep. Some of the towers will be in deeper water than that, but 
the first one is going in water about 50 feet deep. 

Mr. Harpy. How high above the water will they be ? 

General WasHpourNnE. The platform of the tower will ride 87 feet 
above the water level. 

Mr. Harpy. Eighty-seven feet above the fifty feet below ? 

General WasHBourNE. Yes, sir; that is right. 

Mr. Harpy. And your foundations are all in ? 

General WasupourNne. No, sir. The foundations are part of the 
tower. 

There are three legs that will stick down from the main hull. The 
hull is taken out in the ocean, with the legs up, and when they get to 
the proper site the legs are jacked down into the foundations and 
then the hull rises by pneumatic pressure to ride above the water to 
that elevation. 

(Mr. Kelleher hands picture to chairman.) 

The CuarrMan. Here isa picture of it. 

It is a radar platform. I will send it back there. It is a very 
interesting thing. 

Mr. Harpy. I would like to see it. 

(The chairman hands it to him.) 





Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman? 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Bray. Roughly what will these cost ? 

I know they will be different in different places. 

General WasHpBourNeE. Four or five million dollars apiece. 

Mr. Bray. Four or five million ? 

Mr. Harpy. Four to five million dollars apiece. 

General WasHBouRNE. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. Of course that would depend pretty well on the depth 
of the water, will it not, General ? 

General WasHBpourNE. Yes, sir; I think it will. 

Mr. Harpy. And what is the maximum depth that present indica- 
tions are you will have to build them on? 

Of course you have some limitation with respect to geographical 
location of them, haven’t you ? 

General WasHpourne. Yes; that is right. 

Mr. Harpy. And have you already surveyed to locate each of them? 

General Wasupsourne. They have been surveyed and located, yes, 
sir. 

Mr. Harpy. What is the maximum depth that you anticipate ? 
Mr. Ferry. I think I can answer that, Mr. Hardy. 

140 feet is the maximum depth that we are going to locate one in 
a shoal. 

Mr. Harpy. Have you estimated the cost of that as compared to 
the one you are fixing to launch ? 

Mr. Ferry. No, sir, we have not. Because we are trying to gather 
cost enough. When we get the first one in place, it will firm up better 
estimates for the future. 

The Cuatrman. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Jounson. What about those 16—“‘74 sites gap fillers” ? 

=xplain that. 

General Ropennavuser. Those are gap fillers that are placed in be- 
tween the regular large permanent type radar stations to fill specific 
area requirements. 

For instance, topography may dictate that you need an additional 
small station of limited coverage in a certain spot to be sure that enemy 
penetration through the screen could not be effected. 

These are spotted variously around the United States to fill that 
type of gap and hence the name “Gap filler.” 

Mr. Jounson. All right. 

Mr. Bares. Where, east of northeastern Massachusetts, are you go- 
ing to tow this first tower ? 

General Wasueourne. I did not understand the question, Mr, Bates. 

Mr. Bares. I would like to know where this first tower is going off 
the coast of northeastern Massachusetts ? 

Mr. Ferry. First tower will be off the coast of Massachusetts. I 
have forgotten the name of the shoal. But it is off the coast of Massa- 
chusetts, a matter of 50 or 60 miles. 

Mr. Bares. The general said northeastern Massachusetts. 

General Wasupourne. I do not believe I said that, Mr. Bates. [ 
don’t know exactly where this first one is going to be put on the ground. 

Mr. Bares. You are towing that away / 
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Mr. Ferry. Out of Quincy. 

The Cuatrman. Be sure you do not disturb the fishing industry 
when you put it out. 

Mr. Bares. I just want to know what is going on in my own home- 
town, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Ferry. Mr. Bates, we are going to have a christening next 
Friday. 

Weare going to christen the hull. 

The CuHatrmMan. Without objection, the committee approves 
$98,552,000 for aircraft warning and control systems. 

Now, do you deal with sections 202 and 203 now ? 

You do not deal with section 202, do you, General ? 

General Ropennavser. I believe we probably 

The Cuartrman. What about section 303 of the bill ? 

General Ropennauser. Yes, sir. 

These are the additional authorizations, sir, that are required from 
last year’s program. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now take Carswell Airbase. 

General Ropennavuser. These are all commands, sir. 

The CuHarrMan. Well, who presents that? 

You present that, too ? 

General Ropennauser. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right; we will go right through. 

Let’s get back to air materiel, then. 

Mr. KeL.teHerR. Page 39. 

The CHarrMan. Let’s get back there. 

Now Brooklyn Air Force Base. 

Now this is an old base. $20,850,000 has been authorized and we 
have contracted for $11,681,000. 

You want $4,115,000. And no family houses. 

General Ropennavser. The first of these locations is Brooklyn Air 
Force Base, with an approximate pressure altitude of 300 feet. 
Mobile, Ala. is located approximately 3 miles north of the base. 

It is situated on 1,668 acres of Government-owned land; plus 10 
acres under lease, and 94 acres of other interests. Brooklyn Air Force 
Base was initially occupied in 1941. 

The planned use of this base is for Headquarters, Mobile Air Mate- 
rial Area, depot units, and Air Transport Command operational 
units. Present and prior authorized facilities are inadequate to sup- 
port this planned mission and the Department of the Air Force has 
no suitable facilities at any other base that might be utilized for the 
purpose proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$4,115,000. The projects included in the total program consists gen- 
erally of the provisions for widening and strengthening of the pri- 
mary runway and warmup pads and necessary taxiways, and provides 
the required airfield lighting system ; the addition of bulk fuel storage 
facilities, additional shop facilities required for the depot mission, 
shop space for the maintenance of MATS aircraft; the construction 
of a dining hall and three dormitories for airmen, to replace present 
temporary facilities, and the necessary utilities to support the above 
projects. 
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The Cuarrman. Now tell the committee briefly what the Air Ma- 
terial Command is? 

(yeneral Ropennauser. The Air Material Command is the major 
command in the Air Force that has overall responsibility for provid- 
ing adequate and efficient systems of procurement, production, main- 
tenance and supply for the Air Force. 

They provide general overall logistical support for all agencies and 
activities of the United States Air Force, and to train specialized units 
for the accomplishment of specified logistics functions in overseas 
areas and theaters; and to train individuals requiring a long training 
time to fill requirements of air depot type units scheduled for activa- 
tion and to fill replacement requirements. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

I think we all knew, but I wanted it for the record anyhow. 

The next one is Griffiss Air Force Base. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, on these dormitories I would like to ask 
a question. 

These prices vary very considerably, between $1,400 and something 
and $1,650 in this case here. 

That is a little bit different presentation received in past years, where 
we had a figure. These are reflections of estimates at each individual 
base or across a board estimate, or just how did you arrive at these 
estimates ? 

General Ropennavuser. These are based this year, Mr. Bates, on our 
project planning reports. 

But they are also designated to be within the limitations specified 
by the Congress as to the amount of money that could be spent on each 
individual or per individual in the construction of barracks of various 
types. 

The Cuatrman. There are no new Air Material Command bases 
provided for in this bill ? 

General Ropennavser. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All in this bill have been previously authorized 
some years in the past ? 

(yeneral Ropennavuser. That is right, sir. 

The CuatrMan. Now let’s go through them. 

Griffiss Air Force Base 

General Ropennavser. On Brookley, sir, before you leave it, I have 
another one of those mess halls for $55,000, which would change the 
total to $4,170,000. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

No, let us read the figures for the record. 

It is $21,076,000 been appropriated—authorized and $19,229,000 ap- 
propriated, and you ask for $15,683,000 more. 

General Ropenuavser. The second of these locations is Griffiss Air 
Force Base, at an approximate pressure altitude of 1,000 feet. Rome, 
N. Y., is located approximately 2 miles southwest of the base. 

It is situated on 2,568 acres of Government-owned land and 621 
acres of easement. Griffiss Air Force Base was initially occupied in 
1942 and has been used continuously since that time. 

The planned use of this base is as an Air Force depot and an air re- 
search and development center. Present and prior authorized facili- 
ties are inadequate to support the planned mission and the Department 
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of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any other base that might 
be utilized for the purpose proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items including family housing in this program in the 
total amount of $15,683,000. The projects included in the program 
consist generally of furnishing parking apron, extending and widen- 
ing the primary runway from 7,350 feet to 11,820 feet by 300 feet wide ; 
strengthening the present light duty to accommodate the heaviest air- 
craft, and furnishing the necessary warmup pads, taxiways, lighting 
systems, and acquisition of necessary real estate ; relocation of research 
aud development navigation aids facilities, furnishing adequate fuel- 
ing system with backup fuel storage. Additional aircraft main- 
tenance facilities and missile storage is being requested to support the 
Air Defense mission at this base; also an educational wing addition 
to the base chapel and a new permanent service club is being requested 
to replace the present obsolete temporary building. 

The Cuatrman. Now the Hill Air Force Base: $14,837,000 and you 
contracted for $4,463,000. 

You ask for $2,386,000. 

General Ropenuavuser. The third of these locations is Hill Air 
Force Base, at an approximate pressure altitude of 5,000 feet. Ogden, 
Utah, is located approximately 7 miles north of Hill Air Force Base. 

It is situated on 3,608 acres of Government-owned land. Hill Air 
Force Base was initially occupied in 1941. 

The planned use of this base is for headquarters, Ogden Air Mate- 
riel area, depot units and operational units. Present and prior auth- 
orized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mission and 
the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any other 
base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$2,386,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions of additional parking apron and airfield light- 
ing. 

The Cuarrman. Kelly: We heretofore authorized $53,933,000 and 
we have spent $33,643,000 and you ask for $1,945,000. 

General Ropenuauser. The fourth of these locations is Kelly Air 
Force Base, at an approximate pressure altitude of 900 feet. San 
Antonio, Tex., is located 4.5 miles northeast of Kelly Air Force Base. 

It is situated on 3,547 acres of Government-owned land and 7 acres 
of leased land. Kelly Air Force Base was initially occupied in 1917. 

The planned use of this base is for San Antonio Air Materiel area 
headquarters depot, airlift, and tenant.units. Present and prior au- 
thorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mission and 
the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any other 
base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,945,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions of additional parking apron, and aircraft 
washrack, airfield lighting, a depot reclamation yard, an engine build- 
up shop, and 351 acres of easement in the approach zone of the new 
runway. 
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The Cuarrman. At McClellan we authorized $35,723,000 and we 
have appropriated, or we contracted for $12,968,000 and you ask for 
$9,522,000. 

General Ropennauser. The fifth of these locations is McClellan 
Air Force Base, at an approximate pressure altitude of 400 feet. Sac- 
ramento, Calif., is located 9 miles southwest of this base. 

It is situated on 2,220 acres of Government-owned land; plus 39 
acres of other interests. McClellan Air Force Base was initially oc- 
cupied in 1939. 

The planned use of this base is for headquarters, Sacramento Air 
Materiel area, depot and operational units. Present and prior au- 
thorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mission and 
the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any other 
base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$9,522,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of widening, strengthening, and extending the primary runway, 
extending the taxiway and providing adequate airfield lighting; fur- 
nishing access apron for an aircraft shelter, additional parking apron, 
refueling hydrants, modification of the depot maintenance shops; pro- 
vide a fire station and aircraft maintenance facilities, construct a flight 
simulator training building, dormitories and officers quarters to re- 
place present inadequate temporary structures; a new electric switch- 
ing station; modification of the records processing building; obtain- 
ing easement clearance on 240.5 acres of land and the purchase of 
230.087 acres, both required to support the runway extension. 

The Cuarrman. At Norton Air ser Base we heretofore authorized 
$15,473,000 and we have contracted for $8,772,000 and you are asking 
for $3,153,000. 

General Ropennavser. The sixth of these locations is Norton Air 
Force Base, at an approximate pressure altitude of 1,450 feet. San 
Bernardino, Calif., is located 3 miles west of this base. 

It is situated on 1,746 acres of Government-owned land; plus 50 
acres under lease and 97 acres of easements. Norton Air Force Base 
was initially occupied in 1942. 

The planned use of this base is for headquarters San Bernardino 
Air Materiel area and depot and operational units. Present and prior 
authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mission 
and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any 
other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$3,153,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions of additional parking apron, taxiway lighting, 
an addition to the present depot shop, an airmen’s dining hall and two 
dormitories which are replacements of the present temporary struc- 
tures; acquisition of 21 acres of land to support the antenna systems 
and 55 acres for flight clearance at the northeast end of the primary 
runway; also a project is included for modification of the warehouse 
lighting system. 

The Cuarrman. At Olmsted Air Force Base we authorized 
$9,573,000 and we contracted for $5,930,000 and you are asking for 
$21,324,000. 
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General Ropennauser. The seventh of these locations is Olmsted 
Air Force Base, at an approximate pressure altitude of 700 feet. 
Harrisburg, Pa., is located 1.2 miles southeast. 

It is situated on 508 acres of Government-owned land, plus 4 acres 
of other interests. Olmsted Air Force Base was initially occupied in 
1918. 

The planned use of this base is for Headquarters Middletown Air 
Materiel area and depot units. Present and prior authorized facilities 
are inadequate to support this planned mission and the Department 
of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any other base that might 
be utilized for the purpose proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$21,324,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions for construction of a new runway system and 
parking apron with the necessary airfield lighting taxiways and 
support utilities, additional aircraft fuel storage, an aircraft main- 
tenance hangar, conversion of 200,000 square feet of obsolete ware- 
house type buildings to depot shops, and construction of a jet engine 
overhaul shop and modification of four test cells. 

Construction of depot warehousing, a central heating plant; provide 
supporting utilities such as electric, fire alarm, water, drainage, and 
sewer lines, roads and railroads, the purchase of land and obtaining 
easement on the land needed to support these projects. 

The Cuarrman. Now it looks like you have the cart before the horse 
there. 

Why didn’t you ask for the 21 and sort of taper off ? 

Now you are about to run out of work and you want a big job there? 

General Ropennauser. No, sir. 

Mr. Chairman, if you will recall in the 1953 program this committee 
authorized us to look into the establishment of a depot in the north- 
eastern portion of the United States. 

At that time we were talking about a location in New Jersey. The 
Air Force decided this winter that it would settle for the establishment 
of this northeast depot at an existing site known as the Olmsted Air 
Force Base and program its requirement into that establishment. 

Hence the large increase here to establish adequate runways and 
other facilities necessary to carry out this mission, in leu of building 
an entirely new base somewhere else. 

The Cuatrrman. Now 

General RopeNHAusER. A new base, Mr. Vinson, originally was pro- 
gramed for about $125 million. 

The CuHatrMan. Now let’s see. 

Wait 1 minute. 

Read this, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ketiener. This is an extract from the hearings of the Special 
Subcommittee on Real Estate and Construction of the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

Public works projects referred from H. R. 6375 in 1953. 

General Weikert was testifying. He says: 

General WEIKERT. It has been determined that the depot at Middletown, Pa., 
known as Olmsted Field, is too small to serve the area for which it is supposed 
to serve and it is not practical to enlarge it. The field there is bounded, as you 
know, on two sides by the river, and on the third side by the town, and the 
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fourth side by the multi-Pennsylvania mainline tracks, with a hill back of it. 
A new site was looked for nearby and one was found in Lancaster County. 
Mr. Vinson. That is right. 


General WEIKERT. A great objection was raised to that because that is the 
richest tand I think not only in the State of Pennsylvania, but in many other 
States of the Union. Therefore, we went farther east and found this tract of land 
New York. It is a part of the tract know as the Wharton Estate. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, that should read “New Jersey” and not 
“New York.” 

The point of the testimony at that time was General Weikert be- 
lieved it was not practical to increase this base, and I might point out 
that the runway that will be constructed here is many times the price 
of a normal runway. 

As I recall it, it is $8 million for the runway alone. 

The Cuarrman. Of course, from the appropriations—we author- 
ized $9,573,000 and spent $5,930,000 and now you come in here and you 
want $21 million to make a sure-enough place. 

The other was just sort of asideshow. [ Laughter. ] 

The Cuatrman. Now, what do you say in view of the testimony of 
the general that Mr. Kelleher just read ? 

General Wasupourne. Mr. Chairman, there are many factors that 
enter into the selection of this expansion at Olmstead. 

One of the big factors was the resurvey of existing depot facilities 
among the Army, Navy, and Air Force last year undertaken by the 
Secretary of Defense. 

In the course of that survey he was able to make available for the 
Air Force some of the existing depot facilities in the vicinity of 
Harrisburg, Pa., where this base is located. 

The value of that transfer of the order of $12 million worth of 
warehousing—another factor that entered into this decision—was the 
need to establish additional support for the Strategic Air Command in 
the northeast sector. 

That would have involved very substantial increase in Grffiss Air 
Force Base at Rome, N. Y. 

After several months of weighing these important factors where 
large amounts of money were involved, it was the final decision of 
the Air Force, concurred in by the Secretary of Defense, that it would 
be better and an all-around solution to expand Olmstead for this mis- 
sion rather than to put the investment at Griffiss or some other loca- 
tion so we could use this surplus warehousing made available. 

The Cuarman. Then that is the reason “oe are expanding because 
you are going to use the surplus warehouses ¢ 

General Ropennavser. The surplus warehousing available from 
the Department of the Army is one of those factors, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. As far as the runway is concerned, you have them 
close to the river, and it is going to cost you about $8 million, I under- 
stand, when a runway usually only costs about $3 million. 

Anything on that? 

General Ropennavser. It will cost more; yes, sir. 

We have to do substantial earthwork 

The Cuatrman. General, do you think in view of all the factors, 
that we are spending this $21 million wisely, to put it—to expand this 
facility, in view of the fact of what the general has already said 1n 
that testimony ¢ 

General Ropennavser. Yes, we do. 
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The CuHatrman. You have to come in here and buy some land now, 
haven’t you? 

General Ropennavuser. Well, yes, we do. 

The Cuarrman. How many acres do we have to buy of those Dutch 
farms up there ¢ 

That is fine country up there. 

General Ropenuavser. About 360 acres, Mr. Vinson. 

The CuarrMan. You are not going to buy any more than that? 

General Ropennavser. That is all that isshown here. 

Mr. Wuson. It shows at less than [deleted] an acre, too. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

The next one now is Robins Air Force Base. This is an old estab- 
listment; $35,769,000 was heretofore authorized; $24,541,000 has 
been contracted for. 

And they are only asking for $3,375,000. 

No housing facilities. 

Is that correct ? 

General RopenHauser. That is correct, sir. 

The eighth of these locations is Robins Air Force Base, at an ap- 
proximate pressure altitude of 550 feet. Macon, Ga., is located 14 
miles north of this base. 

It is situated on 6,060 acres of Government-owned land. Robins 
Air Force Base was initially occupied in 1942. 

The planned use of this base is for Headquarters Warner Robins Air 
Materiel Area, depot and operational units. Present and prior 
authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mission 
and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any 
on base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 

ase. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$3,375,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions of an additional parking apron, 2 communica- 
tions buildings, airfield lighting addition to the depot shops, and a 
new aircraft accessory repair shop; construction of 2 airmen’s dormi- 
tories which will replace an equal amount of temporary structure, and 
obtaining clearance easement on 153.27 acres of land at the northwest 
end of the new runway. 

Mr. Brooks. There is no objection to that, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. No, sir; not a bit in the world. 

Mr. Bares. Did we approve Olmstead, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHarrmMan. Yes, we approved it. 

Mr. Bares. We sat here for about 2 hours one day and the Air 
Force were telling us the reasons why they possibly could not use it. 

Wetried to talk them into it and we could not do it. 

The Cuarrman. They have some warehouses up there and they want 
to use the warehouses. 

Mr. Bares. They had them there at the same time, a year ago. 

The Cuarrman. At Searsport, they authorized $2,435,000 and they 
contracted $2,425,000. They only ask $133,000. 

General Ropennavser. The ninth of these locations is Searsport 
Air Force Tank Farm; Searsport, Maine, is located adjacent to this 
station. 
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It is situated on 21 acres of Government-owned land, 43 acres of 
Government leased land and 1,202 acres of other interests. 

The planned use of this tank farm is for the bulk storage and dis- 
pensing of aviation fuels and other petroleum products. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned 
mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facili- 
ties at any other tank farm that might be utilized for the purpose 
proposed for this tank farm. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$133,000. The projects included in program consist generally of a 
pipe line and pumping station in order to increase capacity and operat- 
ing efficiency of this tank farm. 

The Cuatrman. Tinker Air Force Base, Okla. 

This base was authorized at a cost of $28,418,000 and they appropri- 
ated $19,582,000. 

They want $205,000 more. 

General RopenHAusER. The tenth of these locations is Tinker Air 
Force Base, at an approximate pressure altitude of 1,600 feet. Okla- 
homa City, Okla., is located 8.5 miles northwest of the base. 

It is situated on 2,712 acres of Government-owned land, plus 361 
acres in other interests. Tinker Air Force Base was inititally oc- 
cupied in 1937 and reoccoupied in 1951. 

The planned use of this base is for Headquarters, Oklahoma City 
Air Materiel Area, and depot and operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned 
mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facili- 
ties at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed 
for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$205,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions of paved open storage and an addition to the 
paint and dope building. 

The Cuarrman. Wilkins Air Force Base. 

They authorized $13,237,000. 

We contracted for $6,256,000. They want $305,000. 

General Ropennavuser. The eleventh of these locations is Wilkins 
Air Force Station. Shelby, Ohio, is located 1 mile north of this 
station. 

It is situated on 486 acres of Government-owned land and 5 acres 
of other interests. Wilkins Air Force Station was initially occupied 
in 1944. 

The planned use of this station is an Air Force secondary depot. 
Present and prior authorization facilities are inadequate to support 
the planned mission and the Department of the Air Force has no 
suitable facilities at any other base that might be utilized for the pur- 
pose proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the item included in this program in the amount of $305,000. 
The project included in this total program consists of a central heating 
plant to provide sufficient heating capacity for this station. 
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The Cuarrman. Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio. 

This is authorized to cost—or rather the total authorization is 
$46,377,000. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman ? 

The CuHarrmMan. Wait; let me get it across. 

They have contracted for $26,151,000, and they are asking for 
$17,951,000. 

General Ropennavser. The twelfth of these locations is Wright- 
Patterson Air Force Base, at an approximate pressure altitude of 1,250 
feet. Fairborn, Ohio, is located adjacent to this base. 

It is situated on 7,696 acres of Government-owned land, plus 318 
acres of other interests. Wright-Patterson Air Force Base was initially 
occupied in 1917. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units, research facili- 
ties, Headquarters, Air Materiel Command, Wright Air Development 
Center, and USAF Institute of Technology. 

Present and prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support 
this planned mission, and the Department of the Air Force has no 
suitable facilities at any other base that might be utilized for the pur- 
pose proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$17,951,000. The projects included in the total program consist 


gen- 


erally of the provisions of construction of parking apron extension to 
the primary runway, the Air Force Technical Institute airmen’s dining 
hall, and dormitories and officers quarters to replace present tem- 


porary buildings; construction of research, development, and test 
facilities; the headquarters building for Air Research and Develop- 
ment Command, plus the necessary utilities and real estate required. 

The Cuatrman. Now I understand that there is some objection 
from General Devereux. 

Mr. Devereux. Yes, sir. 

The Coatrman. And who else? 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Lankford and the whole Maryland delegation 
on this particular thing. 

The Cuarrman. All right. I thought we would do this, members 
of the committee. We would set aside a certain time to hear these 
objectors before the bill is finished. 

Is that satisfactory to you ? 

Mr. Devereux. Yes 

Mr. Brooks. What is the objection, Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Devereux. The principal objection on the Wright-Patterson is 
that they are trying to move the Air Research and Development Com- 
mand from the Baltimore area out to Wright-Patterson. 

The Cuarrman. I see. All right, we are going to have a hearing 
on that. 

Without objection, we approve all air materiel command bases, 
except Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio. 

Mr. Kixpay. Let me ask him a question. I see you have land esti- 
mates on 351 acres at Kelly, for $51,000. 

General Ropennavuser. Mr. Kilday, I will have to get that infor- 
mation for you. 
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Mr. Krzpay. I wish you would. 

General RopenHauser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. There has been a good deal of apprehension at the 
south end, where there are, oh, I do not know, 25 or 30 individual resi- 
dents. 

General Ropennavser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Residents, that become very apprehensive because of 
these jet planes and these very heavy planes that are coming in. 
Would you get the information as to that? 

General Ropennacser. I will furnish it. 

Mr. Kixpay. It can’t be much; $51,000. It could not be all those 
homes. 

General Ropennavser. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrMan. We will have to take a recess until 2 o’clock. 

We will get permission to sit. And we will all be back here at 2 
o’clock and continue on right through this bill. 

General Ropennatser. Mr. Chairman, before you adjourn—— 

The CHatrMan. Yes. I know there are some additions and sub- 
tractions. 

General Ropennauser. Yes, sir. Is it all right if I give them to 
the counsel, sir ? 

The CHairmMan. Yes. We will take a recess until 2 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 11:55 a. m., the committee was recessed, to recon- 
vene at 2 p. m. the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


The Cuarrman. Let the committee come to order. 

Now, when we recessed at dinner time we had finished the 

Mr. Ketiener. Air Materiel Command, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. The Air Defense Command and the Air Materiel 
Command, except the Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio, 
which we will take up later. 

In addition thereto, we have approved the amount for aircraft con- 
trol and warning stations. 

Now we will turn back now to the Air Proving Ground Command— 
is that the next one ? 

General Ropennauser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Chairman, the Air Control and Warning that we took up was on 
page 57. 

The Cuarrman. Now, we will turn back to page 41 of the printed 
bill, and at Eglin Air Force Base, is that it ? 

General Ropennavser. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Now, that is a permanent institution 
and we have authorized $53,144,000, and of that amount we have spent 
$37,196,000. And you are asking in addition $7,966,000. That makes 
about a $60 million base. 

General Ropenuavser. This location is Eglin Air Force Base, at 
an approximate pressure altitude of 500 feet. Valparaiso, Fla., is 
located 1.8 miles southwest of this base. 

It is situated on 465,053 acres of Government-owned land plus 14 
acres in easements. Survey and audit of this reservation completed 
June 1953, and adjusts previous acreages reflected for this installation. 

The planned use of this base is for operational suitability testing 
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and operational units. Present and prior authorized facilities are 
inadequate to support this planned mission and the Department of the 
Air Force has no suitable facilities at any other base that might be 
utilized for the purpose proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$7,966,000. 

The projects included in the total program consist generally of the 
provision of a new primary runway with the necessary taxiways and 
warmup pad and airfield lighting, officers dining hall, and officers 
quarters; it also provides an addition to 1 range and modification of 
another range and the addition of 2 new ranges to the system. At two 
of the auxiliary bases, No. 2 and No. 3, provision is made to repair 
the blast pad and runway. 

Research and testing facilities are to be provided at auxiliary No. 6. 
At auxiliary No. 9 provision is made to construct a firing-in-butt, a 
radio beacon and an ammunition storage igloo. 

Acquisition of real estate and right-of-way easement’ is required to 
ae three theodolite sites. 

The Cuarrman. No, it is about time to wind up the construction 
down there, is it not, General ? 

xeneral RopENHAUSER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson, one reason that the price looks a little higher this year 
is that runway item. If you will recall, last year we asked for au- 
thorization to extend an existing runway. That became infeasible 

The CuHarrmMan. Wait 1 minute. What page in the book ? 

General RopenHAuserR. 289, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. Page 289? 

General RopeNHAusER. Yes, sir. 

That runway extension we asked for last year became infeasible and 
we do not intend to build it because it would cost a million dollars 
more than what we are asking for in this book. If we get this ap- 
proved, Mr. Chairman, we will offer the other authorization for can- 
celiation insofar as it applies to this project. 

This will give us an engineeringly feasible runway and one that will 
last us for a great many years in the future. 

The Cuarrman. Now, you are not making any request for any 
family houses there. You are asking for troop houses—barracks. 

(yeneral Ropenuauser. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Without objection. 

Now, the next is Air Training Command. 

General Ropennavuser. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, Amarillo Air Force Base, Amarillo, Tex. I 
might say that I’m happy to see how carefully the Members are study- 
ing the backup books. ' 

Now, this is a permanent establishment, and we have authorized 
$36,062,000; we have spent $33,886,000, and you are asking for $98,000 
more. Sothat ought to wind up that base. 

General Ropennauser. That ought to bring it substantially close to 
its finish point, yes, sir. 

The first of these locations is Amarillo Air Force Base at an ap- 
proximate pressure altitude of 3,850 feet. Amarillo, Tex., is located 
11 miles west of the base. 
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It is situated on 0 acres of Government-owned land and 2,343 acres 
of other interests. This base was initially occupied in 1943. This base 
is adjacent to the Amarillo Municipal Airport. Air Force jointly uses 
airport with city of Amarillo. 

The planned use of this base is for training. Present and prior au- 
thorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mission and 
the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any other 
base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$98,000. The projects included in the total program consist of the 
provision of utility improvements to a training building for general 
technical training. 

The Cratrman. All right. 

The next one—Now, tell us briefly before we go any further: Air 
Training Command, what is the military mission of the Air Training 
Command ¢ 

General Ropennauser. Mr. Chairman, the mission of the Air 
Training Command is to provide flying training leading to an aero- 
nautical rating, aircrew training, technical training leading to an 
Air Force specialty, basic military training, mobile training and such 
other training as may be directed by the Chief of Staff of the Air 
Force. 

In other words, it contains substantially all of our individual train- 
ing as such, as distinguished from the aircrew training that is carried 
on in the tactical commands. 

The Cuarrman, All right. That is what I thought it was. 

Now, members of the committee, let me call to your attention an 
article that was in the newspapers: 

$122,340 pilot training cost to be checked by auditors. 

The Air Force has hired a New York accounting firm to check its estimate 
that it costs $122,340 to train an F-94C jet fighter pilot. 

Air Secretary Talbott has used these figures to illustrate the complexity of 
today’s aircraft and the difficult training pilots must have. 

Members of Congress have questioned the estimate. Representative Sikes, 
Democrat of Florida, did so only last week during the House appropriations 
oro, ‘Talbott explained the estimate represented an overall pro-rata figure. He 
went on to say that a new effort to break down the training costs was underway 
and the Price-Waterhouse Co. of New York had undertaken the task. 

Now, we oftentimes hear when we use these figures, when we want 
to put something through—and it is always easy to get figures to fight 
our case, but $122,340 is a large amount of money to be expending to 
train one individual for anything, it looks like to me. ' 

Now, does that include the cost of these bases and the cost of air- 
craft and all that? 2 

General Ropennavuser. Mr. Chairman, I am not personally familiat 
with the figures you read. I would have to get the answer for you. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

For instance 

Off the record here now. 

( Discussion off the record.) 

The CHarrmMan. Can you advise the committee now how much you 
figure it costs to train a pilot? 
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General Ropennavser. No, sir, I can’t offhand, Mr. Chairman. 
That is not my line of activity. But I can certainly find out what 
went into that figure you have there. 

The Cuairman. All right, you get some information on that to- 
morrow morning. We would like to know. Because somebody is 
going to ask some questions. 

Mr. Kizpay. Mr. Chairman, that is a fighter pilot. I believe the 
figure we used on a bomber pilot was $175,000. 

The Cuarrman. That is right, exactly. We got all sort of figures 
and we will just use them any way we want to. 

General Ropennavser. I will endeavor to get the breakdown for 
you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

The next training field is at Bryan Air Force Base, Bryan, Tex. 

This is an old establishment. We authorized $8,825,000 since the 
80th Congress. We spent $5,803,000. They want $866,000 on that. 
All right. 

General Ropennavser. The second of these locations is Bryan Air 
Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 550 feet. Bryan, 
Tex., is located 6.2 miles west-southwest of the base. 

It is situated on 1,997 acres of Government-owned land, and 208 
acres of other interests. It was initially occupied in 1943, deactivated 
in 1945, and reactivated in November 1946. 

The planned use of this base is for training. Present and prior 
authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mission 
and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at 
any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$866,000. The projects included in the total consist generally of the 
provisions of an airman dining hall, dormitories for 400 airmen and 
an additional potable water storage, plus utility connections required 
to support these projects. 

The CHatrman. Take your next one, Chanute Air Force Base. 

We authorized $30,142,000 and we have $28,788,000, and we are 
asking for $3,000 to wind up that field. 

General Ropennavser. The third of these locations is Chanute Air 
Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 1,250 feet, Rantoul, 
I}]., is located 1 mile north of the base. 

It is situated on 2.149 acres of Government-owned land and 10 acres 
of other interests. 

The planned use of this base is for training. Present and prior 
authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mission 
and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any 
Sie base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 
ase. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$3,000. The projects included in the total program consist of provi- 
sion of the real-estate interests by fee purchase required for construc- 
tion of a navigational aid for this base. 
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The Cuarman. I won't ask for any money if you just lack $3,000 
of finishing that up. 

General Ropennauser. That is for land, Mr. Chairman, and we 
have to get specific authorization before we can make any land acqui- 
sitions whatsoever. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Well, any place you are as close to 
finishing up as $3,000, I would just say pass it by. 

Mr. Kevtiener. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Keteuer. Is it your pleasure that the witness bring up the 
modifications in the bill as he comes to them ?¢ 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Mr. Ketitener. The money changes. For example, there was one 
at Bryan. I believe he is of the opinion that you wanted merely to 
furnish them to me, but don’t you think the record should show them! 

The CuarrMan. The additions and subtractions ? 

Mr. Kewieuver. Yes, sir. 

The CHairman. I would just have him give them all to you. I 
don’t like this. It is going to show on these items we have added 
$40,000 or $50,000 and reduced it $40,000 or $50,000. I am sorry the 
Air Force didn’t have all its figures when it presented the bill. But 
we will put them in the bill the way you sent them in—either adding 
to it or taking back. 

You say the sum and substance of it is about $9 million saving? 

(Feneral RopenuavuserR. That is right. 

The Cuarman. Good. That makes a convincing statement. Cet 
them up. 

Now, the next one is the Craig Air Force Base, Selma, Ala. 

We have authorized $5,064,000 and we have spent $3,720,000, and you 
want $1,640,000. 

General Roprniuauser. The fourth of these locations is Craig Air 
Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 450 feet. Selma, 
Ala. is located 5 miles north northwest of the base. 

It is situated on 2,023 acres of Government-owned land and 7 acres 
of other interests. Craig Air Force Base was. initially occupied in 
1940 and has been used continually since that time. 

The planned use of this base is for training. Present and prior 
authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mission 
and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any 
other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 
base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,650,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions of a parallel runway, dormitories for 400 
airmen plus real estate to support the construction of the runway and 
to provide a safety distance from the Ordnance Building which is 
being relocated from the site of the new parallel runway proposed for 
construction in this program. 

The Cramman. Now, at none of these bases are you building any 
family quarters? 

General Ropennavuser. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. You are building troop housing there. 
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Now, your next one is Ellington Air Force Base, down in Texas. 
We have authorized $7,547,000 and we have spent $3,048,000, and you 
want $2,768,000. And that is about to wind up the base. 

All right. 

General RopennaAuser. The fifth of these locations is Ellington Air 
Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 300 feet. Genoa, 
Tex., is located & miles north of the airbase. 

It is situated on 1,823 acres of Government-owned land and 22 
acres of other interests. Ellington Air Force Base was initially oc- 
cupied in World War'TII, reactivated in 1941, and used continuously 
since that time with the exception of 1946, during which year it was 
temporarily inactive. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$2,768,000. ‘The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions for an airmen dining hall, dormitories for 
600 airmen, a hospital plus utility connections to support these proj- 
ects, avigation easement and subsurface or mineral rights in conjunc- 
tion with the land previously authorized for fee acquisition to permit 
extension of a runway. 

The Cuarrman. Now, the next one is Francis E. Warren, named 
after old Senator Warren, of Cheyenne. I remember him quite well. 

It costs $4,044,000—that is, we have authorized that much, and 
we have spent $2,527,000, and you are asking for $1,355,000. 

The sixth of these locations, Francis E. Warren Air Force Base, 
at an approximate pressure altitude of 5,600 feet. Cheyenne, Wyo., is 
located 1 mile east of the base. 

It is situated on 7,496 acres of Government-owned land and 1 acre 
of other interests. Francis E. Warren Air Force Base was initially 
assigned an Air Force mission in 1953. This base was initially occu- 
pied by the Army in 1867. The planned use of this base is for train- 
ing. Present and prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support 
this planned mission and the Department of the Air Force has no 
suitable facilities at any other base that might be utilized for the 
purpose proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the amount of 
$1,855,000. The projects included in the total program consist of the 
provision of an airman dining hall and dormitories for 800 airmen 
plus utility connections to support these projects. 

The CuatrMan. Now, Goodfellow Air Force Base. 

We have authorized $5,545,000 and we have spent $1,738,000 and we 
are asking for $3,524,000 more. 

General Ropennavser. The seventh of these locations is Goodfellow 
Air Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 2,100 feet. 
San Angelo, Tex., is located 1 mile northwest of the base. 

It is situated on 1,137 acres of Government-owned land and 2 acres 
of other interests. 
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Goodfellow Air Force Base was initially occupied in 1941 and has 
been used continuously since that time. 

The planned use of this base is for training. Present and prior 
authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mission 
and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities.at any 
other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the amount of 
$3,524,000. 

The projects inucluded in the total program consist generally of the 
provisions of a new runway, a field maintenance hangar with access 
apron, bulk storage for aviation gasoline, an airman dining hall, 
dormitories for 400 airmen, plus utility connections to support these 
projects, and real-estate interests required in conjunction with the 
construction of the new runway and relocation of a major highway 
which crosses the area to be occupied by the new runway. 

The CuatrmMan. I will say, Mr. Short, that these first figures are 
the amount that we have authorized since the 80th Congress, on each 
one of these items, and the second figures I read are the amount that 
has been spent against that item. That gives a good record of it, 
don’t you see? 

Mr. DurHam. You are not giving $298,000 for acquisition of land 
for proposed authorization of $146,000, are you? 

The CuHatrMan, Out in Wyoming, I would say that is a rather high 
price. 

General Ropennauser. I am sorry, Mr. Chairman, I didn’t hear the 
question. 

Mr. Kewiiener. (Aside.) 

Mr. Smarr. No question. 

The Cuarrman. Off the record. 

(Statement off the record.) 

The CuatrmMan. Now, we approve Goodfellow. 

At Greenville Air Force Base, Miss., we have authorized $3,789,000, 
and we have spent $3,026,000. We want $349,000 to sort of wind up 
the base, round it out. 

General Ropennauser. The eighth of these locations is Greenville 
Air Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 500 feet. 
Greenville, Miss., is located 1 mile northwest of the base. 

It is situated on 2,003 acres of Government-leased land and 137° 
acres in other interests. This base was initially occupied in 1941. 

The planned use of this base is for training. Present and prior 
authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mission 
and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any 
other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 
base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the amount of $349,- 
000. The projects included in the total program consist generally 
of the provisions of an engine buildup shop, fee purchase of land 
in the clear zone and acquisition of clearance easement over land in 
the approach zone at the south end of the north-south runways and a 
service club. 
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Mr. Core. Mr. Chairman, does that complete the Greenville base, 
this item of $349,000? Does that complete the Greenville 

General RopenHavser. It will put in place for the mission now 
assigned the 137-wing structure, Mr. Cole, facilities we require by 
fiscal year 1957 to carry on the program; yes, sir. 

The CHatrMan. It finishes it until we create more wings. 

General Ropenwavser. That is right. 

The CHarrMan. Isn’t that correct ? 

General Ropennavser. Until there is a change in emphasis, that 
is correct. 

The Cuatirman. That is correct. All this is winding them up. Un- 
less we have more wings to add to that, you have facilities on training 
bases sufficient. 

All right, Gulfport, Miss. 

Acquisition of land facilities $310,000. Now, that is a new item? 

General RopeENHAUSER. That is correct, sir. 

The CHatrMan. Now, tell us about that. 

General RopenHavser. The ninth of these locations is Headquar- 
ters, Technical Training Air Force, at an approximate pressure 
altitude of 300 feet. Gulfport, Miss., is located 3 miles east of the 
base. 

It is situated on 35 acres of Government-leased land. 

The planned use of this base is for the location of subecommand 
headquarters responsible for jurisdiction of 10 technical training bases. 

Present and prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support 
this planned mission and the Department of the Air Force has no 
suitable facilities at any other base that might be utilized for the pur- 
pose proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the amount of $310,000. 

The projects included in the total program consist generally of the 
provisions of the fee acquisition of all land and improvements compris- 
ing this base. 

{r. Chairman, this is to acquire the facilities in which this head- 
quarters is now located. We have been leasing those for several years 
and it is felt to be much more to the Government’s interest to acquire 
permanent interest in them at the figure represented. 

The Cuarman. Well, we have never established any Air Force 
at all at Gulfport, Miss., have we? 

General RopennHauser. Yes, sir. We have had an air technical 
training headquarters at that location for at least 4 years, sir; that I 
know of. 

Mr. Kitpay. I thought it was on Keesler Air Force Base. 

General Ropennavser. No, sir. That is the technical training com- 
mand headquarters there, or actually technical training on Keesler. 
This is the headquarters of the Technical Training Command which 
has installations at several locations in the country. 

The Cuarrman. Well, we have never appropriated any money be- 
fore for Gulfport, Miss., Air Force. 

General Ropennauser. Only for leasing. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

General Ropennavser. Facilities, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Then we have never officially established an Air 
Force base at Gulfport, Miss. ? 
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General Ropenuauser. That is correct, yes. 

The Cuarmman. What? 

General Ropennavser. That is correct, sir, as far as authorization. 

The Cuarrman. That is right, exactly. 

Now, we have been leasing some land there. And no money, as far 
as my bill shows—and my bill is fixed up by Mr. Kelleher, with this 
information I got. No money has ever before been requested for Gulf- 
port. Is that correct, Mr. Kelleher? 

Mr. Keviener. That is correct. 

General RopennaAvser. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. Then no base has been established at Gulfport. 

General Ropennavser. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, what is the justification of putting a training station down at 
Gulfport? Now, these are air training commands. These are train- 
ing stations. 

Mr. Suorr. It is a mighty lovely place to be, I can tell you that. 

The CuarrMan. Well, that settles it. [Laughter. ] 

All right. 

Now take your next one, Harlingen Air Force Base 

Mr. Cote. Mr. Chairman, at least for the purposes of the record if 
not to satisfy any interest on the part of any member of the committee, 
it seems it ought to show the basis for purchasing this office building, 
which I assume it is, an office building, rather than to continue to lease 
it. 

Mr. CunntncHAM. What are you paying rental? What rental are 
you paying now ? 

Mr. Core. That is what I am trying to find out. 

General Ropenuauser. I will get that for you. This is the old 
Gulf Coast Military Academy building, or buildings, at Gulfport. 

Colonel Price, could you give us the information ? 

Mr. Suort. How close is that to that fine gal’s school down there? 

General Ropennavser. I can’t answer your question, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. That is important. 

Mr. Suort. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Price. Mr. Chairman, the rental at the present time is 
$40,000 per year. That includes land and improvements. 

The lease contains an option to purchase with a portion of the rent 
applying against the purchase price. That option expires at the end 
of this coming fiscal year. 

Mr. CunnincHam. Will the exercise of that option, applying a 
rental already paid to the purchase price, leave a balance of $310,000? 

Colonel Price. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ketxieuer. It is only a small portion of the rent that is applied. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Cunningham, when they come up about that, 
you and your committee look after that very carefully. 

Mr. Corse. General, you said this was an old Army something? 

General Ropennauser. No, sir; this is the Gulf Coast Military 
Academy building. It is now a defunct military academy. 

Mr. Core. Never was publicly owned ? 

General RopennaAuser. No, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Mr. Brooks says the main thing about the justifi- 
cation of this is it is near New Orleans. 
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All right, the next item is the Harlingen Air Force Base, Tex., 
$21,421,000 has been authorized; $12,235,000 has been spent. And 


you want now $446,000. So this would about wind up this big base 
im Texas. " 


All right. 

General RopenHAuserR. The tenth of these locations is Harlingen 
Air Force Base at an appropriate pressure altitude of 250 feet. Har- 
lingen, Tex., is located 3.5 miles southwest of the base. 

It is situated on 45 acres of Government-leased land and 1,549 acres 
of land held under other interests. 

Harlingen Air Force Base was initially occupied in 1941 and later 
turned over to the city of Harlingen in 1948 with recapture rights 
reserved by the United States Government. This base was reactivated 
in 1952. 

The planned use of this base is for training. Present and prior 
authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mission, 
and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any 
other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 
base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$446,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provision of a navigational-aid facility and dormitories 
for 266 airmen, plus utilities connections for the above projects. 

The Cuarrman. James Connally. 

At this base in Waco, Tex., $19,312,000 has been authorized, $9,203,- 
000 has been appropriated, and now they want $835,000 to wind this 
one up. 

General Ropennavuser. The 11th of these locations is James 
Connally Air Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 750 
feet. Waco, Tex., is located 1 mile south-southwest of the base. 

It is situated on 1,566 acres of Government-owned land and 83 acres 
of other interests. Some 6,063 acres of land comprising bombing 
ranges associated with this base have been established as a separate 
land account for accounting purposes. James Connally Air Force 
Base was initially occupied in 1942; deactivated in 1948 and reacti- 
vated in 1948. 

The planned use of this base is for training. Present and prior au- 
thorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mission, and 
the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any 
other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$835,000. The projects included in the total program consist gener- 
ally of the provisions of an airman dininghall, dormitories for 400 
airmen, plus utilities connections to support these projects. 

The Cuatrman. Laredo Air Force Base. 

There has been authorized $12, 852,000. They have spent $7,242,000, 
and they are asking now for $1,525,500 to wind this one up. 

General Ropennavuser. The 12th of these locations is Laredo Air 
Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 800 feet. Laredo, 
Tex., is located 3 miles southwest of the base. 

It is situated on 90 acres of Government-owned land and 1,768 acres 
of other interests. The base was initially occupied in 1942. 
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The planned use of this base is for training. Present and prior au- 
thorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mission and 
the Department of the Air Force has no colaehis facilities at any 
other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 
hase. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,525,500. 

The projects included in the total program consist of the provision 
of a maintenance hangar with access apron, family housing and utili- 
ties connections to support these projects. 

General Ropennauser. There are 85 units of family housing on this 
station, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. 85 units? 

General RopenHAuseER. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Laughlin Air Force Base. 

Seventeen million, two hundred seventy-one thousand dollars has 
been authorized. They have spent $12,407,000. They want $3,695,- 
000 to wind that one up. 

General Ropennavuser. The 13th of these locations is Laughlin Air 
Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 1,300 feet. Del 
Rio, Tex., is located 1 mile west of the base. 

It is situated on 3,862 acres of Government-owned land. This base 
was initially occupied in 1942. 

The planned used of this base is for training. Present and prior 
authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mission 
and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any 
other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 
base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$3,695,000. 

The projects included in the total program consist generally of 
the provision of additional aircraft parking apron, a firing-in-butt, 
a squadron operations building, a special weapons training building, 
air-to-ground gunnery ranges; family housing; plus utilities con- 
nections to support these projects. 

The CHarrman. Family housing? 

General RopenHavuser. 200 units, sir. 

The CuarrMan. 200 units? 

General Ropennauser. That is correct, sir. 

The CHamman. Well, this is a big base. That makes that cost 
around about $21 million. 

Lowry Air Force Base, $15,485,000 has been authorized ; $11,802,000 
has been appropriated or spent—$1,164,000 is asked to finish this one. 

General RopeNnavuser. The 14th of these locations is Lowry Air 
Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 5,600 feet. Denver, ' 
Colo., is located 5 miles west-northwest of the base. 

It is situated on 1,980 acres of Government-owned land. 

The planned use of this base is for training. Present and prior au- 
thorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mission and 
the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at. any 
other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 
base. 
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The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,164,000. The projects included in the total program consist gener- 
ally of the provisions of an airman dining hall and dormitories for 600 
airmen plus utilities connections to support these projects. 

The Cuaiman. No family houses there? 

General Ropennavuser. That is correct. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, could I ask something there? 

The CHamman. Yes. 

Mr. Brooxs. Is any part of that money for the Academy—I mean 
temporary quarters for the Academy? Any of that for that? 

General Roppnuauser. No, sir. This is a dining hall for airmen 
and dormitories for airmen, and not for the Academy, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. Do you have money for that purpose under a separate 
heading in the bill? 

General RopennAuseR. Not in here; no, sir. 

The CHaimman. Under the law, Mr. Brooks, they can only spend 
$1 million for temporary quarters. 

Mr. Brooks. I recall the law. But then you got a separate section 
here for the Academy ? 

General RopenHAvsER. Not in authorization, sir. We will in ap- 
propriations, but not in the authorizing legislation. 

The Cuamman. It has already been authorized. 

Mr. Suorr. Not to exceed $1 million. 

The Cuarmman. That is right. 

Luke Air Force Base—— 

Mr. Cote. On that point, for our information: Then is it correct 
that no funds have been authorized to be appropriated for the con- 
struction of the Air Academy ?¢ 

General RopenHauser. No, sir. 

The CHairmMan. $27 million 

General RopennAvsER. Not in this year yet, sir. We got an ap- 
propriation last year against the authorization of $126 million that 
the Congress gave us for the Air Academy and $1 million of that was 
to rehabilitate facilities at Lowry as an interim location for the 
Academy, uutil the main academy was constructed. 

Mr. Coxe. Then the limitation of the $1 million applies only to 
temporary purposes ¢ 

General Roprennauser. That is correct, sir. 

The CHairman. That is right. 

Now Luke Air Force Base. 

We authorized $8,766,000. We spent $8,118,000, and we are asking 
for $1,474,000 to finish that base. 

General Ropenuavuser. The 15th of these locations is Luke Air 
Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 1,450 feet. Glen- 
dale, Ariz., is located 1 mile south of the airbase. 

It is situated on 557 acres of Government-owned land and 1,571 
acres of other interests. This base was initially occupied in 1941. 

The planned use of this base is for training. Present and prior 
authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mission 
and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any 


—_ base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 
ase, 
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The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,474,000. 

The projects included in the total program consist generally of the 
a of a flight simulator training building, an airman dining 
1all, dormitories for 600 airmen, and clearance easements over lan 
in the approach zones of both ends of the parallel runways. 

The Cuamman. Mather Air Force Base. 

We have authorized $11,995,000. We contracted for $9,674,000. 
They are asking for $1,463,000. 

General Ropennavser. The 16th of these locations is Mather Air 
Force Base, at an approximate pressure altitude of 400 feet. Sacra- 
mento, Calif., is located 9 miles west of the base. 

It is situated on 5,572 acres of Government-owned land and 2 
acres of other interests. This base was initially occupied in 1918. 

The planned use of this base is for training. Present and prior 
authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mission 
and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any 
other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 
base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,463,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provision of a navigational aid facility, an airman dining 
hall, dormitories for 600 airmen, and a new base chapel with an edu- 
cational wing, plus utilities connections to support these projects. 

The Cuatrman. McConnell Air Force Base, Wichita, Kans. 

The authorization amounts to $52,572,000. We have contracted and 
spent $48,362,000. And now they are asking for $2,269,000 to wind 
up that base. 

General Ropennauser. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The 17th of these locations is McConnell Air Force Base at an 
approximate pressure altitude of 1,700 feet. Wichita, Kans., is located 
1 mile north northwest of the base. 

It is situated on 2,526 acres of Government-owned land and 7 
acres of other interests. 

McConnell Air Force Base was initially occupied in 1943. Present 
activation was in 1951. 

The planned use of this base is for training. Present and prior 
authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mission 
and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any 
other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 
base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$269,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of shoulder stabilization for airfield pavements, a crash and 
structural fire station, land, fee purchase and restrictive easements 
for construction of a navigational aid, plus utilities connections to 
provide for the above items. 

General Ropennavuser. I would like to, if I may, take a moment to 
indicate that this is one of the bases where there is a substantial reduc- 
tion of $165,000 from the 269 figure. I thought I ought to tell the 
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committee that, because everything I have asked for before has been 
a plus figure. This is a reduction of $165,000 from the 269—down to 
$104,000. 

Mr. Snort. Is that because of your proximity, of course, to the air- 
plane factories out there? 

General RopennAuser. Yes, sir. Item No. 1 is being deleted. 

Mr. Snort. You certainly guessed wrong, or miscalculated in the 
beginning—that is about half—you say more than half, don’t you? 

General Ropennavser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Suort. More than half. 

General RopenuaAuser. We are deleting Item No. 1, Mr. Short. 

Mr. Suorr. What is that? 

General RopENHAUSER That shoulder stabilization along the run- 
way. 

Mr. Snort. Yes. 

The CuarrMan. I see from a newspaper article: You state B-52 
runway will be 12,000 feet long and 300 feet wide, with a thickness of 
17-18 inches. That is to be built there? 

General Ropenuauser. That is right. 

The Cuarman. Here, Mr. Kelleher. Any other factual matter 
you want to bring out? 

Mr. Keviener. They are training 1,000 B-47 crews there, as the 
leadoff part of the article indicated. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

The next one is Moody Air Force Base, Valdosta, Ga. 

The amount authorized since the 80th Congress was $5,976,000 and 
you have spent $2,843,000 and you are asking for $4,274,000. 

Now, how come you didn’t ask for more and why are you expanding 
it now, for $4,274,000 ? 

General Ropennauser. 170 units of family housing here, Mr. Chair- 
man, at a cost of $2,295,000. 

The eighteenth of these locations is Moody Air Force Base at an 
approximate pressure altitude of 500 feet. Valdosta, Ga., is located 
10 miles southwest of the base. 

It is situated on 1,391 acres of Government-owned land and 91,617 
acres of other interests. This base was initially occupied in 1941. 

The planned use of this base is for training. Present and prior 
authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mission 
and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any 
other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 
base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$4,274,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provision of additional aircraft parking apron, a taxiway 
providing access to this apron extension, a field maintenance hangar, 
an armament and electronics maintenance shop, an airman dining hall, 
dormitories for 600 airmen, family housing and real-estate interests 
required for construction of a navigational aid plus utilities connec- 
‘ions in support of these projects. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 
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The next one is the Nellis Air Force Base, which cost $11,945,000. 
You have spent $8,978,000. You are asking for $1,100,000. No 
family housing. 

General Ropennauser. That is right. 


NELLIS AIR FORCE BASE 


The 19th of these locations is Nellis Air Force Base at an approxi- 
mate pressure altitude of 2,250 feet. Las Vegas, Nev., is located 8 
miles northeast of the base. 

It is situated on 7,970 acres of Government-owned land and 2,113 
acres of other interests. Nellis Air Force Base was initially occupied 
in 1941, deactivated in 1946 and reactivated in August 1947. 

The planned use of this base is for training. Present and prior auth- 
orized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mission and 
the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any 
other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 
base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,100,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions of a general purpose maintenance shop, 
shoulder stabilization for airfield pavements, airman dining hall and 
officer dormitories for 49 men, plus utilities connections to support 
the above projects. 

The CuarrMan. Perrin Air Force Base. 

Authorized up to date $9,168,000 and you have spent $6,775,000 and 
you are asking for $908,000 more money to complete that base. 

General RopenHAvsER. The twentieth of these locations is Perrin 
Air Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 1,100 feet. 
Sherman, Tex., is located 5 miles south-southeast of the base. 

It is situated on 1,558 acres of Government-owned land and 1,744 
acres of other interests. This base was initially occupied in 1941. 

The planned use of this base is for training. Present and prior 
authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mission 
and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at 
any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$908,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provision of an airman dining hall, dormitories for 400 
airmen, and restrictive easements over land surrounding the ex- 
plosives storage facilities authorized in the fiscal year 1955 military 
construction program, plus utilities connections and real estate to sup- 
port the above projects. 

The Cuarmman. Randolph Air Force Base, San Antonio, Tex.; 
troop housing, $549,000. 

Now, at this base you have $11,922,000, and you have spent $5,- 
192,000. And it takes $549,000 for barracks. 

General Ropennavser. The 21st of these locations is Randolph Air 
Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 1,000 feet. San 
Antonio, Tex., is located 15 miles west southwest of the base. 
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It is situated on 2,511 acres of Government-owned land and 34 
acres held under other interests. Randolph Air Force Base was initi- 
ally oceupied in 1931. 

The planned use of this base is for training. Present and prior 
authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mission 
and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at 
any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$549,000. ‘The projects included in the total program consist of 3 dor- 
mitories for 399 airmen plus utilities connections to support this 
project. 

The CHAIRM AN. Reese Air Force Base, Lubbock, Tex. 

You h ave been authorized $8,561,000. You 
have only spent $ $3,734 000. and you are asking for $1,028,000. 

Now, how come you haven’t spent 

Mr. Ketiener. And an appropriation of only $4 million against 
that so far. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. I see. 

General Ropennavser. The 22d of these locations is Reese Air Force 
Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 3,600 feet. Lubbock, 
Tex., is located 6 miles east of the base. 

It is situated on 1,759 acres of Government-owned land and 54 acres 
of other interests. Reese Air Force Base was initially occupied in 
1942 and has been under Air Force jurisdiction since that time. 

The planned use of this base is for training. Present and prior 
authorized facilities are inadequate to support. this planned mission 
and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any 
other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,028,000. 

The projects included in the total program consist generally of the 
provision of an airman dining hall, dormatoties for 400 airmen, clear- 
ance easements over land areas in the approach zones of the 
‘ast-west and northwest runways and fee purchase of land in the west 
clear zone of the east-west runway, plus utilities connections to support 
the above projects. 

The Cuarman. Now Scott Air Force Base. 

You have received authorization amounting to $25,482,000 and you 
have spent $23,176,000 and you are asking for $1,188,000 to wind this 
one up. 

General Ropennavser. The 23d of these locations is Scott Air 
Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 900 feet. Belle- 
ville, Il., is located 7.5 miles west-southwest of the base. 

It is situated on 2,385 acres of Government-owned land and 386 
acres of other interests. This base was initially occupied in 1917. 

The planned use of this base is for training. Present and prior 
authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mission 
and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any 
other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 
base. 
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The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,188,000. 

The projects included in the total program consist generally of the 
provision of an airman dining hall, dormitories for 600 airmen, plus 
utilities connections to support these projects. 

The Cuairman. Sheppard Air Force Base in Wichita Falls, Tex. ; 
$21,877,000 has been authorized and you have spent $17,167,000 and 
you ask for $80,000 to finish it. 

General RopennauserR. The 24th of these locations is Sheppard Air 
Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 1,350 feet. Wichita 
Falls, Tex., is located 3 miles south of the base. 

It is situated on 2,204 acres of Government-owned land and 6 acres 
of other interests. This base was initially occupied in 1941. 

The planned use of this base is for training. Present and prior 
authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mission 
and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at 
any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the item included in this program in the total amount of 
$80,000. 

The projects included in the total program consist generally of 
the provisions of improvements to an airmen dining hall. 

The Crairman. The Stead Air Force Base. 

Authorized $3,785,000 and you spent $2,871,000 and you are asking 
for $4,187,000, and family housing costs how much ? 

General RopEnuAvseER. 200 units at $2,700,000, sir. 

General Ropennavuser. The 25th of these locations is Stead Air 
Force Base at approximately pressure altitude of 5,400 feet. Reno, 
Nev., is located 10.5 miles south-southeast of the base. 

It is situated on 4,838 acres of Government-owned land and 18 
acres of other interests. This base was reactivated in 1951. 

The planned use of this base is for training. Present and prior 
authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mission 
and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any 
other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 
base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed tnformation with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$4,187,000. 

The projects included in the total program consist generally of the 
provisions of a maintenance hangar with access apron, technical 
training building, dormitories for 133 airmen and rehab of 5 existing 
dormitories, family housing, an NCO club, swimming pool, plus 
utilities connections to support these projects. 

The Cuatrman. Tyndall Air Force Base, Panama City, Fla. 

Authorizations $8,143,000. You have spent $6,418,000. You want 
$478,000 to wind this one up. 

General Ropennauser. The 26th of these locations is Tyndall Air 
Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 300 feet. Panama 
City, Fla., is located 7 miles northwest of the base. 
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It is situated on 29,525 acres of Government-owned land. Tyndall 
Air Force Base was initially occupied in 1941 and has been used con- 
tinuously since that time. : : 

The planned use of this base is for training. Present and prior 
authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mission 
and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any 
other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 
base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$478,000. 

The projects included in the total program consist generally of the 
provisions of taxiway lighting, maintenance hangar with access apron, 
and fee purchase of land required for a navigational aid facility, 
plus utilities connections to provide support for the above projects. 

Mr. DurHam. Why do you have to have a swimming pool at Stead 
Air Force Base? 

General Ropennavser. Sir, Stead is a survival training base out in 
the remote areas and it is essential that personnel be provided not 
only with the facilities in which to train but also some form of recrea- 
tional facility for the long periods they are out there. 

The Cuarmman. Vance Air Force Base, Enid, Okla. 

$9,542,000 authorized; $4,932,000 spent, and $821,000 to complete 
this one. 

General RopenHavuser. The 27th of these locations is Vance Air 
Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 1,650 feet. Enid, 
Okla. is located 3 miles north-northeast of the base. 

It is situated on 994 acres of Government-owned land and 88 acres 
of other interests. Vance Air Force Base was initially occupied in 
1941 and has been used continuously since that time. 

The planned use of this base is for training. Present and prior 
authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mission 
and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any 
- her base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 
ase, 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$821,000. The projects included in the total program consist generally 
of the provisions of an airman dining hall, dormitories for 400 airmen 
plus utilities connections to support these projects, clearance ease- 
ments for the approach zone of the new runway extension constructed 
under the fiscal year 54 military construction program and subsurface 
rights at Kegleman Auxiliary Airfield. 

The CHatrman. Webb Air Force Base, Big Spring, Tex. 

We have authorized $16,348,000 and we have spent $11,315,000 and 
you want $2,410,000. 

General Ropennavuser. The 28th of these locations is Webb Air 
Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 2,850 feet. Big 
Spring, Tex., is located 1.8 miles northeast of the base. 

It is situated on 667 acres of government-owned land and 1,265 
acres of other interests. Initially occupied in 1942, inactivated in 
1947 and turned over to city, reactivated in 1952. 

The planned use of this base is for training. Present and prior 
authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mission 
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and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any 
“era base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 
ase, 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to items included in this program in the total amount of 
$2,410,000. 

The project included in the total program consists of the provision 
of an automotive maintenance shop and family housing, plus utilities 
connections to provide support for this project. 

The Cuarrman. F sais houses will cost how much ? 

General RopeNHAvsER. 170 units at $2,295,000, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now the Williams Air Force Base, in Arizona. 

We have authorized $4,661,000. We have spent $4,248,000, and we 
want $995,000 to wind up this one. 

General RopenHAvsER. The twenty-ninth of these locations is Wil- 
liams Air Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 1,700 feet. 
Chandler, Ariz., is located 10 miles west of the base. 

It is situated on 3,646 acres of leased land and 1 acre of other in- 
terests. This base was initially occupied in 1941. 

The planned use of this base is for training. Present and prior 
authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mission 
and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any 
other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 
base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$995,000. 

The projects included in the total program consist generally of 
the provision of a crash and structural fire station, an airmen dining 
hall, dormitories for 400 airmen, plus utilities connections to provide 
support for the above projects. 

The Cuarmman. All right. Now, members of the committee, that 
finishes all of the items with reference to the training command. And 
without objection, these items stand approved. 

Mr. Vinson. Now Air University. Gunter Air Force Base, Mont- 
gomery, Ala. We have spent $752,000. You want $275,000. You 
better tell us a little bit about the activities down at this school and 
what kind of a school it is. 


AIR UNIVERSITY 


The fifth of the 11 Zone of Interior major commands to be reviewed 
is the Air University. The mission of this command is to prepare 
officers for command of large Air Force units, wings, groups, and 
squadrons, and for staff duties appropriate to those command posi- 
tions and to provide education to meet the scientific requirements of 
the Air Force. This program contains a request for $2,889,000 for 
Air University and provides facilities at 2 locations. ; 

Gunter at Montgomery, Ala., is located 6 miles northeast of the base 
at an approximate pressure altitude of 3,850 feet. 

It is situated on 348 acres of Government-owned land and 859 acres 
of other interests. It was occupied in 1940. 

The planned use of this base is for housing the Air University. 
Present and prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support the 
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planned mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable 
facilities at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose pro- 
posed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the amount of $275,- 
000. The only project included in the program consists of an airmen 
dormitory plus utility connections thereto. 

Maxwell Air Force Base is located 2 miles north-northwest of 
Montgomery, Ala., at an approximate pressure altitude of 450 feet. 

It is situated on 2,458 acres of Government-owned land with 513 
acres of resrtictive easements. It was initially occupied in 1918. 

The planned use of this base is for housing the Air University. 
Present and prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this 
planned mission, and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable 
facilities at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose 
proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount 
of $2,614,000. The projects included in the total program consist 
generally of the provisions of dormitories and dining-hall facilities 
for airmen; addition of bachelor officer quarters; an addition to the 
existing central heating plant; and a modification to the existing 
hospital dining hall plus utility connections to the above items. 

General Ropennauser. The Air University is a command, Mr. 
Chairman, with a mission of preparing officers for command of large 
Air Force units, wings, groups, and squadrons, and for staff duties 
appropriate to those command positions, and to provide education 
to meet the scientific requirements of the Air Force. 

Now at Gunter Air Force Base there is established several staff 
schools, one of which is in connection with the training of medical 
personnel. And the items required in this program are for dormi- 
tories for the airmen who are stationed there. Some 63-man bar- 
racks that were constructed in 1941, of the old mobilization type, 
must be replaced at this time. So this is a replacement program. 

The CHarrman. Now, General, revert back. I am trying to put 
you out of business as fast as I know how by the way I am asking these 
questions. 

You know, on your Air Training Command, the amount of money 
we are giving you here, plus that which you already have in author- 
ization, is about what you need to build up these training stations 
just like you want them built up? 

General RopenHaAvseER. That is essentially correct; yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, if you get this authorization and get this 
appropriation, then we will not expect you to come back here for 
very much on these air training commands. Because that is about 
as much as you can handle if the wings stand as they are today? 

General RopennHavuser. That is essentially correct; yes, sir. 

The Crarmman, All right. I want that all understood. Because 
the Air Force is beginning to get wound up in a great many of its 
activities, until Congress expands your wings. 

General Ropennauser. On the training stations, Mr. Chairman, it 


might be possible and probably will be that we would ask for replace- 
ment of old buildings. 
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The Cuatrman. Oh, yes, that is right. That is right. 

General Ropennavuser. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. This is practically winding up, until Congress 
says you have to have more wings. 

General Ropennavuser. Right, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Now, Maxwell Air Force Base. Now we have appropriated— 
authorized $7,452,000. We have spent $6,641,000. And we want now 
$2,614,000. 

General Ropennavuser. The Air War College, the senior school 
of the Air Force, and the Air Command and Staff School, the next 
senior school of the Air Force, are located at Maxwell Air Force Base. 
These facilities are required to support those two institutions which 
train annually a little more than 2,000 students, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Suorr. Doesn’t it correspond more or less to Leavenworth for 
the Army? 

General Ropennavser. That is correct, sir. Leavenworth and the 
Army War College. 

Mr. Snort. Yes, at Carlisle? 

General Ropennavuser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Snort. Carlisle and Leavenworth. This is to the Air Force 
what they are to the Army? 

General Ropennavser. That is correct, sir. 

The CrHarrman. All right. Now we finished. Without objection, 
the Air University items are approved. 

Now the next is Continental Air Command. Now briefly tell us 
what Continental Air Command’s military mission is and what does 
it do. 

General Ropennavser. The mission of the Continental Air Com- 
mand is to discharge within the continental United States the field 
responsibilities of the Chief of Staff of the Air Force with respect 
to the following things: The Reserve forces for the Department of 
the Air Force that are assigned to Continental Air Command, includ- 
ing supervision and inspection of the Air National Guard of the 
United States. Administration and training of engineering aviation 
units assigned to the Continental Air Command. Domestic emer- 
gencies. Miscellaneous administrative functions. And in the event 
of war or other emergency, to mobilize the units and/or individuals 
of the Air Force Reserve that are assigned to the Continental Air 
Command. And to discharge such other responsibilities as the Chief 
of Staff may direct. 

The CHatrman. Now the Continental Air Command has what 
responsibilities ? 

General Ropennauser. Of keeping the Ready Reserve of personnel 
scattered throughout the United States in such a state of training, 
cataloging, and so forth, that they can be called upon in the event | 
of an emergency. 

The CuarrmMan. Well, is it merely restricted to the Air National 

ruard ¢ 

General Ropennauser. And the Air Reserve, sir. 

The Cuarmman. Well now, on whose responsibility does it fall to 
defend the continental United States? 
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Mr. Snort. Continental Air Defense Command, General Chidlaw, 
at Colorado Springs. 

General RopenHAvseEr. From the air viewpoint, the Continental 
Defense Command. 

The CHatrman. All right. 

Mr. Duruam. Your justification for a swimming pool is mighty 
weak, General. We are going to be asked about this. 

The Cuamman. Well, Mr. Durham, just tell them they need a bath 
once a week and if they can’t get it 

Mr. Duruam. I notice it is hot down there, 60 to 110. 

The Cuarrman. Don’t fuss about a man that is flying up in the air 
having a little recreation. 

Mr. Duruam. I am asking something for the record there, Mr. 
Chairman. It gives us a lot of trouble over on the floor. 

Mr. Brooks. They are entitled to swimming pools. 

The Cuamman, Let’s go on. 

Beale Air Force Base: Now, we have authorized $20,628,000, and 
we have spent $12,266,000, and $2,125,000 remain to complete this. 

General Ropennauser. The 6th of the 11 ZI major commands to be 
reviewed is the Continental Air Command. The mission of this com- 
mand is to discharge within the Continental United States the field 
responsibilities of the Chief of Staff, USAF, with respect to: 

The Reserve Forces for the Department of the Air Force that are 
assigned to Continental Air Command, including supervision and in- 
spection of the Air National Guard of the United States. 

Administration and training of engineer aviation units assigned to 
Continental Air Command. 

Domestic emergencies. 

Miscellaneous administrative functions. 

In the event of war or other emergency, mobilize the units and/or 
individuals of the Air Force Reserve that are assigned to the Con- 
tinental Air Command. 

Discharge within the continental United States such other respon- 
sibilities as the Chief of Staff, USAF, may direct. 

The program contains a request for $5,695,500 for Continental Air 
Command and provides facilities at five locations—Regular Air Force 
bases. The first of these locations is Beale Air Force Base at an ap- 
proximate pressure altitude of 300 feet. Marysville, Calif., is located 
12 miles southeast of the base. 

It is situated on 85,982 acres of Government-owned land and is cur- 
rently used for troop training. This area includes the bombing range. 
The acreage reflected is approximate only. This base was initially 
occupied in 1941. 

The planned use of this base is for training. Present and prior 
authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mission 
and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any 
Se base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 

ase. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$2,125,500. The projects included in the total program consist of the 
provisions of subsurface, mineral owned, NCO club, airmen swimming 
pool, officers club addition, and family housing, plus utility connec- 
tions to provide support for the above projects. 
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Mr. Cunnincuam. Mr. Chairman, may I inquire about this? 

The CHarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Cunnineuam. General, some 2 years ago representatives of 
the people who live in the community of Beale Air Force Base were 
here and testified before 1 of our subcommittees. They stated that 
the Air Force could get along just as well without it, and utilize 
a property elsewhere. Since that time there have been many commu- 
nications passing between the subcommittee and the people in the 
vicinity. I hold in my hand here under date of April 9, 1955, a letter 
from a landowners association there, to which is attached some edi- 
torials and newspaper articles. It seems that this land belonged to 
ranchers, or the major part of it, and has been leased by the Govern- 
ment to these ranchers. These owners of the land seem to feel that 
there is no justification for what is going on there, and it would be 
much better for all concerned, including the Air Force, if this camp 
was abandoned and turned back to the owners. 

Now I would just like to have your comment on it, because I think, 
in view of the interest of the citizens in that vicinity and former 
owners, it should at least be justified in the record—its continuance 
and this additional authorization. 

General Ropennauser. Mr. Cunningham, the Government owns 
the land—some 85,932 acres of it. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Well, now, according to this editorial from the 
California Farmer, that is not correct for all of it. It says here “the 
former owners of Camp Beale now leasing their ranches to Uncle Sam 
are certainly getting pushed around.” 

Mr. Keviener. It should be “leasing from”, I believe. It isn’t 
correct. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. I was under the impression it was “from”, but 
this article says otherwise. 

Mr. Smart. It is “from”. 

The Cuarrman. Why wouldn’t the proper time to ask those ques- 
tions be before the Committee on Acquisitions and Disposals? 

Of course, I want Mr. Cunningham to bear in mind that we want 
to find something about the mineral rights, because that is a very 
important thing. So Mr. Rivers and his splendid committee will look 
into that when they make their request for so many acres of land. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Mr. Chairman, on behalf of the owners, may I 
have these inserted in the record at this point? 

The Cuarrman. Yes; put that in the record. 

NAVADA-YUBA LANDOWNERS ASSOCIATION, 
Nevada City, Calif., April 9, 1955. 
Hon. Cart VINSON, 
Member of Congress, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR MR. VINSON: Enclosed are an editorial and article from one of Cali- 
fornia’s leading agricultural publications. 

At the hearing before the Real Estate Subcommittee of the House Armed 
Services Committee on May 27, 1953, Mr. Ceconi, of the Real Estate Division, 
Department of the Air Force, stated that the Air Base Defense School require- 
ment at Beale was for 30,000 acres. It was brought out in the testimony that 
the soldiers were transported 80 or 90 miles from the Parks Air Force Base 
for their field training. As of March 15, 1955, all activities of the Air Base 
Defense School were transferred back to Parks Air Force Base, which is an 
installation containing less than 6,000 acres. 

Mr. Warren Shingle, executive secretary of the so-called Military Affairs 
Committee of Sacramento Valley, the pressure group in Marysville that has 
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been successful in keeping the 86,000 acres of Beale in Government ownership 
and off the tax rolls and out of production all these years, left for Washington 
last Monday and will no doubt call on you. Regardless of what he might tell 
you, the enclosed article is factual. 

Since Beale was reactivated in 1951 and some buildings constructed in 1952, 
which are 10-year life and considered semipermanent, the Air Force has had 
only a token force there. 

Forty-five thousand three hundred and forty acres of Beale were outleased in 
1944, less than 2 years after its acquisition, and if less than half the land were 
necessary for training when approximately 40,000 men were stationed at Beale 
during World War II, surely 86,000 acres are not necessary for the training of 
less than 5,000 men in peacetime. 

We would appreciate an investigation that would call for the reduction of 
the 86,000 acres to what the Air Force can constructively use. 

Sincerely yours, 
Retua Downey, Secretary. 


(Editorial from the California Farmer, April 2, 1955] 
A Visit To Camp BEALE 


The former owners of Camp Beale now leasing their ranches to Uncle Sam 
are certainly getting pushed around. 

The ranchers want two things, they want the military to live up to the terms 
of the lease and they want a return of the better part of the 46,000 acres to 
the original owners. 

At present there are some 3,000 to 4,000 personnel on the 46,000-acre site. 
This is supposed to be an air base but there isn’t a single airplane nor a field 
to land a plane on if they had a plane. 

A tour of the base revealed that the land was being misused by the aimless 
destruction of fertile meadows and erosion problems caused by jeeps and track- 
layers running at random over the range land. 

There seems to be a total disregard for the terms of the leases made with 
former Owners and a needless destruction of property that tears the heart out of 
those people who call this land home and who love it and can make a living 
from it. 

Camp Beale is Operation Rat Hole as far as wasting public funds is concerned. 
Please, Mr. President, if you are looking for economies, don’t put your military 
bases on agricultural land; don’t drag producing land out of production; don’t 
destroy our confidence in the humanity stewardship, and public relations abilities 
of the military. 


CAMP BEALE’S DoG-IN-THE-MANGER ACT 


Ranchers who formerly ran highly successful livestock enterprises prior to 
World War II in the hill regions east of Marysville, Yuba County, have for some- 
time now been leasing their old home lands from the United States Government. 
In 1941 the Nation at war took over 86,000 acres of rangeland for an Air Force 
Base, and named it Camp Beale. During those hard-pressed years many men 
trained at the camp and went on to war. By the grace of God, those days are 
over; but not Camp Beale. A trickle of trainees still hold forth on these acres 
and Camp Beale continues to be a dilemma to California’s agriculture. 

Ever since the end of the war and the evacuation of the camp by the Air Force 
in 1946, this land, for the most part, has lain idle. At one time it was all but 
declared surplus property but the Department of Defense thought better of the 
plan and kept it in Uncle Sam’s pocket. In 1951 the Air Force again reinhabited 
the base due to the Korean conflict. However, this second coming of the Air 
Force was merely a token, but a token that has remained. 

In 1949 the former residents of the land were able to agree with the Govern- 
ment on terms of a lease to their former lands and since that time they have been 
able to turn the unused portions of the base into half-efficient livestock opera- 
tions. For this privilege, they have paid the highest range grass rates of any 
Government property lessees and have put approximately $330,000 in lease money 
into the United States Treasury. 

All of which seems to be quite a peaceful rural arrangement. Only it isn’t. 

Ever since the day the hard-won lease was signed, the former owners have 
been waging a running fight with the military. The run-around and arrogant 
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treatment dealt out to the lessees has finally got their dander up—so much so 
that the rangers now declare they will fight the Camp Beale question through to 
a finish. 

This land, one of the State’s most productive rangelands, was given up gladly 
during the time of stress ,but the rangers believe that it is high time the Govern- 
ment keeps it word and returns the lands as promised when condemnation was 
first obtained. The rangers say that more than three-fourths of the land is not 
being used by the aviation engineers, as the trainees are called. 

The camp originally reopened to train 10,000 men. This was in 1951; but since 
that date, barely 4,000 at a time have received training at the base. (However, 
it must cost a whale of a lot of money to train these 4,000, because the Depart- 
ment of Defense has allocated $4.5 million to Camp Beale to do the job.) 

As to acreage, these 4,000 men have 86,000 acres to wander around on, which 
seems to be quite a baggy fit even for a camp twice the size. During the war, 
when many men were stationed there, this might even have been snug at times, 
but now the men rattle around the 86,000 acres like dry peas in a tin can. At 
present only 4,000 acres of land holding the buildings and base is receiving any 
real use. 

Since the lease was signed in 1949, every agreement in the lease has been vio- 
lated at one time or another. Evidently this is an attempt to get them to leave 
or to discourage their operations, the ranchers believe. Fences have been torn 
down, gates left open, pastures and ranges ruined by senseless runhing of bull- 
dozers or jeeps over the land, with erosion being compounded by such foolish 
stunts as running tracklayers up one side of a hill and down the other. Besides 
these annoyances, they haven’t been informed of changes in policy or land usage, 
but have had to find out about them from the newspapers. 

Right now the Air Force is inviting the Air National Guard to come in and 
blast the topsoil off the hills by establishing an air-to-ground gunnery range. 
Of course, this land is excellent range and agricultural land and therefore such 
sights as the Mojave Desert’s antiaircraft firing range of the Government’s 
wastelands in Nevada can’t be considered for such a project, as one rancher 
boldly put it. 

Why all of the unmilitarylike conduct? What’s behind the dog-in-the-manger 
attitude? Why these petty, arrogant and senseless violations of lease terms and 
the concentrated efforts to maintain an expensive base and the scramble to find 
some use for the vast expanse of land? 

Many ranchers believe two things: one, that the Air Force itself doesn’t 
know what it wants and is being led around by the nose by outsiders; two, 
that someone is hard at work, complete with influence in high-brass circles, a 
self-appointed “do gooder” organizer with an ulterior motive of providing a 
$500-a-month job, and a mob to do his bidding. Besides a “job” the ranchers 
also strongly suspect someone is after something else, and it may well be 
minerals. 

Two attempts have already been made to gain the mineral rights to the camp 
from the rangers who still own them. If the mineral rights were transplanted 
to the Air Force, support of the airbase through this organization might be 
dropped and an attempt made to get the land declared surplus and put up for 
public auction to outbid the former owners. 

This is only surmise on the part of the ranchers, but since those persons 
tried desperately to get the base declared surplus in 1947 and 1948, then suddenly 
switched horses and demanded that the base be reactivated for “The good of 
Marysville,” inclines them to believe that something else besides brotherly love 
motivates their movements. 

The cry of the party has been that the camp will bring untold wealth into the 
community. It has even been stated that “regardless of the peach- and rice-crop 
failure, Camp Beale made 1954 outstandingly prosperous” for the Marysville 
merchants. We as agriculturalists weren’t aware that the peach or rice crops 
had been such a failure, but perhaps someone knows more than we do about it. 
It might be pointed out, however, that some of the merchants aren’t quite so 
gullible as their brethren. They know that a permanent settlement in ranching 
in the camp area will bring in added sales of feed, equipment, clothing, food, 
entertainment and community help and spirit, to name only a few of the advan- 
tages gained by a prosperous permanent agricultural community. They point 
to the fact that Camp Beale’s trainees are clothed, fed, and entertained by Uncle 
Sam, and only a portion of what the ranchers would spend is spent in Marysville 
or other nearby towns. 
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In view of the above we would suggest that the Air Force return those sections 
of Camp Beale not being used to the former owners. Let the camp continue if 
still needed, but for the good of Yuba and Nevada Counties, a full scale investiga- 
tion with the press, ranchers, base colonel, General Kelley, and a group of un- 
biased Senators and Congressmen who can look at the camp both from an economic 
and agricultural standpoint should be made, and made without “help” of out- 
siders. If the lands are found to be used only sparingly or abused in any manner, 
they should be returned to the former owners, who by law in 1944 were entitled 
to first bids on the lands, and who love the land. Only under full ownership 
can they feel justified in fertilizing the ranges, building permanent fences, new 
homes and a community life. If the Air Force still persists in laying down 
“plamus” for future development like they have been doing since 1947, the investi- 
gators should see to it that the Department of Defense “put up or shut up.” 

Mr. Miuter. Mr. Chairman, if Mr. Cunningham knows of a certain 
record—whereas I have nothing here. But I may say I have visisted 
this place and there is some controversy over it. The majority of the 
people in that area are not opposed to this camp being there. And I 
am certain that either Mr. Engle or my colleague, Mr. Moss, should 
have—it is partially in both of their districts. They should have the 
privilege of offsetting any information of this nature that goes into 
the record. 

The Cuarrman. There is nothing here to take it away from Marys- 
ville. The Department has established it there. The only question 
that was raised by Mr. Cunningham was the land question, and the 
question raised by me was in reference to mineral rights. There is no 
need to have those gentlemen come around here. 

The air force thinks this is the proper place, and as far as I know, 
it is the proper place. And I am not going to open it up unless the 
Air Force wants to raise the soundness of their selection. I certainly 


have to Fo along with them until that occurs. 


The Cuarrman. The next one is Brooks Air Force Base, San An- 
tonio, Tex. 

Troop Housing, 590,000. 

Now in this item we authorized $8,757,000 but we have not spent 
anything. 

What is the trouble down there ? 

General Ropennavser. This is the Air Medical Center, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The Cuatrman. Oh, yes. 

General Ropennauser. That was held up. 

The second of these locations is Brooks Air Force Base at an ap- 
proximate pressure altitude of 900 feet. San Antonio, Tex., is located 
6 miles north-northwest of the base. 

It is situated on 1,331 acres of Government-owned land. This base 
was initially occupied in 1917. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units and school of 
Aviation Medicine. Present and prior authorized facilities are inade- 
quate to support this planned mission and the Department of the Air 
lorce has no suitable facilities at any other base that might be utilized 
for the purpose proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$590,000. The projects included in the total program consists gen- 
erally of the provisions of Airmen Dormitories, utility connections to 
provide support for the above items. 
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The Cuarrman. Now, how come you have not spent this money ? 

I had a hand in establishing that. 

I think you need it down there. 

Now, how come you have not spent any money ¢ 

We gave you an authorization of $8,757,000. 

General Ropennavuser. Mr. Chairman, the Aero Medical Center 
has been through 

The Cuatrman. I got appropriated $10 million, similarly in 
Georgia. I will bring that up later on. 

I will have a day in court here. 

Mr. Bares. You want to cancel that out? 

The Cratrman. Mr. Kilday, down in San Antonio—we worked 
hard to get this medical facility established and we authorized 
$8,757,000 and you have not spent 1 penny. 

Now what is the trouble? 

General Ropennavser. We have had some design problems, Mr. 
Chairman, and the facility again I believe is in its final state of design 
preparatory to action being taken to construct. 

Is that correct, Mr. McCloud ? 

Mr. McCuoup. That is correct. 

The CHamrmMan. Come around here, Mr. McCloud. 

We do not want to pile up authorizations. 

These are mandatory as far as we are concerned. 

It may be permissive in the Department, but when Congress passes 
a bill and the President signs it, we want the law carried out. 

And everybody connected with the Government takes an oath to 
support the law. 

When are you going to sign the contract now ? 

Mr. McCuoup. Well, the main items—a few items will start this 
month, Mr. Vinson. 

The main items which comprise the Aero Medical School are not 
scheduled to go to contract until the fall of this year. 

The Cuamman. Then it will be under full way in 1956, will it? 

Mr. McCuovp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. That is the time, 1956. 

All right, now let’s get this finished. 

All right? 

Mr. Durnam. Have you the facility all ready ? 

Mr. McCuoup. The plans have been completed. They have not 
been finally approved by the Secretary of the Air Force, but the plans 
are in the final stages of completion. 

Mr. Duruam. I said, did you have your faculty all lined up? 

You have to have somebody to teach. 

Mr. McCtovup. I do not know anything about the operation of the 
school. 

General Ropennauser. Yes, sir; that has all been planned and 
phased in accordance with the requirements, sir. 

Mr. Suort. So you get started before the election next year, will be 
all right? 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Kutway. The present school of aviation medicine will move in. 

Mr. McCuiovup. Yes, sir; that is right. 

The Cuamman. Seriously speaking, just as serious as I can make it, 
when Congress authorizes it and it is cleared by the budget and the 
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President signs it, we do want these things carried out, unless there 
is a change of policy in reference to building one, and then you ought 
to come up here and tell us. 

Now you must not come until you are ready to do business. Because 
we do not want to pile up authorizations on the books. That is a bad 
way to run the whole Department. 

Mr. Kizpay. I think the general started to say that the aeromedical 
school had had a rather stormy career. 

There have been delays and I think some of them are necessary. 
I hope they are behind us. 

As you understand it, you are going to be able to put it under con- 
tract ¢ 

Mr. McCuovup. As I understand it, Mr. Kilday, that is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. And it is funded now, is it? 

Mr. McCrioup. We have not funds released yet. 

General Ropennavser. I do not believe the apportionment has been 
completed yet until the design is approved, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. It is anticipated when the design is approved ? 

Mr. McC.oup. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Now the next one is the Dobbins Air Force Base, Marietta, Ga. 

Number 576,000 has been authorized. You spent $287,000. You 
want $58,000 more. 

General Ropennauser: The third of these locations is Dobbins Air 
Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 1,430. Marietta, 
Ga., is located 3 miles northwest of the base. 

It is situated on 2,848 acres of Government-owned land; and 118 
acres of other interests. 

Dobbins Air Force Base was occupied in 1943. 

The planned use of this base is for Air Force Reserve combat train- 
ing center. Present and prior authorized facilities are inadequate to 
support this planned mission and the Department of the Air Force has 
no suitable facilities at any other base that might be utilized for the 
purpose proposed for this base. 

The Government has an investment through 1950 of $7,114,000 
at. this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$758,000. 

The projects included in the total program consists generally of the 
provisions of operational parking apron, primary taxiway, recrea- 
tional gymnasium, plus utilities connections to provide support for 
the above project. 

The CHarrman. Mitchell Air Force Base. We have authorized 
$1,877,000 and we have spent $878,000. 

You want $1,891,000. 

General RopennaAvser. The fourth of these locations is Mitchell Air 
Force Base, at an approximate pressure altitude of 550 feet. 
stead, N. Y., is located 1 mile southwest of the base. 

It is situated on 1,057 acres of Government-owned land and 232 
acres of other interests. 

Mitchell Air Force Base was initially occupied in 1916 and con- 
tinually operated since that date. 


Hemp- 
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The  emerane use of this base is for command headquarters. Pres- 
ent and prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this 
planned mission, and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable 
facilities at any other base that might me utilized for the purpose 
proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,891,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions of operational parking apron and extend pri- 
mary runway. 

The Cuamman. Wolters Air Force Base, Mineral Wells, Tex. 

We authorized $14,907,000 and spent $12,090,000. 

They want $331,00 more. 

General RopenHaAuser. The fifth of these locations is Wolters Air 
Force Base, at an approximate presure altitude of 1,210 feet. Mineral 
Wells, Tex., is located 4 miles east of the base. 

It is situated on 7,744 acres of Government-owned land and 1 acre 
of other interests. 

Wolters Air Force Base was initially occupied in 1940. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion, and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$331,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions of base technical laboratory, storage igloo, and 
the addition to NCO club, plus utility connections to provide support 
for the above projects. 

The Cuarrman. Now, members of the committee, without objec- 
tion, we will approve Continental Air Command. 

Mr. Kripay. On Wolters, Mr. Chairman. 

How are we getting along buying that land, General ? 

General Ropennavser. We have aslight problem there, Mr. Kilday. 

I would like Colonel Price to cover that, if he will. 

I believe the price has gone up since we last talked to this com- 
mittee. 

Colonel Price. That is right, Mr. Chairman. 

The amounts which we discussed here a year ago and subsequently 
with the subcommittee have not proven to be enough with which to 
buy the property. 

And we are still continuing negotiations, but it appears that the 
value of the property has overtaken the estimate which we submitted. 

Mr. Kiupay. Was there something new built there ? 

Colonel Price. There has been additional warehousing built on 
this private property and that accounts for a substantial part of the 
increase. 

The CuarrMan. Now the next one is Headquarters Command. 

Bolling Air Force Base, Washington, D. C. 

Personnel facilities, $520,000. 

Now we authorized $673,000 and $591,000 has been spent. They 
want $520,000 more. 
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General Ropennauser. The 7th of the 11 Zone of Interior major 
commands to be reviewed is the Headquarters Command. The mis- 
sion of this command is to provide housekeeping and support of all 
Air Force personnel in the Washington area. 

Specifically : Provide administrative and logistic support for Head- 
quarters Squadron, USAF, and for those Air Force units stationed 
within the Washington area whose inherent organizational structure 
does not permit their support. This program contains a request for 
$520,000 for Headquarters Command and provides facilities at one 
location. 

Bolling Air Force Base is located in Southeast Washington, D. C., 
at an approximate pressure altitude of 400 feet. 

It is situated on 606 acres of Government-owned land; and 1 acre 
of other interests. 

The planned use of this base is for Command Headquarters. Pres- 
ent sill prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this 
planned mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suit- 
able facilities at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose 
proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 

$520,000. The project included in the total program consists gen- 
er ally of the provisions of officers club and service club plus utility 
connections to provide support for the above projects. 

The CHatrmMan. Without objection, Headquarters Command is ap- 
proved. 

Military Air Transport Command. Andrews Air Force Base. 
We authorized $23,572,000. We have spent $13,598,000. And they 
want $1,098,000 more. 

General Ropennav sER. The 8th of the 11 Zone of Interior major 
commands to be reviewed is the Military Air Transport Service. The 
mission of this command is to provide airlift required in support of 
approved joint-war plans; scheduled airlift for the Department of 
Defense within the continental United States; between the continental 
United States and overseas area; and between and within overseas 
area, as directed by higher authority; worldwide air transport, air 
weather, airways and air communications, and air rescue service sys- 
tems: flight service within the Zone of Interior and as further di- 
rected ; organizations and training of Air Resupply and Communica- 
tion Service and all elements thereof: supervision and control, and 
maintenance of primary facilities required for performing its as- 
signed mission; theater jurisdiction in overseas areas where MATS 
units are stationed but which are outside the jurisdiction of any 
theater commander. This program contains a request for $16,714,000 
for the Military Air Transport Service and provides facilities at six 
locations. 

The first of these locations is Andrews Air Force Base located at 

Camp Springs, Prince Georges County, Md., at an approximate pres- 
sure altitude of 700 feet. 

It is situated on 4,393 acres of Government-owned land; and 51 
acres of other interests. 

Andrews Air Force Base was initially occupied in 1943. 
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The planned use of this base is for operational and training units. 
Present and prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this 
planned mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable 
facilities at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose 
proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,098,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions of dental clinic; service club, recreational 
gymnasium, swimming pool facility and general utilities for items in 
this program. 

The CHarrman. Charleston Air Force Base. We authorized 
$24,837,000. 

We spent $19,509,000. And they want $1,300,000 more. 

General Ropenuavser. The second of these locations is Charleston 
Air Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 300 feet. 
Charleston, S. C. is located 10 miles southeast of the base. 

It is situated on 285 acres of Government-owned land; and 1,749 
acres of other interests. 

Charleston Air Force Base was initially occupied in 1942. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable faeilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,300,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions of medium washrack; squadron operations ; 
athletic field, officers club addition, service club, recreational gym- 
nasium, swimming pool facility; clothing sales commissary; fire sta- 
tion; squadron headquarters; utilities for the support of facilities in- 
cluded in this program. 

The CHarrmMan. Dover Air Force Base: We have authorized $44,- 
584,000. We have spent $35,174,000. And they want $7,073,000 more. 

General Ropennauser. The third of these locations is Dover Air 
Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 400 feet. Dover, 
Del. is located 4 miles northwest of the air base. 

It is situated on 1,908 acres of Government-owned land, plus 203 
acres of other interests. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned 
mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$7,073,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions of heavy washrack; liquid fuel pipeline; taxi- 
way lighting; organizational ‘hangar; organizational maintenance 
ceneral purpose shop, officers club addition, recreational gymnasium, 
airmen swimming pool; squadron headquarters; family housing, 
utilities to support the facilities appearing in this program, purchase 
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of 5 acres of land and acquisition of right-of-way easement for 9 acres. 

The Cuarrman. McGuire Air Force Base. 

General Ropennavuser. Mr. Chairman, there are 352 family hous- 
ing units at Dover, at a cost of $4,752,000, which is the major portion 
of that new authorization. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

The McGuire Air Force Base: We have authorized $59,061,000. 
And we have spent 54,420,000. They want $5,564,000. And family 
houses. 

General RopennHAuvseER. 270 units, sir; at a cost of $3,645,000. 

The fourth of these locations is MeGuire Air Force Base at an 
approximate pressure altitude of 550 feet. Wrightstown, N. J., is 
located 1 mile west of the air base. 

It is situated on 3,054 acres of Government-owned land; 57 acres of 
leased land 1 acre easement transferred from the Department of the 
Army. 

McGuire Air Force Base was initially occupied in 1942. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at 
any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 
base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$5,564,000. The projects included in the total program consist of the 
provisions of shelter apron access; taxiway lights, base operations 
vehicle parking area, squadron operations building; base bulk storage 
shed, NCO club, officers club addition, recreational gymnasium, AM 
swimming pool facility; family housing, utilities to support facilities 
included in this program. 

The CuatrmMan. Palm Beach 

Mr. DurHam. Mr. Chairman? 

The CHarrRMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. Here is one I do want to ask about. 

It seems Charleston Air Force Base has another swimming pool 
there. It is right on the ocean. 

Now what kind of a justification can you give as to that? 

Because we are going to be asked some questions about these things. 

You have one at just about every facility we have here. 

General Ropennavuser. There is no swimming pool existing at 
Charleston Air Force Base. 

Mr. Duruam. Charleston is right on the coast, good Lord. 

There are beaches. 

Mr. Suort. It is quite a way, Carl. I have gone 

General RopENnavuseR. The beach is quite a distance back. 

The Cuatrman. I want to make this statement—off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Durnam. Mr. Chairman, this is a different proposition. 

It is built out of taxpayers’ funds. 

Mr. Hess. We do it when we build schools. We put in swimming 
pools for the kids there. 


55066—55—No. 20—— 14 





3102 


Mr. Brooxs. I believe this will save money. I believe if you give 
them proper recreational facilities, Carl, it will save money. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

The next one is Palm Beach Air Force Base. 

We authorized $8,917,000. We spent $3,527,000. 

They want $818,000 more. 

General Ropennavuser. The fifth of these locations is Palm Beach 
International Airport at an approximate pressure altitude of 200 
nn West Palm Beach, Fla., is located 3 miles east-northeast of the 
air base. 

It is situated on 2,118 acres of Government-owned land; and 8 acres 
of other interests. War Assets Administration deeded area to Palm 
Beach County. Palm Beach County donated 2,066 acres and an addi- 
tional 52 acres were acquired in 1951. Leased area comprises the rifle 
range. 

Palm Beach International Airport was initially occupied in 1940. 
Inactivated in 1948 and declared surplus. It was reactivated and 
occupied in 1951. 

The planned use of this base is for operational and training units. 
Present and prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this 
planned mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable 
facilities at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose 
proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount 
of $818,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions of crash and structural fire station, field main- 


tenance general er dee shop; water supply well; swimming pool 


facility; dining hall for airmen, airmen’s dormitories; utilities to 
support the above facilities. 

The CHatrrMan. And the next one is St. Louis Aeronautical Chart 
Information Center. 

We have authorized $1,500,000. 

We have spent $1,575,000. 

We want $861,000. 

What is the aeronautical center ? 

General Ropennavser. They produce all of the aeronautical charts 
for use in the Air Force, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan., ( Aside.) 

Now, members, without objection, notwithstanding the observation 
of Mr. Durham of North Carolina, we will approve the Military Air 
Transport Command. 

And I hope we will think kindly of swinning pools as June and 
July grows on us. 

General RopenHavser. The sixth of these locations is St. Louis 
Aeronautical Chart Information Center, located in St. Louis, Mo. 

It is situated on 28 acres of Government-owned land. 

The information center was occupied in 1952. 

The planned use of this facility is layout charts, maps, and other 
information from basic data, print and reproduce same on several 
types of material to be used by all elements of the Air Force. 

Present and prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support 
this planned mission and the Department of the Air Force has no 
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suitable facilities at any other location that might be utilized for the 
purpose proposed for this facility. 

e committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,098,000. The projects included in the total program consist gener- 
ally of the provisions of modification and air conditioning printing 
plant space. 

Now the next is Research and Development Center. Carrabelle 
Test Site. 

Now we are authorized—here is one we finished. We authorized 
$210,000 and we have $210,000. And yet they want to get $1,000 
more money. 

General Ropennavser. The first of these locations is Carrabelle 
Test Site. Carrabelle, Fla., is located 8 miles southwest of this site. 

Carrabelle Test Site is situated on 250 acres of Government-owned 
land. This site was initially occupied in 1951. 

The planned use of this site is for research and development activi- 
ties. Present and prior authorized facilities are inadequate to sup- 
port this planned mission and the Department of the Air Force has no 
suitable facilities at any other base that might be utilized for the 
purpose proposed for this site. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the item Salada in this program in the total amount of 
$1,000. The project included in this total program consists of the 
acquisition of 2.25 acres of perpetual right-of-way easement. 

The Cuatrman. Let’s wind this one up. 

General RopenHavser. We need this for land acquisition, Mr. 
Chairman, for a beacon, to get an aerial beacon in at this location, for 
$1,000. 

The CuHarrman. Well, we can do without that $1,000. 

Now, that will make a good picture here. 

Mr. WickersHamM. Let’s give it tothem. 

Mr. Brooxs. Let them have the $1,000. 

The CHarrman. Edwards Air Force Base. 

We authorized $82,909,000. 

We have spent $63,360,000. - And notwithstanding that, they want 
$12,429,000 more. 

Now you tell us about this one. 

General RopennaAvser. The second of these locations is Edwards 
Air Force Base, at an approximate pressure altitude of 2,600 feet. 
Lancaster, Calif.. is located 30 miles southwest of this base. 

Edwards Air Force Base is situated on 258,765 acres of Govern- 
ment-owned land; there are also 41,235 acres under the jurisdiction 
of the Department of the Interior, and 4 acres under lease. Edwards 
Air Force Base was initially occupied in 1939 and has been contin- 
uously used since that time. 

The planned use of this base is for research and development 
activities. Present and prior authorized facilities are inadequate to 
support this planned mission and the Department of the Air Force 
has no suitable facilities at any other base that might be utilized for 
the purpose proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount 
of $12,429,000. The projects included in the total program consist 
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generally of the provisions for taxiway lighting, aircraft maintenance 
hangar, jet engine test cells, a research laboratory; a base chapel, an 
NCO club, a swimming pool, and a central post office on the main 
base, and the following facilities at the rocket static test site: addi- 
tions to the utility system, a railroad spur from the main line to 
the site, the construction of the road system on the site, and provision 
of two rocket engine test stands with the minimum supporting facil- 
ities necessary to make it operational. 

Edwards Air Force Base as you know, Mr. Chairman, is the main 
research and development test center of the Air Force, at Lake Muroc, 
Calif. 

At this location the Air Force and Navy and all the other services 
perform certain tests of equipment that lend themselves to that type 
of testing. 

The Cuairman. Then this is a research and development area ? 

General Ropennauser. Yes, sir; and this is a research and develop- 
ment station and area. 

Mr. Smarr. Is NACA in there, too? 

General RopenHAusER. NACC is located there as well, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The CuHarrmMan. Why doesn’t all this construction come out of the 
billion dollars we give for research and development ? 

Why is it charged against the Air Force / 

Why isn’t it charged against 

Mr. Ketiever. This is construction only, sir. 

The CHatrman. Construction. 

All right. 

Mr. Durnam. That is an engineering test facility, isn’t it? 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuatrman. Now the next 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. I would like to know why it is going 
to cost more for this chapel here, $153,000 for 300 seats over there, 
and the same square feet—why it is going to cost $153,000 and cost 
$141,000 at Hamilton, also in California ? 

General Ropennauser. Edwards is in a more remote area and 
Hamilton, Mr. Bates, and the construction costs in the desert are 
slightly higher than they are on the edge of it. 

Mr. Suorr. Transportation ¢ 

General RopeENHAvsER. Transportation of materials and labor. 

Mr. Bares. All right. 

Mr. Brooks. Why do you have Edwards broken down into two 
sheets ? 

The CuatrmMan. It is only broken down in one place in the bill. 

Iam reading the bill. That is an auxiliary for Edwards, sir, which 
is a rocket test site. 

Now your next item is Hartford Research Facility, Hartford, 
Conn. 

We have authorized $5,750,000. 

You have not spent a penny. And notwithstanding that fact, you 
are asking today for $22,375,000 ? 

General Ropennavser. That is correct, sir. 

The third of these locations is the Hartford Research Facility lo- 
vated in the vicinity of Hartford, Conn. 
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It will be located on approximately 1,182 acres of land to be 
purchased by the United States Government. 

The planned use of this installation is for basic and applied re- 
search. The Air Force does not have any authorized facilities avail- 
able at this or any other site which could be utilized in support of the 
planned research at this location. 

The committee has been provided with information with respect to 
the items included in this program in the total amount of $22,375,000. 
The projects included in the total program consist generally of the 
provisions of a research facility. 

The CruatrMan. How come you have spent some money there? 

General Ropennavuser. Last year we asked the committee for the 
$5,700,000 to get a start on this facility at Hartford. 

Since that time they found to build it in the proper perspective and 
increments, that they could not proceed without additional authori- 
zation. 

The additional authorization we ask for here, Mr. Chairman, will 
substantially provide them with what they need to get a usable facility 
in at the Hartford Research Center. 

The future would look like roughly another $4 million, I would 
say, some time in the future—not necessarily next year. 

But without this, the $5,700,000 they got last year will not provide 
them with anything they can go forward with. 

Mr. DurHam. General, how many engine testing facilities have we 
got now? 

What other places? 

General Ropennauser. I can’t tell you offhand, Mr. Durham, but I 
can find out for you, sir. 

I don’t know of any others for this particular type of engine. 

General Wasupourne. Mr. Chairman (off the record). 

There are no others like it. 

The CHatrmMaNn. Whenever you mention those things to me, I just 
mark them up and go on. 

Because that is all I want to know about it. It is over my head and 
I am not going to get involved in it. 

The next one is the Holloman Air Force Base. We have authorized 
$21,033,000 and we appropriated $13,630,000, and you want $4,965,000, 
making a $26 million establishment. 

Now, there is no houses there, either. 


HOLLOMAN AIR FORCE BASE 


General Ropennavser. The fourth of these locations is Holloman 
Air Force Base, at an approximate pressure altitude of 4,300 feet. 
Alamagordo, N. Mex., is located 8 miles northeast of this base. 

It is situated on 8,173 acres of Government-owned land plus 3,149 
acres of leased land and 206 acres in easements. Holloman Air Force 
Base was initially occupied in 1942. This area is subject to revision 
when land survey is completed. 

The planned use of this base is for research and test and joint use of 
Atomic Energy Commission. Present and prior authorized facilities 
ure inadequate to support this planned mission and the Department 
of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any other base that might 
be utilized for the purpose proposed for this base. 
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The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$4,965,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions of apron for loading pilotless aircraft, airfield 
lighting, a main water-supply line, storage for explosives, 2 missile 
assembly units; a dental clinic, cold storage for food, commissary, and 
a new base chapel. 

The CHatrmMan. The next. 

Indian Springs Air Force Base: $243,000 has been authorized and 
we have spent $328,000 and now you are asking $555,500. Now, where 
did you get that little extra money ? 

General Ropenuavser. The fifth of these locations is Indian Spring 
Air Force Base, at an approximate pressure altitude of 3,450 feet. 
Las Vegas, Nev., is located 42 miles northwest of this base. 

Indian Springs Air Force Base is situated on 1,652 acres of Govern- 
ment-owned land. Indian Springs Air Force Base was initially 
occupied in 1942. 

The planned use of this base is for research and development and 
for gunnery staging activities. Present and prior authorized facili- 
ties are inadequate to support this planned mission and the Depart- 
ment of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any other base that 
might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$555,500. The projects included in the total program consist of pro- 
vision of a fire station and an auto-maintenance shop and 25 units of 
family housing. 

The 25 family housing units at this station, Mr. Chairman, at a cost 
of $3: 37,500, is the major portion of what we are asking for here. The 
other two items are for a fire station and for an auto-maintenance shop 
at this remote location. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is not the chairman’s question. 

The CuarrMan, That is not my point. 

My point is this: You spent more than you have been authorized. 
My book shows you have only been authorized $243,000, and you spent 
$328,000; is that correct ? 

Mr. Keener. That is right. 

They had some authority ‘before the 80th Congress, of course, and 
they apparently went back and used some of that authorization to 
fund against. 

General RopenHaAuser. That is correct. 

Mr. Ketteuer. Is that the answer? 

Mr. Snort. Unexpended balances. 

The Cuarrman, All right. 

Now, the Kirtland Air Force Base, at Albuquerque. Now, we 
authorized $28,614,000. You spent $21,249,000. You want $905,000 
again. 

General Ropennavser. The sixth of these locations is Kirtland Air 
Force Base, at an approximate pressure altitude of 5,500 feet. Albu- 
querque, N. Mex., is located 2 miles northwest of this base. 

Kirtland Air Force Base is situated on 236 acres of Government- 
owned land, 429 acres of easement and transfer from other Govern- 
ment agencies, and 100 acres on lease. This base was initially oc- 
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cupied in 1941 and has been used continuously since that time. It also 
accomodates the Albuquerque Municipal Airport and the New Mexico 
National Guard. 

The planned use of this base is for research and development ac- 
tivities. Present and prior authorized facilities are se teataert to 
support this planned mission and the Department of the Air Force has 
no suitable facilities at any other base that might be utilized for the 
purpose proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$905,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the construction of an engine buildup shop, a water well, 
and base shops for the air-installations engineers. 

The CuatrMan. Laurence G. Hanscom Field, Bedford, Mass., $43,- 
065,000 has been authorized, $29,872,000 has been spent, and you want 
$3,705,000 now. 

General RopenuHAvseER. Sixty units of family housing here, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The seventh of these locations is Laurence G. Hanscom Field, at an 
appropriate pressure altitude of 650 feet. Bedford, Mass. is located 
1.5 miles northeast of this field. 

Laurence G. Hanscom Field is situated on 448 acres of Government- 
owned land plus 641 acres leased and 136 acres of other interests. This 
field was initially occupied in 1951. 

_ The planned use of this field is for research and development activi- 
ties, and operational units. Present and prior authorized facilities 
are inadequate to support this planned mission and the Department 
of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any other base that might 
be utilized for the purpose proposed for this field. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$3,705,000, and consist generally of the provisions for parking aprons, 
hazard removal from the end of primary runway, a communications 
building, approach lighting, aircraft maintenance hangar and shop, 
a bachelor officers quarters, utilities and real estate to support the 
facilities appearing in this program; a research electronics laboratory, 
a base warehouse, an addition to the airmen’s club, a communications 
and electronics shop, and 60 units of family housing. 

The Cuatrman. Mount Washington 

Mr. Durnuam. Does it cost $195,000 to dig a well in New Mexico? 

I say, does it cost $195,000 to dig a well? 

General Ropennauser. Where is this, at Holloman, sir? 

Mr. Durnam. Yes; that is at Kirtland. 

General Ropennauser. At Kirtland? 

Mr. Duruam. What kind of a well—— 

General Ropennavuser. Well, this isthe water supply,sir. It would 
be a well plus the necessary piping to get it to the storage facilities, 
and so forth, and pumping stations, 

The Cuarrman. I would say—this is off the record. 

(Statement off the record. ) 

General RopenHauser. This includes a chlorination plant and a 
pumping station. 

Mr. Brooks. Does it include aqueducts and pipes leading from the 
well? 
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The CHarrman. Yes. 

General Ropennauser. This well will be 1,000 feet deep, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CHarrman. That is right. 

General Ropennavuser. And it will require chlorination and pump- 
ing and so forth. 

‘he Cuatrman. All right. 

The next item is Mount Washington. We appropriated $2 mil- 
lion—we have authorized $2,423,000, and spent but $1,539,000, and you 
want $588,000 more. 

General Ropennauser. The eighth of these locations is the Climatic 
Projects Laboratory, at an approximate pressure altitude of 6,000 feet, 
and located on Mount Washington, N. H. 

This Climatic Projects Laboratory was initially occupied in 1946. 

The planned use of this laboratory is for icing protective research. 

Present and prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support 
this planned mission and the Department of the Air Force has no 
suitable facilities at any other base that might be utilized for the pur- 
pose proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$588,000. The project included in the total program consists of the 
provisions of additional required facilities needed for the Climatic 
Projects Laboratory. 

The CHarrman. Patrick Airforce Base, Cocoa, Fla. We have au- 
thorized $82,242,000. We have spent $61,433,000. They want $7,611,- 
000 more. 

General RopennavuserR. The ninth of these locations is Patrick Air 
Force Base, at an approximate pressure altitude of 200 feet. Cocoa 
Beach, Fla., is located 2 miles north of this base. 

The base is situated on 1,773 acres of Government-owned land plus 
54 acres of easements. The many off-base facilities assigned to the 
proving grounds aggregate approximately 14,249 acres of unsurveyed 
land. Patrick Air Force Base was initially occupied in 1940. 

The planned use of this base is for research and development activ- 
ities. Present and prior authorized facilities are inadequate to sup- 
port this planned mission and the Department of the Air Force has 
ro suitable facilities at any other base that might be utilized for the 
purpose proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$7,611,000. The projects included in the total program consist gener- 
ally of the provisions for an aircraft washrack, acquisition of restric- 
tive easements, and purchase of land to provide sites for Theolodite 
stations. Provisions are made at the down range sites for launching 
facilities, camera pads, installation shops, radar-station facilities, 
missile-control facilities, and rehabilitation of facilities. 

The Cuarrman. Where is Cocoa, Fla. ? 

General Ropennavser. It is on the east coast of the State, sir, about 
half way down the peninsula, just below Daytona. 

Mr. Ketiener. Banana River. 

The CuarrMan. Banana River; is that correct? 

General Ropennauser. That is it, Banana River; that is correct. 

The Cuarrman. We know what that is. 
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General RopenHavuser. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. All right. 

The next is “Various locations, research and development, $20 
million.” 

That is a new item. Tell us something about that. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, is that $15,000 for one and a quarter 
acres at Patrick ? 

The Cuarrman Well, that is what the book shows. 

General RopENHAUSER. No, sir. 

There is a slight reduction here, Mr. Chairman. That is $4,000 
and not $15,000. The net reduction here is $11,000 off the price shown 
in the book. 

Mr. Bares. I should hope so. 

General Rodenhauser, now, tell us about “Various locations, re- 
search and development facilities, $20 million.” That is a new item. 

The CuarrMan. Where is that in the book? 

General RopenuAuser. This project, Mr. Chairman, on page 462 
of the book 

The CuatrMAn. Wait 1 minute. Let me get it now. Well, suppose 
we pass this item over for the time being, and come back to it before 
we finish the bill—or do you want to take it up now? 

General Ropennauser. I can, or if you would prefer, I can have a 
research and development man to take it up with the committee, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Well 

General Ropennavuser. It would have to be an off-the-record dis- 
cussion. 

The Cuarrman. All right. So we will pass this one over for the 
time being, and go on with this other. 

Now, that is two items; keep tab, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. KeLLener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I have mine marked now. 

Now, the next one is Strategic Air Command. Now, briefly, tell 
us what Strategic Air Command is. 

General Ropenuavuser. Mr. Chairman, the mission of this command 
is to organize, train, equip, administer, and prepare a force capable 
of conducting strategic-air operations in accordance with directives 
and policies issued by Headquarters, United States Air Force. 

It is, as you all know, the main striking arm of our Air Force, 
if not our Nation, in this day of air atomic warfare. 

The CuarrMan. Now, what types of plane do you use in Strategic 
Air Command ? 

General RopennAvser. The heaviest bomber is the B-52, with its 
predecessor, the B-36. 

Medium bombers; B-+47—— 

The CHairMan. Wait a minute. B-52 and B—— 

General RopenHAUSER. 36. 

The CHarrMaNn. 36. 

General RopenHAvuser. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, as a matter of fact, the 52 supersedes the 36. 

General RopenHauser. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. What is your other big bomber? 

General Ropennavuser. The B-47, medium bomber, sir. 

The CHatrman. B-47. 
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General Rop—ENHAvsER. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, any other big bombers? 

General Ropennavser. Those are the only large ones, sir. 

The CuHatrmMan. Now, they are the main wings in the Strategic Air 
Command ¢ 

General RopennaAuser. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Bombing power. 

General Ropennavuser. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Any other types of fighters or—— 

General RopennAvsER. Yes, sir. 

The Crarrman. All right, what type of fighter is in Strategic Air 
Command? 

General Rop—enHauser. We have strategic fighters, F-84-F——— 

The CHarrMan. Wait a minute. 

Take all of this off the record. 

All right, go ahead. 

(Further discussion off the record.) 

The CHarrman. Now, I want to say to the members of the com- 
mittee—this is off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The CHarrman. All right, now let’s get down to work. Now you 
can get back on the record. 

Abilene Air Force Base. We have authorized $50 million. We 
have spent $35,356,000. And they want $4,305,000 more. 

Mr. DurHam. Where? 

The CHarrman. This is in Texas. 

Mr. Ketiener. Abilene, Tex. 

The CuarrMan. All these expenditures take place in the Southwest 
because the atmosphere is good for flying. 

General Ropennavser. The first of these locations is Abilene Air 
Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 2,050 feet. Abilene, 
Tex., is located 4 miles east-northeast from the base. 

It is situated on 5,029 acres of Government-owned land. Funds for 
acquisition of land have been donated by local interests. The base was 
initially occupied in 1941. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purposes proposed 
for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$4,359,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions of a runway extension, the stabilization of run- | 
way shoulders required for jet aircraft operation; fuel hydrants; a . | 
small arms range, target intelligence training building; nurses’ quar- 
ters; industrial treatment plant; base dispensary; storage facilities; 
personnel facilities which consist of a library, gymnasium and air- 
men’s swimming pool; administrative facilities for the headquarters 
squadron ; a central post office and security guardhouse; plus utilities 
connections and real estate required to support the runway extension. 

The Cuatrman. Altus Air Force Base. 

They have authorized $30,562,000 and we have spent $17,090,000. 
They want $2,920,000 more. 
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General Ropennavuser. The second of these locations is Altus Air 
Force Base, at an approximate pressure altitude of 1,700 feet. Altus, 
Okla., is located 3.4 miles west-southwest from the base. 

It is situated on 2,324 acres of Government-owned land and 1,451 
acres of other interests. This installation was occupied in 1943. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at 
= Sern base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program and family housing in 
the total amount of $2,920,000. The projects included in the total 
program consists generally of the provision of additional fueling hy- 
drants; taxiway lighting; a base technical laboratory building; a tar- 
get intelligence training building; and industrial treatment plant, 
storage facilities; an airmen’s swimming pool and a base headquarters 
building for air police; plus utilities connections required to support 
the above projects. 

The Cuatrman. Barksdale Air Force Base. 

General Ropennavuser. There are—— 

The CHarrman. Down in Shreveport, La. We have authorized 
since the 80th Congress $31,247,000. We have spent $25,279,000. And 
we want $7,378,000 more. 

Mr. Wickersnam. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. We will O. K. that one. 

Mr. Wickersuam. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

Mr. WickersHAM. The general wanted to call your attention to 
housing. 

The Cuarrman. No family houses in Barksdale? 

General RopenHavser. No, sir. 

The CHatrman. There are family houses at Altus, Okla. 

General RopeNnHAvsER. 150 units, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. All right, 150 units. And no family houses-at 
Abilene. 

General Ropennavser. That is correct. 

The third of these locations is Barksdale Air Force Base, La., at 
an approximate pressure altitude of 500 feet. Bossier City, La., is 1 
mile northeast of the base. 

It is situated on 21,913 acres of Government-owned land, and 140 
acres of other interests. This base has been occupied since 1933. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned 
mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facili- 
ties at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed 
for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$7,379,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions of additional parking apron; dispersal and 
primary taxiways, additional fueling hydrants, a communication re- 
ceiver building, runway approach lights, a target intelligence build- 
ing, an addition and modification to the hospital, an open storage 
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facility, a chapel education wing, a gymnasium, and a theater along 
with the utilities connections required to support the above projects. 

The CuatrmMan. Now Bergstrom Air Force Base. We have spent 

$14 million—we have authorized $14,024,000 and we have spent “$10, 
876. 000 and they want now $1,871,000. 

General Ropennauser. The fourth of these locations is Bergstrom 
Air Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 800 feet. 
Austin, Tex., is located 5 miles northwest from the base. 

It is situated on 2,978 acres of Government-owned land and 82 
acres of other interests. It has been in continual use since original 
occupancy in 1942, 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has not suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed 
for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
ar, 2 to the items included in this program in the total amount 
of $1,871,000. The projects included in the total program consist 
generally of the provisions of additional parking apron; squadron 
operations building addition; a chapel and gymnasium; squadron 
headquarters buildings; and an auto-maintenance shop ; plus the utili- 
ties connections required to support the above projects and a real 
estate item for approach zone clearance. 

The Cuarrman. Biggs Air Force Base, in E] Paso. We have au- 
thorized $13,474,000. We have spent $11,100,000. They want 
$2,427,000 more. And no houses. 

General Ropennauser. The fifth of these locations is Biggs Air 
Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 4,100 feet. El 
Paso, Tex., is 7.5 miles southwest of this base. 

It is situated on 6,059 acres of Government-owned land and 3 acres 
of other interests. It is originally occupied in 1920 and has been in 
continual use since that time. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned 
mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$2,427,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of provisions for additional fuel operating storage; a crash and 
structural fire station; replacement dormitories, warehouse and cold 
storage facilities; a supply and issue building; an educational wing to 
the chapel ; plus the utilities connections required to support the above 
projects. 

The CuarrmMan. Campbell Air Force Base: We have authorized $3,- 
886,000, we have spent $2,395,000, and they want $1,993,000 more, and 
no housing. 

General Rovennavser. The sixth of these locations is Campbell Air 
Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 900 feet. Hopkins- 
ville, Ky., is located 10 miles northwest from the base. 

It is situated on 3,421 acres of Government-owned land and 156 acres 
of other interests. This base was initially occupied in 1942. 
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The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned 
mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facil- 
ities at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed 
for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,993,000. 'The projects included in the total program consist gener- 
ally of the provisions of extensions of the hardstand dispersal parking 
area required by the programed mission; runway shoulder stabiliza- 
tion; airmen’s dining hall and dormitories; auto maintenance shop; 
plus utilities connections required to support the above projects and 
real esate clearance requirements. 

The CuHatrMan. Carswell Air Force Base: We have authorized $38. 
73,000. We have spent $20,368,000. They want $2,322,000. 

General Ropennauser. The seventh of these locations is Carswell 
Air Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 900 feet. Fort 
Worth, Tex., is 16 miles northwest from the base. 

It is situated on 1,985 acres of Government-owned jand; 87 acres of 
other interest. The base was originally occupied in 1942 and has been 
in continual use since that date. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has not suitable facilities at 
uny other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in the program in the total amount of 
$2,322,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions for taxiway lighting; dormitories; dental 
clinic; personnel facilities consisting of an education wing, an NCO 
club, a service club and a bathhouse, plus the utilities required to sup- 
port the above projects. 

The CuatrMan. Soall of you can see these bases are getting finished. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. I have been trying to follow some of these on the map. 
And since they are there and sometimes they are not, [ notice Campbell 
Air Force Base, at Hopkinsville, Ky. What is that there? 

General Ropennavser. There is only an airbase squadron there. 

Mr. Bray. O. K., that is all. 

General RopennAvser. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Now, the next one is Castle Air Force Base, in California. We have 
authorized $26,166,000, and we have spent $22,085,000. They want 
$4,500,000 more, and no family houses. 

General Ropennavser. The eighth of these locations is Castle Air 
Force Base at an approximate altitude of 500 feet, Merced, Calif., is 
located 7 miles southeast from the base. 

It is situated on 2,204 acres of Government-owned land and 194 
acres of other interests. It was initially occupied in 1946 and has been 
in continual use since that time. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
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sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at 
any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 
base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$4,502,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions of additional airfield pavement; additional 
apron for the programed aircraft. This increase in airfield pavement 
is required for heavy bomber operation ; additional squadron opera- 
tions buildings; aircraft maintenance shops; an industrial waste treat- 
ment plant, bulk warehouse facilities; a motor pool administrative 
building; and the necessary utilities and real estate required to support 
the above projects. 

The Cuarrman. Clinton-Sherman Air Force Base: We have au- 
thorized $11,395,000. We have only spent $49,000 there. And now 
they want $10,215,500. 

General Ropenuavuser. The ninth Strategic Air Command location 
is Clinton-Sherman Air Force Base at an approximate pressure alti- 
tude of 1,700 feet. Clinton, Okla., is Beck 17 miles northeast from 
the base. The base is situated on 2,577 acres of leased land. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program, including family hous- 
ing in the amount of $10,215,500. The projects included in the total 
program consist generally of the provisions of aircraft parking apron ; 
a warmup holding pad; provisions on on-base bulk storage; rehabili- 
tation of 35 buildings; operational facilities and an armament and 
electronics shop; organizational maintenance shops; a test stand; 
special training facilities; specialized storage facilities such as shed, 
open base, and ammo and small arms magazine; personnel facilities 
such as clubs for NCO’s, officers, and airmen, an exchange sales store, 
a swimming pool and theater; squadron wing and police headquarters 
buildings; an AIO shop and an ammunition shop plus the utilities 
and real estate leaner to support the above projects. 

Mr. Chairman, as you recall, Clinton-Sherman was a Navy station 
which has been turned over to the Air Force now. And last year it 
was our first big program on Clinton-Sherman. It is underway now. 
We have every hope and belief that this will be rapidly pushed, that 
these items you have indicated here will also be under contract, in 
order to make this a usable base for two strategic fighter wings by 
1957. Mr. McCloud—— 

The CuHairman. This is about a $22,000,000 base? 

General Ropenuauser. That is right, sir. 

Mr. McCrioun. Everything will be underway in 1955 and prior by 
July of this year, and all of the work here in 1956 is under design 
and can be placed under contract soon after we receive appropriations. 

The Cnamman. All right. 

Mr. Bares. Now, Mr. a may I ask a question, please? 

The Cuamman. Yes. 
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Mr. Bates. General, this road here costs about $34,000 a mile and 
the one we had back at Abilene ran us around $65,000 a mile. Can 
you tell the committee a little bit about the difference there? 

General Ropennauser. Yes, sir. We have different quality roads 
for different purposes. This road at Clinton-Sherman will provide 
access. to the airmen’s housing and a refueling area and to aprons and 
buildings on the flight line. And the one at Abilene is all-weather 
road for access to the maintenance facilities, training facilities, storage 
facilities, and other main facilities on the base. 

In other words, it is a higher quality road, Mr. Bates, than the 
other—the difference between more of a primary and a secondary 
road, sir. 

Mr. Bares. What do our roads out here cost a mile? nationwide, 
isn’t it around $50,000 a mile? * 

General Ropennauser. No, I would say that is rather low in today’s 
market. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. Well, that is the figure we had a year or two ago. 

Mr. Keiiener. Some parts of the Boston Turnpike cost $1,000,000 
a mile. 

General Ropennauser. That is right. 

The Carman. Oh, yes. It all depends upon the terrain. 

General RopenHAusER. Drainage and those things are involved in it. 

The Cuairman. All right. Now the next item is the Columbus 
Air Force Base, Columbus, Miss. We have authorized $3,663,000 
and you haven’t spent anything, and you are asking for $6,629,000. 

General. Rop—enHAvsER. The tenth Strategic Air Command loca- 
tion is Columbus Air Force Base located in Columbus, Miss., at an 
approximate pressure altitude of 500 feet. Columbus, Miss., is located 
11.2 miles southsoutheast from the base. 

It is situated on 767 acres of Government-owned land and 3,636 
acres of other interests. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned 
mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program, including family hous- 
ing in the total amount of $6,629,000. The projects included in the 
total program consist generally of those facilities necessary to convert 
a primary training base to a jet-fighter base, as follows: airfield pave- 
ments include items to provide a new runway ; additional on-base fuel 
storage; the squadron operations buildings; tech recon laboratory ; 
control tower; maintenance shops; training facilities; rehabilitation 
of airmen’s dining hall and dormitories; a dental clinic and hospital ; 
ordnance storage facilities and an ammo shop; squadron headquarters 
buildings; auto maintenance shop plus necessary utilities and real 
estate required to support the above projects. 

The CHatrMan. What is the trouble down there ? 

_ General Ropennauser. This also includes 100 units of family hous- 
ing, Mr. Chairman, at $1,350,000, and Columbus, like the other sta- 
tion, is being converted to two strategic reconnassiance fighter wings 
for the Strategic Air Command from its old mission as a training sta- 
tion. It has required a re-do of the base in order to accommodate 
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this mission. It, like Clinton, is under steam now and should pro- 
gress as the picture on Clinton-Sherman. 

The Cuatrman. Then these contracts will be entered into between 
now and the end of this fiscal year? I am talking about Columbus 
Air Force Base. 

Mr. McCrovup. The contracts started in April of last month and 
will be complete by August of this year. They will all be under 
contract by then. 

The CuarrMan. All right . 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question, sir? 

The CHAarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Didn’t you say this morning that it was the policy 
not to built permanent bases on leased land ? 

The Cuairman. The policy always has been not to build any major 
facilities on land that is beclou If we build brick buildings and things 
of 25 or 30 or 45 or 50 years duration, we want to build it on Govern- 
ment-owned land. Now, that doesn’t apply to temporary build- 
ings. Of course, there are plenty of temporary buildings where we 
don’t buy the land. But here where you put a permanent establish- 
ment, it must be—the fee must be in the Goverment. 

Mr. Ketiener. The lease here, Mr. Chairman, goes to the year 2040. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Mr. Ketiener. The lease at Columbus goes to the year 2040, which 
is the life of the structure and more. 

The Cwarrman. 2040, That is how many years? 

Mr. Hess. 85 years. 

Mr. Ketieuer. 85 years. 

The CuarrMan. Just about my life. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 

Mr. Lanxrorp. May I clear that up 

The Cuarrman. Let’s not worry about that this afternoon. 

Mr. LANKrorp. I am not worried about the year 2000. 

The CHarrman. All right. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. All right, I will pass. 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHarrmMan. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. General, have we ever come out with any standard 
chapel for the Armed Forces? 

General RopenHavser. Yes, sir; we have an assortment of chapels, 
Mr. Bates, to accommodate different size bases. 

Mr. Bares. And is that uniform between the various services ? 

General RopeNnAuvseR. Between the various services? 

Mr. Bares. Yes. 

General Ropenuavser. I can’t answer that question, sir. The OSD 
representative possibly can. 

Mr. Bares. It was something that you were working in the public- 
works bill 5 years ago. Have you ever come into agreement on that ? 
General Ropennauser. Ours are standard within the Air Force. 

Mr. Bares. Well, let’s talk about that, then. You have one at 
Hamilton for 300 seats and that is $141,000, and you have this one 
here for 300 seats at $168,000. 

General RopennaAuser. Well, that would be a difference in construc- 
tion costs in the two areas, Mr. Bates. 
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Mr. Bares. Is it going to make up that much difference? 

General RopEeNHAvsER. Materials—one place may have plenty of 
one kind of material and the other another. 

The Cuarrman. Cost of labor. 

General Rovennavuser. Cost of labor. 

Mr. Bares. Are the plans the same? 

General Ropennauser. They should be if they are both 300-seat 
chapels; yes, sir. Mr. McCloud, is that correct? 

r. McCuoup. I can’t tell you what—— 

The Cuairman. Come around here so the reporter can get you. 

General WasHpourneE. Mr. Chairman, I think there is another fac- 
tor that enters into the book figures here and that is the district engi- 
neer’s opinion of what it is going to cost. These are estimates sub- 
mitted by different districts and there is a variation between what 
they think it will cost and what they finally do cost. 

he CuatrMan. You should try to have as much uniformity as 
possible. And I was very much impressed with Mr. Floete’s state- 
ment. Mr. Floete is bringing that about. 

General WAsHBOURNE. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. He is doing very constructive work in barracks 
and houses and chapels and hospitals. He is trying to have uni- 
formity. And, of course, we all recognize on account of material, the 
cost of labor and various little factors, there is bound to be a variance 
in different localities. But the objective should be that all the costs 
of that. kind of facility should be as close as possible as it can be. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, at that point, since the question has 
been brought up, I would like to ask the question: Most of these in- 
creases are—at a number of places the increases on messing facilities 
is around $53,000. 

General WasHBourneE. That is right. 

Mr. Deverevx. Is that the same sort of design for messing facilities 
that they have in the other services or not ? 

General RopennaAuser. I don’t know whether the other services 
have this type of design or not, Mr. Devereux. 

Mr. Devereux. Would you explain why you have changed that and 
it has increased in cost, because that is a question that will come up 
because it enters into the picture time and again. 

General Ropennavser. Not only that, but we will file with the 
committee counsel the drawings showing the old mess hall and the 
new one. We are prepared to do that. The arrangement largely is 
in the kitchen area where the preparation and serving of food takes 
place and also a more economical arrangement in the dining area so 
we can accommodate more people in this one mess. 

We will call this about an 800-man mess, as opposed to the other 
type which was commonly known as about a 700-man mess. In other 
words, it has a capability of feeding more people and, of course, on 
more shifts. 

Mr. Deverevx. It is not a question of having better facilities for 
airmen than you would have for soldiers or sailors? 

General Ropennauser. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Devereux. You remember that came up at one time. 

General RopenHAvseER. No, sir, that is not the case here. 
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Mr. Duruam. Let me ask him one question. 

The Cuamman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DurHam. Are your hospitals fireproof, General—the build. 
ings ¢ 

General RopenuAvuseEr. The permanent ones are, yes, sir. The 
semipermanent are not. This is a permanent,station here at Colum- 
bus. 

The Cuarrman. The next item is Davis-Monthan Air Force Base. 
We have authorized $29,481,000. We have spent $25,790,000, and you 
need $7,834,000 to complete the project. 

General Ropennauser. ‘The 1ith Strategic Air Command location 
is Davis-Monthan Air Force Base at an approximate pressure alti- 
tude of 2,900 feet. Tucson, Ariz., is located 7 miles northwest from 
the base. The base is situated on 7,289 acres of Government-owned 
land and 475 acres of other interests. The base was initially occu- 
pied in 1926. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned 
mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed 
for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$7,834,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of an extension to the runway, shoulder stabilization, additional 
aircraft parking apron, and the strengthening of existing parking 
apron; training facilities; quarters for nurses and a dormitory; a 
hospital; base ammo storage facility; and officers’ club, and airmen’s 
club and theater plus real estate. 

The CuarrMan. The next is Dow Air Force Base, at Bangor, Maine. 
We have authorized $23,158,000. We have only spent $4,898,000, 
and now they want $11,155,000. 

General Ropennavuser. The 12th Strategic Air Command loca- 
tion is Dow Air Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 
800 feet. Bangor, Maine, is located 2.5 miles east from the base. 

It is situated on 1,761 acres of Government-owned land; plus 624 
acres of other interests. It was originally occupied in 1942; tem- 
porarily inactivated December 1945; reactivated July 1946. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned 
mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facili- 
ties at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed 
for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect. to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$11,155,000. The projects included in the total program consist 
generally of the provisions of additional runway; additional on- 
base fuel storage along with additional hydrant refueling units; a 
crash and structural fire station; squadron operations buildings and 
operational training facilities; additional aircraft maintenance fa- 
cilities; airmen dormitories and officer quarters facilities; rehabili- 
tation of family housing; clubs for noncommissioned officers, officers, 
and servicemen; an auto maintenance shop, plus utilities and real 
estate required to support the above projects. 
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The Cuamman. So you will have to makeséme ‘contracts there. 
Else you will pile up your authorization too fast. 

General Ropennavser. That is correct, Mr. Chairman, and. we 
have to completely redo this base as well to take care of the Strategic 
Air Command mission program in there. The runway needs re- 
doing and reorienting and, of course, the other facilities that go with 
it. 

The Cuarman. Allright. The next is Ellsworth Air Force Base: 
We have authorized $32,480,000. You have spent $23,478,000. And 
you want $11,168,000. 

' General Ropennauser. The 13th Strategic Air Command loca- 
tion is Ellsworth Air Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude 
of 3,750 feet. Rapid City, S. Dak., is 7.5 miles southwest of the base. 

It is situated on 4,312 acres of Government-owned land and 59 
acres of other interests. It was initially occupied in 1942; inacti- 
vated in September 1945; and reactivated in October 1945 as a per- 
manent Air Force base. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present 
and prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned 
mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facili- 
ties at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed 
for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$11,168,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions of a runway extension, additional aircraft 
taxi dispersal facilities; modification of aircraft nose hangars, and 
additional maintenance docks with the necessary pavement; main- 
tenance shops, warehouse facilities; dormitories, recreation field- 
house; auto maintenance shop, a parachute and dinghy shop; plus 
utilities and real estate required to support the above projects. 

The CHatrman. Fairchild: We authorized $34,593,000. You have 
spent $26,678,000, and you want $1,707,000 more. 

General Ropennavser. The 14th Strategic Air Command loca- 
tion is Fairchild Air Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude 
of 2,700 feet. Spokane, Wash., is located 11 miles east northeast 
from the base. 

It is situated on 2,869 acres of Government-owned land and 3 acres 
of other interests. It was initially occupied in 1942 and has been 
in continual use since that time. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present 
and prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned 
mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facili- 
ties at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed 
for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,707,000. The projects included in the total program consists gen- 
erally of the provisions for removing obstruction to runway approach; 
additional fuel storage; multipurpose hangars; a jet engine test cell; 
a modification of the technical-training building; a land item on 
which to construct approach lighting; a chapel educational wing; 
and a swimming pool; plus utilities and real estate required to sup- 
port the above projects. 
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The Cuamman. Forbes Ait“Foree Base, Topeka, Kans.: We au- 
thorized $44,067,000 and you spent $39,878,000, and you want 
$4,753,000 more. 

General Ropenuauser. The 15th Strategic Air Command location 
is Forbes Air Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 1,500 
feet. Topeka, Kans., is located 7 miles north from the base. 

It is situated on 2,514 acres of Government-owned land and 48 acres 
of other interests. It was initially occupied in 1942. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
% any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items ebeled in this program in the total amount of 
$4,753,000. The projects included in the total program consist of 
shoulder stabilization; fueling hydrants; base operations buildings; 
maintenance shops; industrial waste treatment plant; a dental clinic 
and hospital; warehouses and storage facilities for fly-a-way kits and 
ordnance items; an educational wing to the chapel ; a noncommissioned 
officers’ club; a parachute shop, plus utilities and real estate required 
to support the above projects. 

The Cuatrman. Gray Air Force Base, at Killeen, Tex. : We author- 
ized $5,654,000, you spent $4,447,000, and you want $482,000 more. 

General Ropennauser. The 16th Strategic Air Command location 
is Gray Air Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 1,300 
feet. Killeen, Tex., is 3 miles north-northeast of the base. 

The base is situated on 1,854 acres of Government-owned land and 
322 acres of other interests. It was intially occupied in 1948. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$482,000. The projects included in the total program consist generally 
of the provisions of a dormitory and ery AIO supply and 
issue building; multipurpose recreation facility; security Selhing: 
base warehouse; plus utilities required to support the above project. 

The Cuarman. Great Falls. 

We have authorized $17,971,000, you spent $16,356,000 and you want 
$5,435,000 to complete the base. 

General Ropennavser. The 17th Strategic Air Command location 
is Great Falls Air Force Base at an approximate pressure altiude of 
3,800 feet. Great Falls, Mont., is 5 miles west of the base. The base 
is situated on 2,659 acres of Government-owned land plus 31 acres of 
other interests. It was initially occupied in 1942. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at 
— other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 
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The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$5,435,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions of strengthening of aircraft-parking apron; 
hangar-apron access; firing-in-butt ; communication and operation fa- 
cilities; 2 nose-wing hangars and a field-maintenance shop; a profi- 
ciency training building; a special storage facilities-such as ordnance, 
GAR-1 and rocket assembly; chapel with educational wing, gym- 
nasium; food commissary; group and wing headquarters buildings; 
base-ammunition shop; plus the utilities required to support the above 

rojects. 

' The CuHarrMAN. Homestead Air Force Base, Fla. We authorized 
$37,664,000, you spent $22,712,000, and you want $4,115,000 more. 

General RopennAuser. The 18th Strategic Air Command location 
is Homestead Air Force Base, at an approximate pressure altitude of 
200 feet. Homestead, Fla., is 5 miles southwest of the base. The base 
is situated on 845 acres of Government-owned land and 108 acres of 
other interests. It was initially occupied in 1941 and reactivated in 
January 1953. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion. The Department of the Air Force conducted extensive and 
detailed surveys to insure that the most suitable site from an eco- 
nomical and operational viewpoint was selected for this mission. It 
has been determined that Homestead Air Force Base meets both the 
operational and engineering criteria for development as an Air Force 
medium-bomb base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program, including family hous- 
ing, the total amount of $4,428,000. The projects included in the total 
program consist generally of the provisions of additional airfield 
pavement, including apron access and shoulder stabilization, fuel 
hydrants; approach and taxiway lighting; squadron-operations fa- 
cilities; additional aircraft maintenance facilities, including test stand 
and shops; training facilites, including target intelligence building; 
an industrial waste-treatment plant; a dental clinic; storage facilities, 
such as an open base, pyrot and segregated magazines and small arms; 
an officers’ club and rehabilitation of library building; plus utilities 
required to support the above projects. 

The Cuarrman. I certainly hope you will make a good base down 
there. I had great doubt in my mind when you had that up whether 
you should locate one there, but one has been located there, and it is 
going to cost about $44 million for that base. 

General Ropennavser. Eighty-four units of family housing in- 
cluded in this price, Mr. Chairman. ; 

The Cuarrman. Now, the next one. 

Hunter Air Force Base, Ga. 

Airfield pavement, airfield-lighting facilities, operational facilities, 
aircraft-maintenance facilities, and so forth. You have spent up to 
date $32,800,000. 

Mr. Duruam. They have left out a swmming pool. 

The Cuarrman. They left that out because they already built it. 

Mr. Bates. It is pretty hot down there. 

The Cuarrman. They want $4,158,000. 
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Now, I want to raise for the ‘consideration of the Department a 
question which was brought to my attention. Now, this is the base 
in which the people who live right off the base are complaining 
considerably about the noise of the jet flying over their houses. They 
want to get out. And they would like to sell their facilities—sell 
out and move away from down there. Have you made any study 
about. that ? 

General Ropennauser. Yes, sir; we have some information on that. 

Colonel Price? 

The Cuarrman. Well, now, what about it? . Describe the bases and 
what you are asking for first. 

General RopeNHAUsER. Yes, sir. 

The 19th of Strategic Air Command location is Hunter Air Force 
Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 300 feet. Savannah, 
Ga., is located 3.7 miles northeast from the base. 

It is situated on 5,400 acres of Government-owned land plus 30 
acres of other interest. It was initially occupied in 1941; deacti- 
vated and transferred to the city of Savannah in 1946; used as 
municipal airport 1946-1949; exchanged for Chatham Air Force Base 
in 1949; and reactivated as a military base. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned 
mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facili- 
ties at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed 
for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount 
of $4,115,000. The projects included in the total program consist 
generally of the provisions of runway shoulder stabilization; addi- 
tional taxiway; airfield and taxiway lighting; a fire station; a base 
operations building, two organization maintenance shops; a special 
weapons training Tuilding: an industrial waste-treatment facility; 
a dental clinic and hospital; an educational chapel wing; a service 
club; and a swimming pool plus utilities to support the above pro- 
jects. 

Colonel Price. Mr. Chairman, the main runway at Hunter Air 
Force Base was constructed fairly recently, sometime after the base 
was established. The aircraft taking off from that new runway pass 
over a residential area at a distance of about 2 miles from the end 
of the runway—from 2 miles on in toward the end of the runway. 

We are in the process of acquiring the normal clearances which 
permit us to control obstructions up to a point 100 feet above the 
terrain out from the end of the runway. Beyond that point we feel 
that there is no military requirement for an interest in the land. 

The question of damage or nuisance to that property has come up 
and in one instance has been litigated by the courts. 

The position of the Air Force is that since we feel there is no taking 
as such of the property and since the property continues to be occu- 
pied and in some cases is changing hands, we do not feel justified 
in buying $4-million worth of residences in order to settle this 
problem. 

The Cuarrman. Well, now, here is what is happening, members 
of the committee. I am glad he brought it up because I forget about 
it. Mr. Preston wants to testify in regard to this, 
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Now on account of the flying right over these homes a damage suit 
was brought in the court; isn’t that corréct? 

Colonel Price. That is correct, sir. 

The CuHAtrman. And a settlement was reached and they paid the 
claimant. Now the result is everybody else down there is trying to 
get in court and wants to bring it in. I think they paid eleven, 
twelve, or fifteen thousand dollars. 

Mr. Keuiener. $9,000. 

The CHairman. $9,000? 

Colonel Price. $9,000. 

The Cuarrman. Now they raised the question 

Mr. Kutpay. How did they get in the Court of Claims? 

The Cuairman. I don’t know how they got in the Court of Claims. 
I believe this was in the district court. 

Mr. Kenuener. I think that is correct. 

The Cuarrman. The district court. 

So let’s pass this item over—or rather we will approve this item 
with the understanding that Mr. Preston can come before the com- 
mittee and discuss an increase of it in some amount. Because this 
item has no relation to what I am talking about. 

Mr. Hess. Mr. Chairman, you might buy it instead of spending 
money for dependents’ housing. 

The CuHamman. Well, there are no units down there. He is not 
asking for any units down there. 

Mr. Hess. They will need it some day. 

The CuHarrmMan. We will take that up. Because this case attracted 
considerable attention and it just put everybody—the Air Force knows 
all about it. I don’t want to go into anything else about it. 

All right. So we approve Hunter, with the understanding that 
when Mr. Preston can come before the committee to talk to us about it, 
he will be permitted. 

Now Lake Charles: We have authorized $37 million. We have spent 
$30 million. And they want $2,395,000. 

General Ropennauser. The 20th Strategic Air Command location 
is Lake Charles Air Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 
300 feet. Lake Charles, La., is located 1 mile west from the base. 

It is situated on 387 acres of Government-owned land, plus 2,042 
acres of other interests. It was initially occupied in 1941. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present 
and prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned 
mission and the Department of the Air Force has no:suitable facilities 
2 _ other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$2,396,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions of stabilization of runway shoulders; an air- 
craft washrack; additional ‘aircraft fueling hydrants; runway ap- 
proach lighting; an arms and electronic shop building; two target 
intelligence training buildings; three airmen dormitories; a sanitary 
sewer system ; a chapel educational wing; and a swimming pool, plus 
utilities required to support the above projects. 
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The Cuatrman. And Lincoln: We have authorized 48,497,000 and 
we spent 39 million and they want $6,604,000 more. 

No family housing. 

General ay The 2ist Strategic Air Command location 
is Lincoln Air Force Base, at an approximate pressure altitude of 1,600 
feet. Lincoln, Nebr., is located 4 miles southeast from the base. 

The base is situated on 757 acres of Government-owned land, plus 
2,153 acres of other interests. It was initially oceupied in 1942. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
* ye other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$6,604,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions of runway extension ; additional aircraft fel. 
ing hydrants; an arms and electronic shop; an operational-training 
building; a hospital; an ordnance storage base; a bulk supply ware- 
house; chapel educational wings; and administration building for the 
motor pool, plus utilities and real estate required to support the above 

rojects. 
7 The CuarrMAaNn. In Little Rock, we authorized 46,918,000, we spent 
29,405,000, and they want 5,317,000, with family houses. 

General Ropennavuser. The 22d Strategic Air Command location is 
Little Rock Air Force Base, at an approximate pressure altitude of 
ss feet. Little Rock, Ark., is located 12 miles southwest from the 

se. 

The base is situated on 6,327 acres of Government-owned land, plus 
6 acres of other interest. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program and family housing in 
the total amount of $5,317,000. The projects included in the total 
program consist generally of the provisions of additional airfield 
pavement including access apron to maintenance docks and extension 
of runway; stabilization of runway shoulders; additional aircraft 
fueling hydrants; a navigation aid facility runway approach lighting; 
a technical laboratory ; an outdoor small arms range; two target intel- 
ligence buildings; a garbage disposal facility and industrial waste 
treatment plant; a vehicle parking area; a dental clinic; storage 
building for flyaway kits; an open storage facility ; a supply and issue 
building; a library; gymnasium and swimming pool; a perimeter 
fence around the base; a post-office building; and a guardhouse; plus 
utilities and real estate required to support the above project. 

General Ropennavuser. Mr. Chairman, I would like to point out 
on the Lincoln Air Force Base, if I may. We are deleting from the 
program the new hospital as such, which is carried in there at $2,667,- 
000, and substituting therefor an item of $760,000 to rehabilitate the 
Veterans’ Administration hospital at Lincoln, Nebr., to be used by the 
Air Force in lieu of construction of a new one. 

The Cuarmman. How much—— 

General Ropennauser. That accounts for $2 million of the $9 mil- 
lion, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Good. 
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General Ropenuauser. That I mentioned to you. 

The Cuamman. I thought you were going to give all those figures 
to Mr. Kelleher for our later consideration. 

General RopenHavser. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. But you wanted to make a good point. I under- 
stand. We compliment you. [Laughter.] 

General Ropennauser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. How far is the hospital from the base? 

General WasHspourne. About 12 miles, Mr. Durham. 

Mr. Duruam. 12 miles? 

The Cuarman. All right. 

Lockbourne Air Force Base, at Columbus, Ohio: We have author- 
ized $48,228,000 and we have spent $44,818,000 and they want $8,571,000 
more, with no family houses. 

General Ropennauser. That is correct. The 23d Strategic Air 
Command location is Lockbourne Air Force Base, at an approximate 
pressure altitude of 1,200 feet. Columbus, Ohio, is located 11 miles 
north-northwest from the base. The base is situated on 3,927 acres of 
Government-owned land, plus 498 acres of other interests. It was 
initially occupied in 1942. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at — other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$8,571,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions of shoulder stabilization of runway; an ad- 
dition to a squadron operations building; five multipurpose hangars; 
an arms and electronic shop; training facilities, including flight simu- 
lator and target intelligence; dormitories for airmen; a dental clinic 
and hospital; storage building for flyaway kits; personal facilities in- 
cluding chapel educational wing and gymnasium; and an automobile 
maintenance shop; plus utilities and real estate required to support the 
above projects. 

‘Phe Cuatrman. Loring Air Force Base—— 

Mr. Durnam. Why do you have to put up a post office there? I 
thought the Post Office Department furnished all the facilities. 

Mr. Motianan. Mr. Chairman, are we to accept, when there is no 
7 oe stipulated there, that there is no need for family 

10usin 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir, there is no need for family housing. Be- 
cause it is written in the bill wherever you need a family housing unit. 

Mr. Bares. They are not asking for it now. 

The Cuarrman. Oh, well, he is not asking for it now. Of course 
we don’t know in the future, he may ask for it. 

General Roppnuauser. These are done in priority basis, sir, and 
with the 8,000 units that the Air Force is getting this year, the bases 
that we have allocated them to are those that are in the more urgent 
need. I would say that the vast majority of our bases need family 
housing, but to distribute 8,000 of them over that many bases would 
not be a very economical or proper procedure. 
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So that as we get more authorization for family housing, yes, many 
of these bases that have none shown will qualify. 

Mr. Motianan. You mean you have on the books right now an 
authorization to construct 8,000 this fical year? 

General RopenHAvsER. No, sir, that is the proposal in this. year’s 
authorization bill, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. We authorized 11,000 last year—wasn’t it 11,000? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir, 11,000 plus. 

ne And we built about 4,000 of them—or 6,000? How 
man 

Seana RopennHavser. About 6,000, that is right. 

The Cuamman. About 6,000. And in this bill for the Air Force, 
there are about 8,000. There are 27,000 in the 3 services, the first of a 
4-year program of about one hundred-and-some-odd-thousand units— 
127,000 units, I think. 

Mr. Keviener. 120,000. 

The Carman. So wherever in this bill you don’t see family hous- 
ing, it doesn’t mean they won’t come back here. They will be back 
here. I am doing my best to hold them down a much as I can to com- 
plete these bases. But they will be back here for family houses, or 
something else has to be done. We are trying to put them out of bus- 
ness as far as construction is concerned, as rapidly as possible, 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, as I understand it—General, what is 
the test a to whether or not you need family housing? As to whether 
or not there is available privately owned housing in the vicinity of a 
base ¢ 

General Ropennavuser. Well, that is part of it, Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooxs. What is the other part? 

General Ropennauser. The availability of housing is one thing. 
The cost of that available houing in terms of monthly rent is another— 
in other words, can our personnel afford to pay it?. The third is the 
distance of that housing from the base because our objective here is to 
get our alert crews close enough to their activities so that they are actu- 
ally on alert and not an hour or 2 hours away from meeting the enemy. 

Those factors are the primary ones that are involved in the assess- 
ment of priority and the assessment of the housing available in any 
community to the personnel. 

The Cuarrman. The next one is a very important one. Loring, at 
Limestone, Maine. We have authorized $102 million and we have 
spent $83 million, in round figures. And now they want approxi- 
mately $3 million—$2,930,000 to complete it. 


LORING AIR FORCE BASE 


General Ropennauser. The 24th Strategic Air Command location 
is Loring Air Force Base, at an approximate pressure altitude of 1,500 
feet. Limestone, Maine, is located 2.5 miles southeast from the base. 

The base is situated on 9,286 acres of Government-owned land, plus 
290 acres of other interest. It was initially occupied in 1950. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion, and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 


at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 
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The committee has been provided’ with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$2,930,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of additional gasoline storage ; modification of 8 hangars; modi- 
fication of dormitories ; a garbage-disposal facility ; a vehicle parking 
area; a chapel with educational wing; a noncommissioned oflicer 
club; a recreation field house, a post office; a security guardhouse; and 
an addition to the base auto maintenance shop, required to support 
the above projects. 

The Cuatrman. Now the next one is MacDill Air Force Base, at 
Tampa, Fla. We have authorized $21,566,000, and we have spent 
$13,772,000, and they want $5,251,000 to finish that one. 

General Ropennavser. The 25th Strategic Air Command location 
is MacDill Air Force Base, at an approximate pressure altitude of 
200 feet. Tampa, Fla., is located 7 miles Northeast from the base. 
The base is situated on 5,954 acres of Government-owned land, plus 
174 acres of other interests. It was initually occupied in 1939 and 
has been in continual use since that time. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned 
mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$5,251,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions for airfield paving consisting of aircraft park- 
ing blast pads; apron and extension of runway; lighting for runway 
approach and taxiway; an addition to the arms and electronic shop; 
new dormitories for airmen and modification to existing airmen dor- 
mitories; and a noncommissioned officer club, plus utilities and real 
estate required to support the above project. 

The Cuarrman. And the March Air Force Base: We have author- 
ized $30,462,000 and we spent $16,066,000 and we need $3,771,000 to 
finish that. 

General RopennHaAvser. The 26th Strategic Air Command location 
is March Air Force Base, at an approximate pressure altitude of 1,850 
feet. Riverside, Calif., is located 9 miles Northwest from the base. 
The base is situated on 7,061 acres of Government-owned Jand, and 
1,853 acres of leased land, and was occupied in 1918. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion, and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose of this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$3,771,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions of expansion of the airfield pavement includ- 
ing aircraft parking aprons; stabilization of primary runway and 
strengthening of taxiway; installation of refueling hydrants; night 
lighting for the fiscal year 1955 taxiway extension; aircraft mainte- 
nance facilities; a new dormitory; a new Non-Commissioned Officer 
club; a new service club; and utilities and real estate required to sup- 
port the above projects. 
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The Cuarrman. And the next one is Mountain Home Air Force 
Base, Mountain Home, Idaho, that we have authorized for $39,963,000 
and spent $20,777,000 and they want $5,961,000. 

General RopenHauser. 150 family housing units there, sir. 

The Cuarrman,. That is right, family housing. 

General Ropennauser. The 27th Strategic Air Command location 
is Mountain Home Air.Force Base, at an approximate pressure alti- 
tude of 3,000 feet. Mountain Home, Idaho, is 10.7 miles northeast 
of the base. The base is situated on 5,760 acres of Government-owned 
land and 400 acres of leased land. It was occupied in 1943. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present 
and prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned 
mission, and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items and family housing included in this program in 
the total amount of $5,961,000. The projects included in the total 
program consist generally of parking apron, extension of the pri- 
mary runway, stabilized shoulders for the runway extension, 4 
squadron operations buildings, rehabilitation of 5 maintenance 
hangars; a dental clinic, a new hospital, a storage igloo for explosives, 
an annex to the chapel, a new swimming pool, a new fire station, and 
utilities and real estate required to support the above projects. 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman, Yes. 

Mr. Bares. On March—well, we are going to get into land later 
on anyway. Let it go. We will take that up in the committee. 

The Cuarrman. The next one is Offutt Air Force Base, Nebr. We 
authorized $23,711,000. We have spent $10,963,000. $128,000 is 
asked for. Then that project will be completed for the time being. 

General Ropennavser. The 28th Strategic Air Command location 
is Offutt Air Force Base, at an approximate pressure altitude.of 1,500 
feet. Omaha, Nebr., is 10 miles north of the base. It is situated 
on 1,538 acres of Government-owned land, and 38 acres of other 
interests, and was occupied in 1942. 

The planned use of this base is-for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned 
mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$128,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of facilities and land for garbage disposal and an access road. 

The Carman. Pinecastle Air Force Base: We have authorized 
$37,566,000 and spent $26,798,000 and they need $4,469,000 to bring 
that base up to date and finish it. 

General Ropennavuser. The 29th Strategic Air Command location 
is Pinecastle Air Force Base, at an approximate pressure altitude of 
350 feet. Orlando, Fla., is 2 miles west of the base. It is situated 
on 3,519 acres of Government-owned land. It was occupied in 1943. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
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sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilizéd for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$4,469,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of provisions for additional aircraft parking apron; additional 
lighting for runway; an addition to the communications building; 
an item to support a classified mission; completion of an operations 
building ; an addition to electronics shop ; four new maintenance shops ; 
storage facilities for supplies; storage igloos and magazines for am- 
munition; a new chapel; three new service clubs; seeurity fence; and 
utlities and real estate required to support the above projects. 

The CuarrmMan. Plattsburg Air Force Base: $46,678,000 has been 
authorized. They spent $47,948,000 and they need $22,016,000, and 
family houses, to finish that base. 

General Ropennauser. 950 family housing units here at a cost of 
$12,835,000, which is the major portion of that bill, sir, there. 

The 30th Strategic Air Command location is Plattsburg Air Force 
Base, at an approximate pressure altitude of 1,000 feet. Plattsburg, 
N. Y., is 3 miles northwest from the base. This base is situated on 
approximately 3,333 acres of Government-owned land, and 135 acres 
of other interests. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned 
mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed 
for this base. 

Mr. Suort. I am a little surprised, Mr. Chairman, that he asked 
so little for Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha. I think that is Curt 
LeMay’s headquarters. It is a huge thing. But I suppose it is 
because of your unexpended balance of $10 million. 

The Cuarrman. No—— 

Mr. Suorr. No. Offutt there. 

General Ropennauser. That is right. And it is the phasing of 
work there, too, Mr. Short. You have to get some things iene before 
you can go on with others. 

The Cuamman. Now the next one is Portsmouth. We authorized 
$60,343,000. We spent $47,270,000 and they want $24,850,000 to com- 
plete that base. 

General RopennaAuser. 1,000 family housing units, at $13,500,000. 
The 3ist Strategic Air Command location is Portsmouth Air Force 
Base, at an approximate pressure of 600 feet. Portsmouth, N. H., is 
located 2.5 miles east of the base. It is situated on 3,521 acres of 
Government-owned land; plus 739 acres of other interests. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned 
mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. , 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program including family housing in the 
total amount of $24,850,000. The projects imahisde in the total 
program consist generally of provisions for widening the runway; 
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a maintenance shop; a. nose-hanger/additional refueling hydrants; 
weapon firing range; chapel and a library; addition to righ altitude 
training building; addition to a flight simulator training building; 
combat crew training building; .a clothing commissary; storage facil- 
ties; headquarters buildings; security guardhouse; connecting roads; 
and utilities and real estate required to support the above projects, 

The Cuarrman. Sedalia Air Force Base, Knobnoster, Mo.: We 
have authorized. $29,594,000. We spent $25,477,000. We need 
$8,996,000 to finish that. 

Mr. Suort. Family housing units are very much needed. 

General Ropennavser. 400 family housing units at $5,400,000, sir. 
The 32d Strategic Air Command location is Sedalia Air Force Base, 
at an approximate pressure altitude of 1,250 feet. Knobnoster, Mo., 
is located 2.8 miles north from the base. The base is situated on 
2,886 acres of Government-owned land; plus 235 acres of other in- 
terests. It was initially occupied in 1943. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed 
for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program including family housing, in the 
total amount of $8,996,000. The projects included in the total pro- 
gram consist generally of the provisions of an aircraft warmup pad; 
extension of runway and stabilization of runway shoulders; lighting 
runway approach; a multipurpose hangar; an industrial waste treat- 


ment plant; a bulk supply warehouse building; a service club and 
library; a commissary for food sales; an installations shop building 
plus utilities and real estate required to support the above projects. 
The CuHarrman. Smoky Hill. We authorized $34,894,000. We 
have spent $32,407,000. They need $8,773,000 to complete it. 
General Ropennauser. 255 family we units, at $3,442,500. 


The 33d Strategic Air Command location is Smoky Hill Air Force 
Base, at an approximate pressure altitude of 1,600 feet. Salina, Kans., 
is located 4 miles northeast from the base. The base is situated on 
2.610 acres of Government-owned land; and 18 acres of other in- 
terests. It was initially occupied in 1952, inactivated in November 
1949, and reactivated from caretaker status in August 1951. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned 
mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at which any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed 
for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program including family housing, in the’ 
total amount of $8,773,500. The projects included in the total program 
consist mainly of the provisions of extending the runway ; a crash and 
structural fire station; a field maintenance hangars; shops for arms 
and electronics and organizational maintenance; an officers quarters 
building; an industrial treatment plant; a dental clinic; and ordnance 
storage facility; a gynmasium; air police headquarters building; a 
parachute shop; plus utilities and real estate required to support the 
wbove projects. 
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The CuHairman. Travis Air Force Base. We have authorized 
$45,821,000 and we have spent $37,543,000 and they need $2,129,000 to 
wind that base up. 

General Ropennavuser. The 34th Strategic Air Command location 
is Travis Air Force Base, at an approximate pressure altitude of 350 
feet.’ Fairfield, Calif., is located 7.5 southeast of the base. The base is 
situated on 3,745 acres of Government-owned land; plus 103 acres of 
other interests. It was initially occupied in 1943. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at_ any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$2,129,000. The projects included in the total program consist mainly 
of the provisions of improvement of taxiway apron access ; strengthen- 
ing; fueling hydrants; dormitories; base ordnance storage; corrosion 
control; an educational wing; a library and swimming pool; motor 
pool administrative facility ; commissary clothing sales building; para- 
chute and dinghy shop; plus utilities and real estate required to sup- 
port the above projects. 

The Cuarmrman. Turner Air Force Base at Albany, Ga. We have 
spent $9,889,000—we have authorized $9,889,000 and they spent $8,- 
241,000 and they need $3,744,000, and no family housing. 

General Ropennavser. That is right, sir. 

The 35th Strategic Air Command location is Turner Air Force 
Base, at an approximate pressure altitude of 500 feet. Albany, Ga., 
is located 4 miles southwest of the base. The base is situated on 
2,146 acres of Government-owned land; plus 3 acres of other inter- 
ests. It was initially occupied in 1941. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned 
mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount 
of $3,744,000. The projects included in the total program consist 
mainly of the provisions of improvement of airfield pavement, includ- 
ing the strengthening and extension of the aprons and taxiway; addi- 
tional bulk storage facilities for avgas; fueling hydrants; runway 
approach lighting ; squadron operations building ; maintenance shops; 
dormitories, taxiway lighting; plus utilities and real estate required 
to support the above projects. 

The CHarrman. Walker Air Force Base. We have authorized 
$19,388,000 and we have spent $15,779,000 and they need $5,259,000 to 
complete that base. 

General RopenHavser. The 36th Strategic Air Command location 
is Walker Air Force Base, at an approximate pressure altitude of 
3,900 feet. Roswell, N. Mex., is 6.5 miles north Secu the base. The 
base. is\situated on 4,879 acres of Government-owned land, plus 135 
acres of other interests. It was initially occupied in 1941. 
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The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present. and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned 
mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$5,259,000. The projects included in the total program consist mainly 
of the provisions of a parallel taxiway; warmup pats, dormitories, 
clinic and hospital, base ordnance storage, warehouse bulk supply; a 
chapel with education wing; NCO club; plus utilities and real estate 
required to support the above pociest. 

“Phe CHAIRMAN. Westover Air Force Base: We have authorized 
$37,668,000 and have spent $28,835,000 and we need $7,716,000 to finish 
that. 

General Ropenuauser. The 37th Strategic Air Command location 
is Westover Air Force Base, at an approximate pressure altitude of 
750 feet. Chicopee Falls, Mass. is 1 mile north of the base. It is 
situated on 3,964 acres of Government-owned land; plus 207 acres of 
other interests. It was initially occupied in 1939. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are adequate to support this planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at 
any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 
base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$7,716,000. The projects included in the total program consist mainly 
of the provisions of additional parking apron; liquid fuel bulk stor- 
age facilities; communication facilities; maintenance facilities in- 
cluding docks and test stand; training facilities; dormitories gym- 
nasium; security fencing; plus utilities and real estate required to 
support the above projects. 

The Cuatrrman. Now, members of the committee, that finishes all of 
the items relating to the Strategic Air Command. And without ob- 
jection, they are approved, with the understanding that we will have 
Mr. Preston, if he so desires, to talk to us in regard to acquisition of 
property on account of noise and inconvenience down at Hunter Air 
Force Base. 

Now the next one is the Tactical Air Command. We will finish 
that and then we will take a recess, because we are doing pretty well 
today. 

Now tell us about the Tactical Air Command. 

General RopenHavuser. Mr, Chairman, the mission of the Tactical 
Air Command is to provide for the Air Force cooperation with land, 
naval and/or amphibious forces and the operational training of the 
Air Force units therefor. In other words, their main mission is 
close support of surface forces of the United States of our sister serv- 
ices. 

The Cuairman. All right. 

Now, the first one is Alexandria Air Force Base, Alexandria, La. 
We authorized $12,250,000 and we spent $6,098,000 and they need 
$2,684,000 to complete it. } 
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General RopeNHAUSER. The first of these locations is Alexandria 
Air Force Base at approximate pressure altitude of 400 feet. Alex- 
andria, La. is located 6 miles south southeast of the air base. 

It is situated on 2,231 acres of Government-owned land; plus 1,459 
acres of other interests. Activated 1943 and used during World War 
II for B-17 heavy training. Inactivated October 25, 1945, and de- 
clared surplus August 5, 1946, and conveyed to city. Reactivated 
October. 10, 1950, 

The planned use of this base-is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at 
any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 
base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$2,684,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions of aircraft parking apron; jet fuel bulk stor- 
age, crash and structural fire station, organizational hanger, field 
maintenance armament and electronic shop, high altitude training, 
special weapons general training; service club, officers swimming 
pool; and utilities connections required to support the above projects. 

The CuHarrman. Ardmore, Okla. We authorized $15,749,000, we 
have'spent $11,241,000 and they need $6,800,000 more. 

General Ropennauser. 400 units of family housing here at 
$5,400,000, sir. 

The second of these locations is Ardmore Air Force Base at an ap- 
proximate pressure altitude of 1,100 feet. Ardmore, Okla. is located 
11 miles northwest of the airbase. 

It is situated on 2,498 acres of Government-leased land and was 
originally occupied in 1943. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorrzed facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at 
any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 

ase. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$6,800,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions of operational parking apron, stub parking, 
aircraft medium washrack, jet fuel bulk storage, squadron operations, 
organizational maintenance general purpose shop ; airmen’s swimming 
pool and family housing; plus utilities connections to support the 
above projects. 

The Cuarrman. Blytheville Air Force Base, Ark. We authorized 
a0 280,000 and we spent only $7,341,000 and they need $208,000 to 

nish It. 

General Ropennavser. The third of these locations is Blytheville 
Air Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 600 feet. 
Blytheville, Ark., is located 3.5 miles southeast from the airbase. 

It is situated on 2.786 acres of Government-owned land. Blytheville 
Air Force Bas was initially occupied in 1943, inactivated in 1945; and 
transferred to the city by disposal action through War Assets Admin- 
istration. It was reactivated for joint Air Force use in 1953. 
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The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 

prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned '‘mis- 

sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at 

oe other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 
ase. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with re- 
spect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$208,000. The projects included in the total program consist generally 
of the poorer of taxiway lights, small arms range, special weapons 
general training, base ordnance storage igloo, security fence; ‘plus 
utilities for the above projects. 

The Cuarrman. Bunker Hill. We have authorized $29,846,000, we 
have spent $18,130,00 and they need $559,000 to complete it. 

General Ropennauser. The fourth of these locations is Bunker Hill 
Air Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 1,400 feet. 
Peru, Ind., is located 7 adios north of the air base. 

It is situated on 2,537 acres of Government-owned land, and 70 acres 
of other interests. Bunker Hill Air Force Base was initially occupied 
by the Department of the Navy. In October 1952 the Chief of En- 
gineers was directed to obtain a long term lease from the Department 
of the Navy under authority of section 201, title III, Public Law 534, 
82d Congress. The transfer of this land from the Navy to the Air 
Force was approved by House congressional committee on April 20, 
1953. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$559,000. For this total program projects included consist generally 
of the provisions of taxiway lights; base technical laboratory ; flight 
simulator training; high altitude training; special weapons general 
training; squadron headquarters; plus utilities for the above projects. 

The CuatrMan. Clovis Air Force Base, N. Mex. 

We authorized $7,061,000 and they have spent $5,303,000 and they 
are asking for $2,570,500. 

General RopenHAusER. One hundred and eighty-seven units of fam- 
ily housing at $2,524,500, sir. The fifth of these locations is Clovis 
Air Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 4,500 feet. 
Clovis, N. Mex., is located 6.5 miles east of the airbase. 

It is situated on 2,724 acres of Government-owned land; plus 24 
acres of other interests. Clovis Air Force Base was initially occupied 
in 1943, placed on an inactive status in 1947 and reactivated in 1951. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities’ at 
any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$2.570,500. For this total program the projects included consist gen- 
erally of the provisions of special weapons general training build- 
ing; family housing and support utilities for the above items. 
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The Cuatrman. Donaldson Air Force Base, Greenville, S.C. We 
have authorized $12,900,000 and we have spent $11,545,000 and they 
need $2,353,000 to complete it. 

General Ropenuavuser. The sixth of these locations is Donaldson 
Air Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 1,300 feet. 
Greenville, S. C., is located 7 miles north-northwest from the airbase. 

It is situated on 2,442 acres of Government-owned land; plus 40 
acres of other interests. Donaldson Air Force Base was occupied con- 
tinuously by the Air Force since 1950. 

The lastaud use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at 
any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 
base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$2,353,000. The projects included in the total program consist 
generally of the provisions of heavy aircraft washrack ; organizational 
maintenance general purpose shop; airmen dormitories and dental 
clinic: 

The CHatrman. Foster Air Force Base. We have authorized 
$14,382,000 and they have spent $10,180,000, and they ask for 
$4,624,000. 

General Ropennavser. Family housing, 300 units, at $4,050,000, sir. 

The seventh of these locations is Foster Air Force Base at an ap- 
proximate pressure altitude of 300 feet. Victoria, Tex., is located 5.6 
miles northeast of the airbase. 

It is situated on 1,346 acres of Government-owned land, plus 117 
acres of other interests. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned 
mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$4,624,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions of blast pads, special weapons training; air- 
men dormitories, family housing and support utilities for the above 
items. 

The CHarrmMan. George Air Force Base, Victorville, Calif. We 
have authorized $11,303,000. We spent $5,002,000. They want 
$1,548,000. 

General Ropennavser. The eighth of these locations is George Air 
Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 3,200 feet. Victor- 
ville, Calif., is located 6.6 miles southeast from the airbase. 

It is situated on 4,730 acres of Government-owned land; plus 2 acres 
of other interests. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at 


any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 
base. 
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The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,548,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of an alert taxiway, primary taxiway addition, navigational 
aids, taxiway lights, high altitude training, special weapons general 
training; airmen’s dormitories; land right-of-way easement, fee pur- 
chase land and base storage ordnance igloo; plus supporting utilities 
for above facilities. 

The Cuarrman. Langley Air Force Base, Hampton, Va. We have 
authorized $14,912,000 and spent $10,268,000 and they ask for $3,384,000 
more. 

General Ropennauser. The ninth of these locations is Langley Air 
Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 350 feet. Hampton, 
Va., is located 3 miles south from the airbase. 

It is situated on 3,131 acres of Government-owned land, plus 94 
acres of other interests. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. This base has 
been continuously occupied since 1916, and as headquarters for Tac- 
tical Air Command. Present and prior authorized facilities are inade- 
quate to support this planned mission and the Department of the Air 
Force has no suitable facilities at any other base that might be utilized 
for the purpose proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$3,384,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions of blast pad, alert taxiway, aicraft mediwn 
washrack, flight simulator training, base rocket assembly; storage 
facility ; service club, command headquarters and supporting utilities. 

The CuarrmMan. Larson Air Force Base, Wash. We authorized 
$20,167,000 and we spent $16,971,000 and they need $1,547,000 to round 
out this project. 

General Ropennavuser. The 10th of these locations is Larson Air 
Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 1,550 feet. Moses 
Lake, Wash., is located 6.5 miles’ south-southeast from the airbase. 

It is situated on 8,610 acres of Government-owned land; plus ‘327 
acres of other interests. This base was originally occupied in 1943. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$3,574,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions of airfield pavements consisting of strength- 
ening primary runway ; industrial waste treatment plant ; roads, dental 
clinic, hospital, educational wing chapel, airmen’s swimming’ pool; 
plus supporting utilities. 

The Cuatrman. Myrtle Beach Municipal Airport, S.C. We author- 
ized $11,891,000, and we spent $3,433,000 and we require $6,255,000 to 
complete it. 
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General Ropennauser. The 11th of these locations is Myrtle Beach 
Airport at an approximate pressure altitude of 300 feet. Myrtle 
Beach, S. C., is located 3 miles east from the airbase. 

Land is to be acquired. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no.suitable facilities at 
any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 
base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$6,255,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions of airfield pavements consisting of apron for 
hangar access, warmup holding ales diesel operation storage; radio 
inner beacon; organizational hangar; flight simulator and proficiency 
pilot training buildings, air-to-ground range, small-arms range; air- 
men’s dining hall; real estate for bombing range; dental clinic, hos- 
pital; cold-food storage, base open storage, IE storage shed, IE supply 
and issue, base bulk warehouse; base chapel, clubs for noncommis- 
sioned officers; administration-type buildings for the IE installations 
office and air police; maintenance supply headquarters, tactical group 
and squadron headquarters; shop facilities for base auto maintenance 
and parachute and dinghy repair; and utilities for above facilities. 

The Crarrman. Pope Air Force Base, Fort Bragg, N. C., We au- 
thorized $12,661,000. We only spent $7,130,000. They need $2,548,000 
to complete that one. 

General Ropennavser. The 12th of these locations is Pope Air Force 
Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 500 feet. Fayetteville, 
N.C., is located 11 miles southeast of the airbase. 

It is situated on 1,500 acres of Government-owned land, and was 
originally occupied by the United States Government in 1920. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned 
mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$2,548,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions of airfield pavements such as operational 
parking apron, crosswind taxiway, aircraft washrack; radio medium 
power beacon; airmen’s dormitories; land for radio beacon; dental 
clinic, base bulk warehouse and support utilities for the above 
facilities. 

The Cuarmman. Sewart Air Force Base—— 

Mr. DurHam. Why do they need more land ? 

The CHarrMan. Flying o the field. 

Mr: Durnam. For goodness sake. 

General Ropennavser. I couldn’t hear the question. 

The CHamman. Of course, when it comes up before the subcom- 
mittee, I suggest when that item comes, Mr. Kelleher, you send it over 
to Mr. Durham so he can get the information. 

Mr. Ketiener. These won’t. They are too small. 
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Mr. DurHam. Why do we have to buy land-at Fort Bragg? We 
own 

The Cuarrman. I know, but when they fly off their land they are 
flying over somebody else’s land and when they fly over somebody else's 
land and cause them trouble and inconvenience—— 

‘Mr. Durnam, 122,000 acres. Why you can’t get off it—— 

Mr. Ketiener. This is a right of way, sir, for $1,000. It wouldn’t 
come before the subcommittee. 

Mr. Duruam. I say I don’t see why it should happen. The whole 
none ip owned completely around. Why do they charge a fee for ease- 
ment ? 

General Ropennauser. This is an off-base facility, Mr. Durham, for 
a beacon. 

Mr. Duruam. Oh, that is different. 

General Ropennavuser. A navigational aid for flying. 

The 13th of these locations is Sewart Air Force Base at an approxi- 
mate pressure altitude of 900 feet. Syrna, Tenn., is located 2 miles 
south of the airbase. 

It is situated on 2,642 acres of Government-owned land; plus 5 acres 
of other interests, and was originally occupied by the Air Force in 
1942. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at 
any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$3.539.000. The projects included in the total program consist gener- 
ally of the provision of operations parking apron, aircraft, medium 
washrack, navigational aids, base operations, squadron operations, 
field maintenance hangar and general purpose shop, airmen’s dormi- 
tovies, land right-of-way easements and fee purchase ; educational wing 
chapel; squadron headquarters and support utilities. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection. 

General Ropennavser. The 14th of these locations is Seymour 
Johnson Air Force Base at an approximate pressure altitude of 400 
feet. Goldsboro, N. C. is located 4 miles north-northwest from the 
airbase. 

It is situated on 2,610 acres of Government-owned land donated by 
city of Goldsboro, and was originally occupied in 1943. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$7,505,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions of the airfield pavements consisting of apron 
hangar access, alert taxiway, taxiway apron access motor gas opera- 
tion storage, radio inner beacon, base operations, base photo laboratory, 
field maintenance hangar, relocate ready hangar for ADC, flight 
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simulator-training building, small-arms range, officers quarters; elec- 
trical: distribution lines, heating mains, heating plant for hospital; 
railroad trackage, roads, sanitary-sewer system, land-fee purchase; 
dental clinic, hospital; cold storage for food addition; base open-stor- 
age base GAR—I storage, base IE storage shed rehabilitation, supply 
and igsue IE rehabilitation, base bulk-supply warehouse; athletic field, 
chapel rehabilitation, NCO club, officers club, recreational gymnasium, 
airmen’s swimming pool, theater rehabilitation, security fence, air- 
police headquarters, airbase group headquarters, maintenance and 
supply group headquarters, tactical group headquarters, wing head- 

uarters, security guardhouse, base auto-maintenance shop, parachute 
shop ; and supporting utilities for the above projects. 

The Cuarrman. We approve Seymour Johnson Air Force Base. 

The next one is Shaw Air Force Base, Sumter, S. C. 

We have authorized $14,165,000 and we spent $9,874,000. We need 
$6,991,000 to finish that. 

General Ropennavser. 300 units of family housing, Mr. Chairman, 
here at $4,050,000. 

The 15th of these locations is Shaw Air Force Base at an approxi- 
mate pressure altitude of 500 feet. Sumter, S. C. is located 7 miles 
east-southeast of the airbase. 

It is situated on 2,907 acres of Government-owned land; plus 375 
acres in other interests, and was originally occupied in 1941. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units and as head- 
quarters for the Ninth Air Force. Present and prior authorized facil- 
ities are inadequate to support this planned mission and the Depart- 
ment of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at any other base that 
might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$6,991,000. The projects included in the total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions of airfield pavements consisting of additional 
aircraft parking apron, blast pads, warmup holding pads, medium 
aircraft washrack, squadron operations building, field maintenance 
hangar; airmen’s dormitories, water supply well, base bulk-supply 
warehouse; base chapel; family housing and support utilities for 
above projects. 

The Cuarrman. Now—— 

Dr. DurHam. Where? 

General Ropennavuser. Shaw Air Force Base, at Sumter, S. C. 

The Cuatrman. Now, without objection, the Tactical Air Com- 
mands are approved. 

Mr. Deverrux. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 

The CHarrmMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. Where is your Tactical Air Command in support 
of the infantry school at Fort Benning ? 

General RoppnHauser. We have units at Fort Bragg, N. C. 

We have them at Donaldson, Shaw 

Mr. Devereux. Are they considered close enough ? 

General RopenHavser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Smart. Sewart? 

General RopenHavsEr. They are all close enough. 


Mr. Devereux. Are they assigned down there to the airfield at Fort 
Benning? 
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General RopenHAvsER. Well, we used to have them stationed there 
at one time, until flying conditions became impossible and we had to 
move out of there, Mr. Devereux. 

The CuarrmMan. Now members of the committee—— 

Mr. Bares. Are you all through ? 

The Cuarrman. Are you finished ? 

Mr. Devereux. Yes. 

Mr. Motionan. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ! 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Motxionan. General, this is a rather voluminous bill and I have 
not had a chance to look at all of this. 

Is there any authorization being made here for expenditure in West 
Virginia? 

I notice all the other States are represented. 

The CuatrMan. Well, I can state for you there is not one dollar in 
this bill for any Military Establishment in the State of West Virginia. 

But I am hoping—and I talked to Mr. Bailey and I will talk to you. 

I am hoping that something is in the process of being developed for 
West Virginia. 

But there is not a penny in this bill for West Virginia. It is the 
only State in the Union that has not some military installation.in. it. 

That is correct. 

Mr. Motxonan. Is there anything contemplated so far as you know, 
General ? 

General Ropennavser. Offhand I can’t answer your question, Mr. 
Mollohan. 

But it is perfectly possible that some of this radar equipment might 
be considered for that area—gap fillers and so forth. 

But I am not positive of that. 

I will check it however and let you know, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I will say, Mr. Mollohan, that I told Mr. Bailey 
the other day—lI did not see you. 

I told Mr. Bailey that I wanted—this is off the record. 

(Statement off the record.) 

Mr. Snort. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask a question here. 

Perhaps some of these gentlemen can help us if needed. 

Up until this year I think-most of our foreign military aid hasibeen 
handled by the House Committee on Foreign Affairs. And I under- 
stand that that is being changed now and that the military aid items 
under the old FOA, that if Foreign Operations Administration, will 
now be handled; is that right? 

Mr. Smart. Defense. 

Mr. Suorr. Directly by the Department of Defense. 

Is that right? 

Mr. Smarr. It will go to the Department of Defense, but that does 
not necessarily mean that they will bring it before this committee. 

The CuartrmMan. No, it won’t come before this committee at-all,Mr. 
Short. It will go before the Foreign Affairs Committee. 

Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. Suort. It will go before them as in the past. 

The Cuarrman. As in the past. 

Mr. Suorr. Well, when some friend or constituent comes to you and 
asks about a job or a contract, I am wondering how these contracts for 
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the construction, military construction abroad, outside continental 
United States, where in Alaska or Newfoundland or the Far East, 
that is Formosa or Indochina—how are these contracts let ? 

Who is going to let the contracts to the architects of the builders or 
the eonstruction companies? 

The Cuatrman. I haven’t even looked in that phase. But I would 
imagine—of course you know under this:authorization the Engineers 
ané the: Bireau of Yards handle that. 

Mr. Siiorr. Yes. 

ee Cuarrman. Then the Air Force is doing a very constructive 
thing. 

They are beginning to build themselves up an engineering organ- 
ization. But they did not have the nerve the other day to call it an 
engineering organization. 

d I tried to give ita name. But I do hope they will build them- 
selves up a good organization. And they will build the stuff for the 
Air Force. 

But as to letting of the contracts and all that, I know nothing in 
theaworld about that. I am not familiar with it at all. I don’t want 
to fool with it in any of the departments. 

Mr. Snort. I do not want to fool with it, either. 

The less you fool with it the better you are. We must know how 
these vast expenditures are made and how the contracts are let, so 
that you can at least inform the American people. 

Are you going to have the same old companies, who for the past 15 
or 20 years have been skimming the milk, getting rich cream, or 
whether you are going to throw it open 

The Cuarmman. Well, Mr. Smart, you try to find out something 
for the committee on that subject and get us informed. 

Mr. Suort. I would like to know. 

The Cuarrman. I would, too. 

I don’t know about it. 

Mr. Suort. I know of one particular firm in Kansas City, in my 
own State. They had a lot of jobs in Iran and lots of places. I would 
like to know whether the same old crowd is going to get all of this 
work,.or whether or not it can be scattered about over the country, in 
afair and equitable way, and perhaps would end in economy for the 
taxpayers of the Nation. 

ow you and I are charged with that responsibility. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Suorr. And I want a little light on the subject because I must 
confess abysmal ignorance. 

The Cuarrman. I am in your same class. 

Mr. Suort. I am clothed in darkness. 

The CuarrMan. I am in the same position. 

Mr. Smart, try to get a little light to us, please, sir. 

Now, members—— 

Mr. DurHam. Just a moment. 

General, have you all the family housing in here that you need? 

General RopenHavser. No, sir; not that we need. 

Mr. DurHam. How many more units do you need, more than you 
have asked for ? 

Mr. Crose. Within the Zone of Interior, sir, it goes up to about 90 
to 100,000 units. 
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General Ropennauser. Approximately 100,000 or more in haces 
United States, Mr. Durham. 

Mr. Duruam. You need those immediately, now ? 

. .Mr. Crosz. Now. 

Mr. Dunnam. To complete the bases? 

Mr. Crose. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, members—— 

Mr. Dura. You asked for how:many units in this bill this-year # 

General Ropennavuser. There are 8,118 units, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. Eight thousand ? 

General Ropennavuser. Eight thousand one hundred and eighteen ; 

es, sir. 
! The Cuamrman. Seventeen thousand for the three services. 

Mr. Suorr. Are they all to be constructed by appropriated funds? 

Mr. Smart. Yes. 

General Ropennavser. That is right. 

Mr. Suorr. All of them ? 

General Ropennauser. Yes. 

Mr. Durnam. And you need another $100,000 ? 

You are only asking for $8, 000? 

General Ropennavser. That is roughly the figure, Mr. Durham. 

Mr. Brooks. May I ask you this question : 

Suppose we are able to get into this bill some authorization forthe 
Air Force and for that matter the Defense Department to take over 
public housing or FHA housing or any type of housing that the Gov- 
ernment owns or is acquiring, would it make any difference in your 
estimates of the needs of housing ? 

General Ropennauser. Well, each one of those would have to be 
looked into as a separate case, Mr. Brooks, of course. 

I think General Washbourne probably could shed more light on 
that than I can. 

The CHarrman. I raised the question, Mr. Brooks, the other day, 
that something should be put in the bill giving certain authority to 
acquire FHA-sponsored homes or Wherry-sponsored homes, if the-De- 
partment thought that was the proper thing to do. Now, get in mind 
this: Every—they stated the other day that 127,000 units would be 
built by the 3 services in the next 4 years, think. Every one of them 
are direct appropriation from the Treasury. We think it is cheaper to 
do it that way than to use the Wherry housing. Because as was 
pointed out, a Wherry house costs $8,000 to $9,000. By the time the 
Government got title on it, we would spend $54. 000 for the $8,000 

10use 

Mr. Suorr. But since the investment has been made and the build- 
ings already constructed, we better be very careful. 

The Cuatrman. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Suorr. It would be fair and not do an injustice. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. And no unit is being built. 

Mr. Snort. That.is right. 

The Cuatrman. That is provided for in this bill, that is in any way 
jeopardizing Wherry houses, isn’t that correct, in that particular 
community ? 

General Wasupsourner. That iscorrect. The authorization last year 
had that provision in the law. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 
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General Ropennavuser. And it has served to delay some of the con- 
struction because we had to find out in the field just what that effect 
was. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, that wasn’t exactly my point. I dis- 
cussed it with the chairman and I am in accord with his views that 
we ought to put something in the bill to permit the armed services 
to utilize federally owned housing, even if it is obtained throughout 
agencies like FHA or public housing or otherwise. 

But, I thought that something should be said in the course of the 
hearing, for this reason: that perhaps FHA or another agency is on 
the verge of acquiring property that could be utilized by the Air Force 
or the Army or the Navy. Wouldn’t it be a wise idea for the services 
to look ahead? It might make a difference in their requirements of 
this committee in certain areas, or in the long-range program they 
might even anticipate the fact that the Government is going to have to 
<< some of this property. 

So I thought—just to say something about it, and lay a foundation 
here would be a good idea. 

The Cuarrman. I think the General should be in position—— 

General RopenHavser. Mr. Chairman, section 509 of this proposed 
legislation extends that authority to units under the Wherry Act. That 
is title 8. We would have no objection, subject to concurrence with 
the Secretary of Defense. If that legislation were extended to other 
titles of the National Housing Act, if suitable safeguards were written 
into it to protect the Government’s interest. 

The Cuarrman. That is a good thought. And suppose you study 
that and your staff study it, and have—by that I understand to acquire 
it; is that correct? 

General Ropennavser. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Well, you fix up some language for the consideration of the com- 
mittee when we get to that point. And I do think they should have 
the opportunity, the privilege, and the authority, if you so desire, to 
do so. 

(The information requested above is being prepared by the Office 
of the Secretary of Defense.) 

General Ropennauser. Yes, sir. We would not like to make it 
mandatory. 

The CHatrman. Oh, no. 

General Ropennavser. But it ought to be properly written. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, however—for instance, the FHA puts 
out a list of properties it owns and that it is getting ready tosell. Well, 
I am sure that the Air Force is aware of that fact. But I think the 
proper agencies in all of the armed services should take notice of the 
fact. that they own the properties, and if they are of value to the 
armed services, let the FHA know it, and we will try to work out as 
the chairman said, because it is his idea, an amendment which will 
permit the Air Force to accept and the other services to accept the 
housing they need. peck 

Mr, Suorr. But the armed services are not now building and you 
don’t: contemplate building in competition with Wherry housing or 
other Government agency housing that is already in existence. 

General Ropennavser. That is correct, we do not. 
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The Cuarmman. Then everyone of these houses we built here, a com- 
plete survey has been made, and we have reached the decision that 
there is no interference with Wherry houses. We only step in because 
we have to, isn’t that correct? 

General ODENHAUSER. These houses are only a small fraction of 
our requirements, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. That is right. | 

Mr. Duruam. Have you made. the same survey in regard to the 
100,000 more that you need? 

General Ropennauser. We have. 

Mr. Durnam. And you find the same thing exists there that exists 
in the 8,000 that you have already authorized in this bill? 

General Ropenuauser. Yes, sir, toa lesser degree. These 8,000 were 
the most important. 

Mr. Duruam. Can I ask you this: How much would 100,000 addi- 
tional units cost us? Can you give approximately a figure? 

Mr. Smarr. $1,300 million. 

General Ropennauser. $1,350 million is the standard figure. 

Mr. Durnam. Approximately. 

General Ropennwauser. Yes, sir. 

The unit price on these quarters is $13,500 apiece. 

The Cuairman. I don’t think Mr. Durham was here when Mr. Floete 
was testifying. I tell you what I want you todo. I want to give you 
Mr. Floete’s testimony because he went over that, in giving the pro- 
gram, and it is a very fine 

Mr. Durnam. I think you are forgetting an important question 
here, if you are talking about morale here. I have more complaints 
about housing than any other one thing, from servicemen in my sec- 
tion. It is getting very serious. 

The CHarmman. Now members of the committee, we will take a 
recess until tomorrow morning at 10:00 o’clock. And tomorrow 
morning, at 25 minutes after 10, Mr. Short and myself will have to go 
to the Rules Committee, and I am going to ask Mr. Kilday to hold 
forth until we get back, and Mr. Brooks will call up tomorrow on 
the floor of the House, the Reserve bill. And we will all want to be 
there and debate the bill and pass the bill tomorrow. 

Thank you gentlemen, for this afternoon’s attendance. Ten o’clock 
in the morning. 

(Whereupon, at 4 p. m., the committee adjourned to reconvene at 
10 a. m., Tuesday, May 17, 1955.) 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Tuesday, May 17,1955, Washington, D.C. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., the Honorable Carl] Vinson, chairman, 
presiding. 

The CHatrMan. Now let the committee come to order. 

This is a continuation of the hearing on H. R. 5700. 

Now, members of the committee, there was one item on page 47 that 
we passed over: Various locations, research and development facili- 
tis, $20 million. 

This is a new item in the bill. 
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Now, General, tell the committee what this item is for. 

General Ropennauser. This will be off the record, if you please. 

The Cuarrman. Offthe record. 

Discussion off the record.) 
he Cuarrman. All right. Without objection, we approve that 
item. 

Mr. Durnam. Mr. Chairman, I would like to see a breakdown on 
the facilities of this. I think the committee is entitled to it. 

The Cuarrman. All right. We will pass this over—— 

Mr. Durnam. I would like to see it myself. 

General RopenHauser I have the breakdown. 

The Cuarrman. If you have the breakdown, give us the breakdown. 

Mr. Smart. Off the record, Sam. 

hg eer off the record.) 

he Cuairman. Without objection, we put “Operational research,” 
and we approve it. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, I would like to reserve the right to 
offer an amendment after we go through and consider the other item 
haying to do-with ARDC on research and development. 

The Cuarrman. Is that in reference to Baltimore ? 

Mr. Devereux. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Oh, we are going to set that under a full hearing. 

Without objection, we approve that whole item. 

Now, members, please turn to page 57 in the bill, line 17: Various 
locations, operational facilities and utilities, $387,000. 

General Ropennauser. This will be off the record, please, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Off the record, Sam. 

( Discussion off the record. ) 

The Cuarman. All right. Without objection, it is approved. 

Now the next item is the aircraft control and warning system. Now 
yesterday we approved $98 million for outside the continental United 
States and this is for $100,409,000 in continental United States. 

General Ropennavuser. This is for continental; yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. And you have to clear before Mr. Rivers and Mr. 
Cunningham and the other members the acquisition of the property 
in each one of these locations. 

General Ropenuavser. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And you are coming in here constantly about that. 
And this is the radar screen and the sites that are placed around vari- 
ous places in the United States? ; 

General Ropennavser. That is right, including the gap-filled radars 
that I mentioned yesterday, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now how much—for the record, my recollection is we previously 
authorized about $350 million or $400 million for this kind of instal- 
lations in the past. 

General Ropennauser. Mr. McCloud. _ 

The Cuarrman. Have you that information / 

General Wasupourne. We are getting the figures over the tele- 
phone now, Mr. Chairman. I don’t have them. ; 

The Cuamman. Well, I would like for them to go in the record, 
so we will have a record of how much we previously authorized and 
how much we spent, plus this $100 million. 
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General WasHBourRNE. Very well, sir. 
(The information referred to follows:) 

Summary of authorizations pertaining to the A. C. € W. program worldwide ag of 
May 15, 1955 

[In thousands of dollars] 





To be placed 


7 ; } under contract 
Authorization | Under contract prior to Sept. 


, 1955 





Continental United States 259, 200 190, 000 41, 200 
Outside United States 374, 500 330, 000 29, 500 





633, 700 520, 000 70, 700 

















~ The Cuatrman. All right. Without objection, we approve that 
item. 

Now, that winds up the United States—— 

Mr. Duruam. Does that complete—will this complete the whole 
phase of that ? 

General Ropenuauser. No, sir; this will not. 

There will be more required in connection with project Sage, which 
is covered partially in this $100 million. 

The entire system will cost considerably more, Mr. Durham, than 
we have already been authorized. 

Mr. Duruam. Well 

General Ropennauser. I believe the committee was told a year ago 
that Lincoln itself would cost 

Mr. Smart. Off the record, Sam. 

(Statement off the record.) 

Mr. Durnam. May I ask you this: How many stations you have 
completed and how many you 

Mr. Smart. This is off the record. 

( Discussion off the record.) 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection, we approve that item. 

Now, we have finished the Air Force, as far as continental United 
States is concerned. 

Now we will turn to page 58 and take the bases up in Alaska. 

Eielson Air Force Base: We heretofore authorized $99,960,000. 
We spent 

Mr. Durnam. What page in the book is that ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 12, sir—— 

Mr. Hess. 58 in the bill. 

The Cuarmrman. And we spent $76,828,000 and they are asking for 
$1,307,000. It is for medical facilities, storage facilities, communi- 
cations facilities. And that practically winds up the establishment 
of that base ; does it not ? 


General Ropennavuser. That is essentially correct, Mr. Chairman ; 
yes, sir. 

The first of these locations is Eielson Air Force Base, located 26 
miles southeast of Fairbanks at an approximate pressure altitude of 
544 feet. 

It is situated on 44,962 acres of public domain. Eielson Air Force 
Base was initially occupied in 1948. 
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The planned use of this base is:for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion ‘and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at:any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for: 
this base. 

‘The:Government has an investment through 1950 of $51,562,000 at 
this.base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect. to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,307,000. The projects included in the total program of $1,307,000 
consist generally of the provisions of dental clinic, warehouse, and 
structural fire station. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Now the next item is Elmendorf Air 
Force Base. We spent there—we authorized there $153,684,000 and 
we have spent $103,268,000 and they are asking for $23,094,000. 

General Ropennacvser. The second of these locations is Elmendorf 
Air Force Base located 4 miles northeast of Anchorage, at an approxi- 
mate pressure altitude of 212 feet. 

It is situated on 13,386 acres of Government-owned land. Elmen- 
dorf Air Force Base was initially occupied in 1940. This is one of 
the major USAF installations in Alaska; its strategic location and 
availability of transportation facilities make this facility of prime 
importance in the North Pacific operations. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned 
mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The Government has an investment through 1950 of $234,988,000 
at this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$23,094,000. The projects included in the total program of $23,094,000 
consist generally of the provisions of pavements, bulk-fuel storage, 
navigational aids, maintenance facilities, troop housing and messing 
facilities, utilities, land, medical facilities, storage facilities, personnel 
facilities, and shop facilities. 

Mr. Keiiener. May I ask a question on that, Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Keiiruer. General, item No. 2 at Elmendorf; is my arithmetic 
correct that that is $150 a yard for that runway? 

The Cuarrman. It is only costing in the United States about $12 a 
yard, and you have in the book $150 a yard for a runway in Alaska. 

General Ropennavser. No, sir. This is a composite price, Mr. 
Kelleher. The cost of new pavement there is $30 a yard, but there 
are some other miscellaneous items in connection with this runway 
extension, such as strengthening other portions of it. The total square 
yardage of new runway is as shown here, but the total figure includes, 
as you will see in your back-up book, such things as strengthening the 
taxiway and the runway in connection with this runway project. 

There are about eight operations, including airfield lighting, that 
goes with it, sir. 

The CHatrmMan. Without objection, we approve that item. 
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Galena Airfield, which is a new one—— 

Mr. Kewtiener. No, sir, that is not new. 

The CHatrman. No, no. That is right. We have authorized 
$6,442,000 and you haven’t spent anything there, and you are asking 
for $518,000. 

General Ropennauser. The third of these locations is Galena Air- 
field located 238 air miles west of Fairbanks, at an approximate pres- 
sure altitude of 120 feet. 

It is situated on 11,790 acres. Galena Airfield was initially occupied 
in 1942 and was used during World War II. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
. any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The Government has an investment through 1950 of $6,308,000 at 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$518,000. The projects included in the total program of $518,000 
consist generally of the provision of navaids and storage facilities. 

The CHatrrmMan. Why haven’t you made some development of that 
field ¢ 

General Ropennavser. Mr. Vinson, as you recall, this was one of the 
advance fighter bases that we had in the Alaska complex, and what 
we are asking for here is to provide some lighting and some rocket 
storage up there so that we can make those advance fighter units ef- 
fective. 

As you recall, they are on rotation from the main base. We keep a 
flight out on each of these bases continuously on a rotational basis. 

The CuarrmMan. Well, then, you don’t need this $6,442,000 just for 
airfield lighting facilities and storage facilities, do you ? 

General Ropenuauser. No, sir. We need the $6 million. I was 
referring to the additional we were asking for this year, sir. 

The CHatrman. You haven’t spent any of the $6,442,000. You 
haven't spent a penny of it. So there is no base established there. 

(General Rodenhauser confers with associate. ) 

General Ropennavser. It is planned, Mr. Chairman, to have that 
construction underway this construction season. 

The CuHatrmMan. Well, it must not be very important in your de- 
fense, else you wouldn’t have let a whole year go by without spending 
some money to develop it. You haven’t developed one particle of it. 
Not a thing up there except the barren land. 

General Roprennavser. Well, we have a strip there, Mr. Vinson. 
We have been going in and out of it. The strip has been there for 
quite some time. And this was to improve the situation and make so 
that a unit could go out there and live continuously. 

We are using the site now to fly aircraft in and out of, but these 
are improvements that are required to put it on a straight rotational 
basis. 

The CuatrMan. Then this is an advance fighter base ? 

General Ropennavser. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Without objection, we approve it. 

Now the next one is Kenai 
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General RopenHaAuserR. Kenai, sir. 

The 4th of these locations is Kenai Airfield located north of Kenai 
village. It is situated on 1,715 acres, at an approximate pressure 
altitude of 675 feet. 

The planned use of this base is for an emergency field. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned 
mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the item included in this program in the total amount of 
$356,000. ‘The project included in the total program of $356,000 con- 
sist generally of the provision of rehabilitation of existing airfield 
pavements. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, we approve it. 

The next one is Ladd. Now, we authorized there $104,957,000 and 
we have spent $74,335,000, and you are asking for $1,522,000. 

General Ropenuavuser. The fifth of these locations is Ladd Air 
Force Base located 1 mile southeast of Fairbanks at an approximate 
pressure altitude of 450 feet. 

It is situated on a total area of 9,665 acres, of which 814 acres are 
Government-leased land, and 8,764 are Government-owned land. 

Ladd Air Force Base was initially occupied in the summer of 1939. 
The field was constructed to be the Air Force Cold Weather Experi- 
ment Station. Its present mission is the defense of Alaska and the 
Aleutian Islands, conducting cold weather tests, photo reconnaissance 
of the Alaska-North Pole area. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at 
any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 
base. 

The Government has an investment through 1950 of $79,935,000 at 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with re- 
spect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,522,000. The projects included in the total program of $1,522,000 
consist generally of the provisions of training facilities, land acquisi- 
tion, and storage facilities. 

Our units are continually under training up there. It has perma- 
nent units stationed there, but we also rotate our other units into there 
for training from the United States. 

The CuatrmMan. Well, it must be a large base if you spent $74 mil- 
lion and if we authorized $104 million. 

General RopennHaAvser. It is a very large base, Mr. Chairman, one 
of our principal bases in the Air Force. 

The Cuarrman. Now, what is its military mission ? 

General RopenHavser. Its present mission is the defense of Alaska 
and the Aleutian Islands and conducting cold weather tests and photo 
reconnaissance of the Alaskan-North Pole area. 

The Cuarrman. Different types of wings are kept there, then ? 

General Ropennavser. That is correct, sir. 
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The Cuairman. Allright. Without objection, we approve that one. 

Mr. Duruam. Does land cost that much out in Alaska? You are 
paying $3,000 for 4 acres. I say, does land cost that much in Alaska’ 

General Ropennauser. That is 4.37 acres at $3,000, Mr. Durham. 
It is residential property at Fairbanks. 

Mr. Ketienver. It has a comma in the figure. 

General Ropennauser. It should be a period, Mr, Kelleher. 

Mr. Duruam. Four acres for $3,000. 

The Cuarmman. That is up in Alaska. Everything is high in 
Alaska, even the land. 

The next is Naknek. 

General Ropennauser. The sixth of these locations is Naknek Aux- 
iliary Field located 310 air miles southwest of Anchorage, 6 miles east 
of Naknek, at an approximate pressure altitude of 62 feet. 

It is situated on 2,993 acres of land. It was initially occupied in 
1941. 

The planned use of this field is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The Government has an investment through 1950 of $2,261,000 at 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,863,000. 

The projects included in this program consist generally of the pro- 
visions of airfield pavements, airfield lighting facilities, operational 
facilities, utilities and storage facilities. 

Naknek is another base like Galena and Kenai, Mr. Chairman, a 
rotational fighter base, advanced fighter base. 

The CuHarrMan. Well, we have authorized $7,076,000 and you spent 
$1,575,000 and you ask for $1,863,000. And that practically completes 
that field ? 

General Ropennavser. That is right, sir. 

The CHarrman. All right. 

Now, without objection, outside the continental United States, the 
Alaska Air Command, is approved. 

Now, Caribbean Air Command at Panama, C. Z. 

This is a new item, You have had no authorization for a long time. 
You are asking for $163,000. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is an old base, sir. 

General Ropennavser. Albrook is a very old base, Mr. Chairman. 
I believe it was completed in the early 1930's. 

The second of the seven overseas major commands to be reviewed 
is the Caribbean Air Command. The mission of this command is for 
the defense of the Panama Canal Zone, Latin American and Foreign 
Mission Schools, Air Weather, Air Communications, Air Rescue, and 
theater jurisdiction of the Caribbean area. 

The first. of these locations is Albrook Air Force Base, located 2 miles 
north of Panama City in the Canal Zone, at an approximate pressure 
altitude of 90 feet. 

It is situated on 2,698 acres of Government-owned land. It was 
initially occupied in 1933. 
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The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The Government has an investment through 1950 of $22,267,000 at 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$163,000. The projects included in this program consist generally of 
the provisions of communication facilities. 

The Cuarrman. All right, what military installation and what mili- 
tary use will be there? 

General RopenHavser. This will be a global communications sta- 
tion at Albrook, Mr. Chairman, in connection with our worldwide net 
of globe communication, 

he CuHarrman. All right, without objection, the Caribbean Air 
Command item is approved. : 

Now, the next is Far East Air Forces, various locations, airfield 
pavements, fuel dispensing, and so forth and so on, $42,017,000. 

General RopENHAUSER. The third of the seven overseas major com- 


mands to be reviewed is the Far East Air Force. 

The mission of this command is to conduct tactical operations, the 
air defense of Japan, Ryukyus, Mariannas, and the United States 
installations in the Philippines; to conduct troop carrier, airborne, 
air-transportation operations, and medium bomber operations in the 
Far East ; to provide logistic support to the FEAF forces. 


There are 11 bases included in this program with a planned utiliza- 
tion for operational units. 

Present and prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support the 
planned mission for these various locations and the Department of 
the Air Force has no suitable facilities at other locations that might 
be utilized for the purpose proposed for these locations. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$42,017,000. 

The projects included in the total program of $42,017,000 for these 
various locations consist generally of the provisions of airfield pave- 
ments, fuel dispensing facilities, navigational aids and airfield light- 
ing facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, 
utilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, and community 
facilities. 

Anderson Air Force Base is on Guam, and this money is to—or 
this authorization is to provide facilities for the air units going into 
Anderson. The mission at Anderson has been increased in the past 

ear. 
7 The CHarrman. Now, how much has heretofore been authorized for 
the airfield at Guam,then? Thisisat Guam? 

Mr HER. Yes, sir. 

General Ropennavser. That is correct, sir. 

The CHamman. Put in the record how much has heretofore been 
authorized and how much you have spent. 

General RopenHAuserR. I—— 
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The Cuatrman. There must be a great deal of work out there to 
complete, because $42 million is a large sum of money. 

Mr. Corz. It isn’t all for one place, is it ? 

General Ropennavser. No, sir. 

The breakout actually—— 

The Cuarrman. Just $9 million ? 

Mr. Coxe. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Break down where this money is going to be spent, 
the $42 million, and so on. 

General Ropennavser. The $42 million, sir—I misunderstood your 
question, I am sorry. $27.2 million of it is at Guam. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

General Ropenuauser. $1.3 million is in the Philippines. $4.8 
million is in Japan, and $8.6 is on Okinawa. 

The Cuamman. Now, members of the committee, during this hear- 
ing representatives from the Government of Okinawa have asked 
permission to » gear’ to testify in regard to some items about acquisi- 
tion of land. So when we reach that point in the bill, why, we will 
have some representatives from the Government of Okinawa. 

Okinawa has set up some kind of government and their representa- 
tives want to be tthe 4 

Mr. Parrerson. Mr, Chairman—— 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Mr. Parrerson. I have had some official—— 

The Cuarrman. This is not the point. 

Mr. Ketirner. It isin the Army portion of the bill. 

The Cuatrman. That is in the Army part. 

Mr. Parrerson. Mr. Chairman, I have had some correspondence 
about Guam from, oh—a similar association to our PTA, and they 
have asked me about the school system and whether or not the Navy 
or the Air Force is going to build schools which are going to take care 
of some of the Guamanian children. Does this tie in here? 

General Wasueourne. I think, Mr. Chairman, that would be a 
function of the Military Government under the Army jurisdiction. 

Mr. Parrerson. I just happened to see this one line item here: 
Community facilities, and I am just wondering what they are. What 
do you mean by “community facilities” ? 

Mr. Smart. Recreational facilities. 

General RopennAvser. Community facilities normally are con- 
cerned with post exchange, chapels—anything that the residents use 
as a common source of meeting, entertainment or supply—purchasing. 

Mr. Patrerson. Would schools come in that category ? 

General Ropennavser. Normally, in the broad usage of community 
facilities, yes, sir. 

The CuatrrMan. Without objection, the Department 

Mr. Corr. May I ask, is all of this $27 million for Guam at the one 
base, Anderson ? 

General Ropennavser. No, sir. It is at Anderson and at Northwest 
Field on Guam, Mr. Cole. 

Mr. Corr. Can you tell how much is for which ? 

General Ropennavser. On page 35 of your book, sir, there are $9 
million—$9,069,000 shown for Anderson 

Mr. Kevtiener. $19 million. 
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General Ropennavuser. Nineteen, I am sorry, my book is not very 
plain here. And Northwest has $4.8 million, Mr. Cole, and then there 
is an area POL requirement of $3.4 million for the pipeline to supply 
the POL out there to the various bases from a central location. 

Mr. Core. Both Anderson and Northwest bases have the same 
military function, or mission ? 

General RopENHAUSER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coxe. Is that correct? 

General Ropenuauser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Corz. Now, is the added cost for each of them for the same 
reason ¢ 

General Ropennauser. Yes, sir. We are just reopening Northwest. 
As you know, in last year’s program we had a little bit of money and 
this year we are asking for more to get Northwest open to handle the 
increased mission on Guam, sir. 

The Cuairman. Now, members of the committee, without objection 
we approve the Far East Air Command in the amount of authoriza- 
tion, $42,017,000. 

Now, members of the committee, it is necessary for me to go to the 
Rules Committee in regard to a rule on the doctors draft bill. And 
I will ask Mr. Kilday to start on page 59, with the military Air Trans- 
port Service, and continue with the hearing. 

General, you must send up here something with reference to your 
rescission. We want to see that, because as I said at the beginning, 
your unfunded amount is $1,395 million, and this authorization 1s 
$1,063 million, and that makes a total of $2,458 million. And your 
budget has only cleared $809 million. So that leaves you unfunded 
$1,649 million. 

Now, I understand that you have a rescission program of $464 mil- 
lion from 1950 back. But I want to see how much rescission from 
1950 up to 1954, also. And you have that up here. 

Now, Mr. Kilday, mark my bill for me, please, sir, and put it back. 

And tomorrow morning we will take up the Navy, if we finish with 
the Air Force today. 

General RopenHAuser. Mr. Chairman, the rescission—the $464 mil- 
lion includes items from 1950 up to as well as back from 1950. 

The CHarrMan. It includes both? It doesn’t say that in the bill. 
It says from 1950 back. It doesn’t say anything from 1950 up. 

General RopenHaAvuser. Well, I know our 464 does have some can- 
cellations in from more recent laws, sir. 

Mr. Keiiener. About $200 million for all services. 

Mr. Kinpay. Is that allon the Far East Air Force? 

General Ropennauser. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, before we leave that, we have an item 
here for Honshu, Japan. I was just wondering what our tenure is 
there. We hear many disturbing stories from the newspapers. Just 
what is the situation over there now ? 

General Ropennavser. Well, Mr. Bates, we are in Japan. We are 
committed to remain there until we get the Japanese on their feet to 
defend themselves. 

I would say that as far as I can foresee it we would be there for some 
time. That is about the only way I could sum it up for you, sir. 

Mr. Bares. That is from our point of view. How about theirs? 
Do they look at it the same way ? 
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General Ropenuavuser. As far as I know, Mr. Bates, they do. I 
have had no direct dealings with them. I imagine our State Depart- 
ment probably could answer that question better than I could. We 
have had no indication that they are trying to run us out of Japan 
at all or trying to force us out. 

Mr. Kirpay. General, I have here an item from Newsweek maga- 
zine—Of course these are things that the people read. It is datelined 
Tokyo: 

The Japanese Government is actually trying to put the screws on the United 
States by putting off granting lease extensions on vitally needed United States 
air bases in Japan. They are bargaining for return of the Bonins and for the 
United States to pay a greater share of Japanese defense costs. Their chances 
of succeeding, nil. 

Are you familiar with any part of that? 

General Ropenuauser. I hadn’t read that article, Mr. Kilday, but 
the information I had had up to date would not exactly bear that out, 
sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Let’s take the item that Mr. Bates referred to. What 
type of tenure do you have on Honshu? Which base can you have? 

Mr. Bates. Yokota. 

General Ropennavser. We are in there by right of occupation in the 
first place and by agreement between the two governments since the 
treaty was signed. 

Mr. Coir. What is the time limitation on our occupancy of military 
bases ? 

General RopennaAvuser. There is no time limitation, Mr. Cole. 

Mr. Coir. Just as long as we want to stay there, right ? 

General Roprennavser. Yes. There is no time limitation expressed 
at all, that is right. 

Mr. Corr. Well, then, we can stay as long as we want to. 

General RopenHavuser. We can stay as long as we choose. 

Mr. Bares. Oh, is that so? You don’t really mean that, General. 

General Ropennavser. That is the way the agreement is drawn. 

Mr. Coz. I mean from the legal standpoint. 

General Ropennavser. Yes. There is no time limitation expressed 
on our remaining there, Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. Yes, but that is quite a bit different from saying we are 
going to stay as long as we want to, which is obviously incorrect. We 
are there at the pleasure of the Japanese Government as a sovereign 
nation. 

General Ropennavser. Well, that is correct, yes, sir. 

Mr. Corr. There are officers around back there shaking their head. 

Mr. Bares. Well, what is the situation? Let’s have it. 

General Ropennauser. Article 4 of the security treaty states that: 

This treaty shall expire whenever in the opinion of the Governments of the 
United States and Japan there shall have come into force such United Nations 
arrangements for such alternative individual or collective security dispositions 
as will satisfactorily provide for the maintenance by the United Nations or other- 
wise of the international peace and security in the Japanese area. 

Mr. Bates. Now, what is the date of that? 

General Ropennavser. April 28, 1952, Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Core. So then it would appear that our tenure is as long as we 
want to stay there? 

General RopenHavuser. That is right. 
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Mr. Corr. Until we admit that we are satisfied that a substitute sys- 
tem for the security of Japan has been adopted. 

General Ropenuavser. That is right. 

Mr. Kripay. It is a question for international negotiation. 

General Ropennavser. (Nods.) 

Mr. Kitpay. Now we will move to the Military Air Transport 
Services. 

The first item is Hickam Air Force Base, Honolulu, for $4,878,000. 
We previously authorized $14,333,000 and spent $9,588,000. 

General Ropennavser. The fourth of the seven major commands to 
be reviewed is the Military Air Transport Service. 

The mission of this command is to provide aircraft required in 
support of approved joint war plans, scheduled airlift for the Depart- 
ment of Defense between the continental United States and overseas 
areas; between and within overseas areas, as directed by higher author- 
ity; worldwide air transport; air weather; airways and air communi- 
cations, and air rescue service systems; organization and training of 
Air Resupply and Communications Service and all elements thereof, 
supervision, control, and maintenance of primary facilities required 
for performing its assigned mission; theater jurisdiction in overseas 
area, where MATS units are stationed but which are outside the juris- 
diction of any theater commander. 

The first of these locations is Hickam Air Force Base, located 8 
miles west of the city of Honolulu, T. H., at an approximate pressure 
altitude of 13 feet. 

It is situated on 2.213 acres of Government-owned land, and was 
initially occupied in 1949. 

The planned use for this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at 
any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for this 
vase. 

The Government has an investment through 1950 of $55,138,000 at 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$4,978,000. 

The projects included in the total program of $4,978,000 consist 
generally of the provisions of airfield pavements, airfield lighting 
facilities, land acquisition, storage facilities, and harbor facilities. 

These items, Mr. Kilday, are to provide for additional paving, park- 
ing aprons, specifically required at Hickam Air Force Base and for a 
cold storage plant which is very urgently and critically needed there 
and has been for some time and for the construction of an access 
hangar or access apron for one of the hangars. 

Those are the principal items involved in the program at Hickam, 
in the amount of $4,978,000. 

Mr. Partrerson. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Krupay. Any questions? 

Mr. Partrerson. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Krrpay. Mr. Patterson. 

Mr. Parrerson. At that point I notice you have in the bill land 
acquisition. Do you contemplate buying some more property out 
there and if you do, how much ? 
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General Ropennavser. That is correct. This is an easement of 
1.210 acres. 

Mr. Parrerson. Yes. 

General Ropennavser. And a fee purchase of 0.08 of an acre. 

Mr. Parrerson. What is that, where is it located ? 

General RopeNHaAvsER. Have you the detail on that? 

Colonel Price. The 

Mr. Parrerson. Is this the one that shows on page 65 ? 

Mr. Ketieuer. Yes, sir. 

General Ropennavuser. That is correct. 

Mr. Patrerson. Land-fee purchase ? 

General Ropennavuser. That is correct. 

Mr. Parrerson. Allright. Where is that located ? 

General Ropennavser. This is in the storage area to provide for 
a connecting up of our various facilities there, in the Kipapa Gulch 
area on Hawaii, or Oahu. 

Mr. Parrerson. All right. 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, it will be approved. 

The next item 

Mr. Cote. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire what are the 
harbor facilities 

Mr. Parrerson. How much money is involved in that transaction ? 

Colonel Price. The easement is estimated to cost $476, and the fee 
purchase $798. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Cole. 

Mr. Cotz. What are the harbor facilities? 

General Ropennauser. Those are wharfage facilities for a cargo 
pier. It is for the retaining wall around the mole of the wharf, which 
is in a very high state of deterioration right now and needs replacing 
before we lose the whole 

Mr. Cots. Hickam is provisioned directly from cargo ships? 

General Ropennavuser. From vessels. 

Mr. Cotz. To the field ? 

General Ropennavser. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, it is approved. 

The next item is Johnston Island Air Force Base, Johnston Island. 
Communications facilities, $182,000. We previously authorized 
$9,535,000 and spent $6,505,000. What is it, General ? 

General Ropennavuser. The second of these locations is Johnston 
Island Air Force Base, located 715 nautical miles southwest of Hickam 
Air Force Base, at an approximate pressure altitude of 6 feet. 

It is situated on 194 acres of Government-owned land and was 
initially occupied in 1949. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this panes 
mission, and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facil- 
ities at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed 
for this base. 


The Government has an investment through 1950 of $5,300,000 at 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$182,000. The projects included in the total program consist gener- 
ally of the provision of communication facilities. This is for a base 
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telephone system, Mr. Kilday, and for a communications receiver 
installation required at this remote location. 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, it is approved. 

The next item is Midway Island: Airfield pavement and fuel dis- 
pensing facilities and lighting facilities, $303,000. Nothing previ- 
ously authorized or spent. 

General Ropennavser. That is correct. 

The third of these locations is Midway Island located west of the 
Hawaiian Islands. 

The plained use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned 
mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$303,000. 

The projects included in this program consist generally of the 
provisions of airfield pavements, fuel 1 dispensing facilities and airfield 
lighting facilities. 

These facilities are required there, Mr. Kilday, to continue use of 
Midway as a stopping point across the Pacific. 

Mr. Kitpay. That is the facilities constructed prior to the 80th Con- 
gress, then, and nothing since the 80th Congress. 

General RopenHauser. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, it will be approved. 

Mr. Cote. Mr, Chairman. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Cole. 

Mr. Coxe. As a matter of curiosity, I recall a day or so there was 
an item for Midway that was characterized as “Midway, T. H.” 

Now, this particular item says Midway and no reference to Terri- 
tory of Hawaii. I am curious to know why in one case you consider 
it a part of Hawaii, the Territory of Hawaii, and in this instance you 
don’t. I am trying to locate that one item where it was included as 
Hawaii. 

Mr. Hess. Ask the lady from Hawaii, Mrs. Farrington. 

Yeneral Ropenuauser. I cannot recall our making such a refer- 
ence to it, Mr. Cole. 

Mr. Cote. What ? 

General Ropenuauser. I can’t recall the Air Force making a ref- 
erence to it, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. It isa part of the Territory of Hawaii. 

Mr. Cotz. Midway is. 

Mr. Kitpay. The next is Wake Island. Airfield pavement, fuel-dis- 
pensing facilities and navigational aids, $3,459,000. We previously 
authorized $72,000. Nothing expended. 

General Ropennauser. The fourth of these locations is Wake Island, 
located in the Pacific Ocean. 

The planned use for this base is for operational and support units. 

Present and prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support 
this planned mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suit- 
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able facilities at any other base that might be utilized for the purpose 
proposed for this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$3,459,000. 

The projects included in this total program consist generally of the 
provisions of airfield pavements, fuel-dispensing facilities, and navi- 
gational aids. 

This is for the purpose of providing strengthening of the parking 
apron there and for avgas storage and for the location of a navigationa! 
aid, known as TACAN, at this location, Mr. Kilday. 

Wake, as you know, is used as a stopping point across the Pacific. 

Mr. Kizpay. Without objection, it will be approved. 

Now, various localities, a total of $11,393,000. 

Tell us about that. 

General Ropennauser. The planned use of the balance of the vari- 
ous locations of bases are for operational units. Present and prior 
authorized facilities are inadequate to support these planned missions, 
and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at other 
bases under the jurisdiction of the Military Air Transport Service 
that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for these bases. 

The projects included in this program total $11,393,000, and con- 
sist generally of the provisions of airfield pavements, fuel dispensing 
facilities, navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, aircraft 
maintenance facilities, troop housing, utilities, personnel facilities, 
and family housing. 

Mr. Kizpay. The portions you want to have off the record, we will 
go off the record, if you will designate them. 

General Ropenwavser. Well, there are various locations and they 
ought to be off the record, Mr. Kilday, of course, the naming of them. 

Mr. Kitpay. Off the record. 

(Statement off the record.) 

General Ropennauser. It is a total of $11,393,000, sir. 

Mr. Coir. Why should that be off the record ? 

Mr. Hess. I was just going to ask the same question. 

General Ropennavser. International agreements, Mr. Cole, gener- 
ally, and specifically the kind of facilities we are putting in at these 
locations. 

Mr. Coir. Well, we are not asking you to describe what you are 
doing. All you asked to eliminate was the identity of the location and 
certainly it is known that those locations are being used by us for avi- 
gation purposes. 

General _ se RC The names and the amount of money were 
the two things principally, sir. 

Mr. Core. Well, it isn’t worth arguing about. But I can’t for the 
life of me see why you should consider it a matter of secrecy, that the 
United States Air Force is using the field at Azores. 

Mr. Hess. Commercial fields. 

General Ropennauser. Well, I don’t believe it is a matter of secrecy 
that we are, sir. I think everyone in the world knows we are in there. 

Mr. Kitpay. Anything further on this item? 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Hardy. 
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Mr. Harpy. At Keflavik I notice you nave $1 million for road reha- 
bilitation. What sort of rehabilitation ? 

General Ropennauser. That is the road from Keflavik to Reykjavik 
Mr. Hardy, that is in a very, very poor state of repair, principally 
brought about by our having transported materials and equipment over 
it and having chewed it up pretty well. 

Mr. Harpy. What kind of road is it? 

General Ropennauser. It is just cut across the lava formation there, 
Mr. Hardy, and in one place the road itself is so worn that it is just 
like driving almost up the steps of the Capitol, that is how bad it is. 

Mr. Harpy. Then why aren’t you building new roads? 

General Ropennmauser. We are trying to do it by maintenance if 
wecan. A new road would be terrifically expensive, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Is the cost of dormitories in Bermuda and Lajes sub- 
stantially higher than in the United States, per man ? 

General Ropennauser. They are a little higher, Mr. Hardy, than 
continental United States. They would run roughly $2,000 a man 
for dormitories, as opposed to ours, I figure, of around $1,500 to $1,700. 

Mr. Harpy. I thought your cost factors in Lajes wasn’t much out 
of line with continental United States. Am I wrong in that? 

General RopenHaAuseEr. Yes, sir. We have to transport all those 
materals out there. 

Mr. Harpy. Yes, but you have to use all local labor and you are 
limited very strictly on what you can pay your labor, aren’t you? 

General Ropenuavser. Well, that is correct, Mr. Hardy. But 
nonetheless 

Mr. Harpy. What is your cost ratio ? 

General Ropennauser. Beg your pardon ? 

Mr. Harpy. What is your cost ratio? Don’t you have a cost ratio 
at Lajes? 

General Ropennauser. Yes, 2.5. 

Mr. Harpy. 2.5. 

General RopennavseEr. That is the average for everything, yes, sir; 
over the ZI. 

Mr. Smart. Cost factor. 

Mr. Kei.ener. Not for dormitories, General. 

Mr. Harpy. For construction. 

General Ropenuavser. The dormitories—I am sorry, Mr. Hardy. 
I Jumped here the cost of two locations to get the factor. But it would 
indicate from what they have here that the cost over the ZI would be 

reater than the ZI by a factor—well, you can’t tell from your figures 

ere. I will have them compute that factor and give it to you, if you 
don’t mind, Mr. Hardy. But it is greater than one from the data 
he has here. 

Mr. Kizpay. Supply that later. 

Mr. Harpy. So the savings in labor costs are more than offset by 
the extra cost of transportation ¢ 

General RopenHAvseR. Apparently so; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, the item will be approved. 

General Ropennauser. And the rate at which it is constructed, too, 
I imagine, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Kitpay. Off the record, Sam. 

The next is Northeast Air Command: Various locations, for 
$27,864,000. 
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General RopennaAuser. The fifth of the seven major overseas com- 
mands to be reviewed is the Northeast Air Command. The mission 
of this command is to provide air base facilities and support to units 
of Strategic Air Command; support of the Danish and Canadian 
Governments and their command in accordance with established poli- 
cies and agreements; air defense coverage of Northeast Air Command 
and the Northwest approaches to the United States, air resupply of 
isolated United States-Canada and United States-Danish weather and 
communications outposts. 

There are five bases involved in this program totaling $27,864,000, 
and are planned for operational units. Present and prior authorized 
facilities are inadequate to support this planned mission and the 
Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at other bases 
in this area that might be utilized for the purpose purposed for these 
bases. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$27,864,000. The projects included in this program consist generally 
of the provisions of airfield pavements, fuel dispensing facilities, oper- 
ational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, 
troop housing, utilities, storage facilities and shop facilities. 

Mr. Kipay. You designate what portions you want off the record, 
General. 

General RopenHavuser. Mr. Chairman, for 

Mr. Smart. Is this off the record, any of it ? 

General Ropennavser. I don’t think so, Bob. 

Mr. Smart. O. K. 

General Ropennavser. I think we can leave it on the record. 

Mr. Smart. QO. K., we are on, Sam. 

Mr. Kitpay. What do you have to say on this item ? 

General Ropennavser. Mr. Kilday, we propose for the $27,864,000 
in the Northeast Air Command to place $9,481,000 of it at Argentia 
Naval Air Station, to provide facilities for an Air Force unit to be 
located on that naval air station. 

We propose to put $414 million into Ernest Harmon Air Force Base, 
one of our principal bases in this area; $8.2 million into the Goose Air 
Base in Labrador ; $2.4 million in the Sondrestrom in Greenland ; and 
$3.1 million into Thule Air Base in northern Greenland. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Kelleher, there is a question of housing involved 
here. What do you have to say about that? 

Mr. Kerzner. Yes, sir. The committee decided previously that 
because of the doubtful authority for the construction of about [de- 
leted} housing at [deleted], the bill would be amended by making 
it clear that that authority could be exercised to the extent of that 
amount. It will not actually increase the amount of this bill by that 
amount, or by any amount at all. But it will merely refer to the pre- 
vious authority and make it specific that the previous funds can be 
used, and authority used, for that purpose. 

Mr. Kizpay. Then that amendment will be considered when we reach 
that phase of the bill. Isthere anything further on this? 

Mr. WickersHam. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask one question. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Wickersham. 
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Mr. WickersHam. In these bases like that do you get competition 
among a few bidders, or do you just negotiate and give it out to General 
Electric or some firm like that, or Westinghouse ? 

Colonel Fuercuer.. Sir, I would like to answer that. 

Mr. Kitpay. Come around, Colonel, close to the table over here. 

Colonel FLetcuer. I am Colonel Fletcher from Overseas Construc- 
tion. The answer to that would be that the majority of our bases in 
the Northeast Air Command are actually being done by competitive 
bidding, negotiated by the Corps of Engineers, who are doing our 
construction up there. 

The only area where we are still doing a cost-plus-a-fixed-fee work is 
in Greenland. And you have one of those bases here, Thule—and did 
I see any others? 

General Ropenuavser. Sondrestrom. 

Colonel FLercner. And Sondrestrom. We are attempting to close 
in on that with the Corps of Engineers and hope that possibly this 
work will go under a bid basis. 

Mr. WickersuamM. Don’t you think you can do it a lot cheaper by 
bidding ? 

Colonel Fiercuer. No, sir, not in the area up there where we have 
had so much difficulty with the soil, particularly with permafrost, and 
with the unknown conditions you have a very short construction season. 

Admittedly in the past 3 or 4 years, the experience has been handed 
down and recorded and we feel now that we are in a position that is 
firm enough to state all the conditions and allow bidding. 

Mr. WickersHam. Thank you. 

Colonel Fiercuer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kizpay. Without objection, this item will be approved. 

Mr. Corx. Mr. Chairman, may I inquire—— 

Mr. Kizpay. Mr. Cole. 

Mr. Corr. The function of the mission of the Northeast Air Com- 
mand bases ? 

General Ropennauser. Mr. Cole, the mission of this command is 
to provide airbase facilities and support to units of the Strategic Air 
Command, support of the Danish and Canadian Governments and 
their command in accordance with established policies and agreements 
between our Governments, the air-defense coverage of the Northeast 
Command and the northwest approaches to the United States, the 
air resupply of the isolated United States and Canada and United 
States-Danish weather and communications outposts in that area. 

In other words, its primary purpose in being is to support the Stra- 
tegic Air Command in any operations that would 

Mr. Coir. What do you mean when you say “support” ? 

General Ropennauser. Provide the bases, facilities, and so forth, 
for the-——— 

Mr. Core. Is this SAC at the same location as the Northeast Com- 
mand base ? 

General Ropennatvser. That is right. They will use Goose Airbase 
and Thule Airbase—— 

Mr. Corr. But your chart does not show that there is a base at (soose 
Bay, a Northeast Command base. 

General Ropenauser. Yes, sir, right here [indicating]. 

Mr. Cote. Not according to your chart. 

Mr. Kitpay. Whatisit? I can’t read it. 
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Mr. Coxe. Well, according to the indications, or whatever you 
call it 


Mr. Hess. The legend, 

Mr. Corr. Legend, yes, the Northeast Command bases are shown 
in a darker color, purple. What is the difference ? 

General Ropennauser. The difference is that those with the red 
dots are to support the Strategic Air Command on Northeast Air Com- 
mand facilities. These with the darker dot are purely Northeast Area 
Command support bases. For instance, here will be. air defense. This 
is the naval air station, and we are placing a fighter unit on it. At 
Sondrestrom is a LOC base—— 

Mr. Cote. LOC, now what is that ? 

General Ropennavser. Line of communications, sir—logistic sup- 
port. 

Mr. Coir. What I am trying to find out is how much bases are there 
up in that part of the world from which airplanes can take off to 
intercept an attack. 

General Ropennavser. All of them, sir. 

Mr. Coir. The SAC bases ? 

General RopenHauser. Yes, sir. Northeast Area Command has its 
own aircraft on these. SAC comes in as a superload on what they 
have there, sir. In other words, these bases are operational all the 
time. The SAC load or support of SAC is an additional mission, 
although it is probably the most important mission that they will have 
in time of war. Nonetheless, these are all manned in peacetime and 
have aircraft on them, continuous use daily. 

Mr. Coiz. Then am I to understand that on all the SAC bases there 
is also supporting forces and those supporting forces will be available 
for the interception of any eminent attack, whether against the SAC 
base or any other place? 

General Ropennauser. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. You have refueling too, don’t you ? 

General Ropennavser. That is right. That is the primary SAC 
support there, yes, sir. 

Mr. Kupay. The next item is Strategic Air Command, Ramey Air 
Force Base, Puerto Rico, for $2,149,000. The total authorized is 
$20,309,000, and expended $14,964,000. 

Mr. Corr. The general’s attention has been diverted. Let me ask: 
What are the large black dots on the chart, General ? 

General Ropennavuser. Bill, do you want to come over and explain 
your chart here to Congressman Cole ? 

Mr. Kitpay. What? 

Mr. Cote. The smaller dark dots. 

Mr. Smart. Take this off the record, Sam, this part of it. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Kirpay. Now we will get to Ramey Air Force Base, General. 

General Ropennatvser. Ramey Air Force Base is located 5 miles 
north of Aguadillo, P. R., at an approximate pressure altitude of 212 
feet. 

It is situated on a total of 2,599 acres of land, and was initially 
occupied in 1939. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned 
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mission and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities 
at‘any other base that might be utilized for the purpose proposed for 
this base. 

The Government has an investment through 1950 of $55,623,000 at 
this base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$2,149,000. The projects included in this total program consist gen- 
erally of the provisions of fuel-dispensing facilities, operational facili- 
ties, utilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, and harbor facili- 
ties. 

Ramey is, as indicated, a Strategic Air Command base, and has 
on ita heavy strategic reconnaissance wing plus other supporting units. 

The purpose of this request, Mr. Kilday, is to round out operational 
and logistic facilities at this location in order to place the base on a 
more sustained operational basis. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kiipay. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. May I ask a question about your motor-gasoline stor- 
age? I notice you propose to put in a 10,000-barrel capacity. That 
will give you about a year’s supply; is that right ? 

General Ropennavser. This is motor gas. 

Mr. Harpy. That is what I am talking about. 

General Ropenuavser. As opposed to aviation gasoline, Mr. Hardy. 
The consumption there is 55,000 gallons per month, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. I was particularly intrigued by the fact that you point 
out your storage there is only for 785 barrels as against a consumption 
of 55,000 gallons, which is about a thousand barrels. 

General Ropenuavser. Well, normally, Mr. Hardy, these also are 
figured on the basis of what your incoming vessels carry, too. I 
mean 

Mr. Harpy. I just wanted to ask you this. 

General RopenHauser. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. How is your storage going to be supplied after you get 
your new storage ? ) 

General RopEnHAvsER. Well—— 

Mr. Harpy. How are you going to supply it? 

General Ropennavser. It will have to be supplied by tanker. 

Mr. Harpy. By tanker? 

General Ropenwauser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. What is your tanker capacity ? 

General Ropennavuser. They run for that type—I guess the smallest 
tanker we could get on that would be around 10,000 gallons or less, just 
slightly under, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. 10,000 barrels? 

General Ropennauser. Barrels, I am sorry. 

Mr. Harpy. So you will be using the small tankers? 

General Ropenuauser. Six thousand would be the smallest tanker 
that we could get, and, of course, you would have to have a slight over- 
lap in there to— 

r. Harpy. But you are going to have in your construction—you are 
going to provide facilities for discharging the tanker right directly 
into this storage ? : 
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General Ropennavser. That is correct. 

Mr. Harpy. So you will have on hand a 1 year’s supply of motor 
gasoline as against a little less than 1 month’s supply now 4 

General Roprennavser. That is approximately correct; yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. All right. 

What is the usual on most of your bases—what is your usual supply 
of motor gasoline ? 

General RopenHAvsER. Well, here in the United States it is very low, 
Mr. Hardy, because our resupply problem is practically negligible. 

Mr. Harpy. How far is this base from San Juan? 

General Ropennauser. About 65 miles. 

General WasHpourNe. Sixty-five miles, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Sixty-five miles. I just wondered how expensive a 
proposition it is to transport your gasoline from San Juan now. 

General WasHpBourne. It is frequently done on the small tank cars 
over the railroad. It is occasionally done by motor tank truck. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, I shall make no objection to it, Mr. Chairman. 
But I was impressed by the fact that your storage was expressed in 


barrels and your consumption in gallons. Jt makes a very impressive 
comparison. 


Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Cole. 

Mr. Corr. Did I understand correctly you plan to supply these stor- 
age tanks directly from ocean tankers ? 

General Ropennavser. That is correct, sir. 

General WasHupourne. There are existing harbor facilities and un- 
loading lines for tankers which can be cut over from aviation fuel to 
motor fuel. 

Mr. Coir. You said there is no reason for maintaining a year’s sup- 
ply of storage of motor gasoline in continental United States because 
gasoline is so handy. Tell me how far is Ramey Field from Aruba? 

General WasHBourNneE. I would estimate 600 miles, Mr. Cole. 

Mr. Cote. You don’t call that handy ? 

General Ropennavuser. No, sir, not on the same basis we would talk 
about in the United States, say a 1-week’s supply of gasoline on a base. 
All you have to do is call up the local station and get a tank truck out. 

Mr. Corr. [ can understand why, because of the topography of the 
area to Ramey Field and the fact that the gasoline all has to be im- 
ported into Puerto Rico, whether it is San Juan or wherever it is 

General Ropennavuser. That is right. 

Mr. Coxe. That you should have some reasonable reserve. But to 
have a 12-months’ reserve of motor gasoline just seems to me to be 
outrageous. 

General Ropenuavser. Mr. Cole, it isn’t only built, of course, for 
cur peacetime operation. You can appreciate that if war came we 
have to make provision for the stepped-up activity there and for the 
fact that resupply by tanker would be materially cut down over what 
it is In peacetime. 

Mr. Cote. Is there any other of your fields where you have a year’s 
supply of motor gasoline ? 

General Ropennavuser. Yes, sir. I would say at Thule Air Base, 
up in Greenland, we have a year’s supply of all types of fuels, up 
there, sir, because it can only be resupplied at one time in the year. 

Mr. Coir. Where else besides Thule / 

General Ropenuavser. I can’t offhand 
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Mr. Corr. Can’t you stretch your imagination to find out? 

General Ropennauser. I can’t name anything else, but 1 would be 
glad to examine it and give you a run-down on it. 

Mr. Cote. Thule is at least 6,000 miles from available gas supply 
and your Ramey Field is 600 miles away, and most certainly if we 
come to war, gasoline out of Aruba and that section of the world is 
going to be under heavy convoy ¢ 

General Ropenuauser. Yes, sir, it probably will. But the places 
to which it will get priority to go, of course, have an influence on that, 
too. 

Mr. Cotz. How much is involved in this year’s storage cost ? 

General Ropenuavser. This is $156,000 for this tank, Mr. Cole, and 
our figures here indicate that the cost of the project should be amor- 
tized in the matter of 14 months. 

Mr. Corr. How do you amortize the cost 

General Ropennavser. Through this method of supplying the fuel. 

Mr. Coxe. How is the cost of the storage amortized! Do you sell 
it out to somebody and charge a profit / 

General RopeNHAusER. No, the savings over the present way in 
which we are getting it and handling it, over the method we propose 
here of storing it and having it on hand. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. That is a matter of bookkeeping. 

Mr. Corr. That has to do with the type of storage and not the ex- 
tent of storage; is that right? y 

General Ropennavser. The amount too, sir, because we have to have 
a capacity that will take a tanker full of petroleum. 

Mr. Core. Well, there isn’t any point in taking any time on it. The 
amount of money involved isn’t very great. 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection 

Mr. Cote. And yet I frankly am very much surprised that this al- 
lowed by either your Air Force people or Mr. Floete’s people. Because 
I think it is indefensible, to have a year’s supply of motor gasoline 
right down in the heart of a gasoline-producing area. 

Mr. Kizpay. Without objection, the item is approved. We come to 
United States Air Forces in Europe. Various locations, $244,861,000. 

General Ropennavser. The seventh of the seven overseas major 
commands to be reviewed is the United States Air Forces in Europe. 
The mission of this command is to support the Supreme Allied Com- 
mander, Europe; support the United States commander in chief, 
Europe, and the other component commanders under USCINCEUR 
in their assigried missions. To fulfill responsibilities assigned the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff in areas not included in either the NATO or the 
USCINCEUR’s area of responsibility. To support commanders 
operating directly under the Joint Chiefs of Staff. To participate in 
the preparation of joint United States plans. To support the United 
States policy within the scope of this command’s responsibility. 

The various locations included in this program under this command 
total $244,861,000, and are planned for operational units. Present and 
prior authorized facilities are inadequate to support this planned mis- 
sion, and the Department of the Air Force has no suitable facilities at 
one bases that might be utilized for the purposes proposed for these 

ases. 


55066—55—No. 20-18 





3166 


The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$244,861,000. The projects included in this program consist generally 
of the provisions of airfield pavements, fuel-dispensing facilities, com- 
munications, navigational aids and airfield-lighting facilities, = 
tional facilities, aircraft-maintenance facilities, training facilities, 
troop housing and messing facilities, medical facilities, storage facili- 
ties, personal facilities, administrative and community facilities and 
shop facilities. 

Mr. Smarr. On or off the record ¢ 

General RopenHAusER. I see no reason to delete them, Bob. 

Mr. Smart. Very well. 

General RopenHavuser. We haven’t the others here. 

Mr. Kitpay. Go on the record, 

Mr. Smart. All right. 

Mr. Kinpay. Tell us what is involved, General. 

General RopennAusER. There is $244,861,000 here, Mr. Kilday. We 
have in the United Kingdom $142,826,000; in Spain, $73,624,000—— 

Mr. Cote. Don’t you have some charts that we can glance at while 
you are reading these figures ¢ 

General Ropennauser. The Mediterranean area, $73,721,000; classi- 
fied installations, $28,570,000; and in the Atlantic area, $13,092,000, 
sir. 

Mr. Coir. What do you call Atlantic area? 

General Ropennavser. It is primarily the French area, Mr. Cole. 
We call it the Atlantic area of USAFE. McKinley and those bases 
were taken up in the MATS overseas program. This is primarily the 
French area that we refer to as the Atlantic or NATO area. 

Mr. Durnam. How many bases involved all over? I say, how 
many bases total ? 

General Ropennavser. In the Atlantic area, sir ? 

Mr. Durnam. No; the whole area over there. 

Colonel Moorer. In the entire European area ? 

Mr. Durnam. Yes; in the entire European area. 

Colonel Moorg. I can have that for you in about 2 minutes, sir. 

General Ropennavser. There are 16 in the Atlantic area. 

Mr. Corz. Now is that the Atlantic—we see a chart showing a lot 
of dots over France and West Germany and Italy. Is that what 
you call the Atlantic area? 

General Ropennauser. The French area—French only, sir. 

Mr. Coz. French only? 

General Ropennavuser. That is right. 

Mr. Kizpay. Do I understand that each of these bases is in the 
volume IT of the books that we are now looking at? 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

General Ropennavser. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kiupay. And I see with a breakdown as to each individual 
base by location and name. 

General Ropennavser. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Cox. That red spot on the legend on the map before us now 
nan “" same significance as it did on the other map, showing SAC 

ases ¢ 
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Colonel Moore. This is a Strategic Air Command base, sir. The 
other bases are theater, United States Air Forces in Europe bases. 

Mr. Durnam. 103. 

Colonel Moore. Yes, sir. 

General Ropennavser. There are 73 bases in this program, Mr. 
Chairman, to answer the question. 

Mr. Durnam. How much have you spent over all? 

General Ropennauser. Beg your pardon, Mr. Durham ? 

Mr. Durnam. How much have we spent overall, on all the bases? 

General Ropennatser. I would have to get that figure for you, sir. 
I don’t have it convenient here, but I can furnish it to you. 

(The information referred to follows :) 

Military public works funds applied to Air Force construction in the USAFE 
area, which includes United Kingdom, France, Spain, Mediterranean Mid-East 
area, and North Africa for construction completed or under contract as of Feb- 
ruary 28, 1955, total $777,833,000. 

Mr. Duruam. All of them complete and operational at the present 
time ? 

General Ropennavser. No, sir; they are not all complete. 

Mr. DurHam. Well, are they operational 

General Ropennavser. Not all of them, sir. Some of these down 
in this area [pointing] are just now getting underway in this 
program. 

r. Durwam. You got planes to put them in operation ? 

General Ropennauser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DurHam. Personnel? 

General RopeNHAvsER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Anything further on this item ? 

Mr. Corz. Does this sum complete your program for air forces in 
Europe? 

General RopenHauser. Substantially in this [pointing] complex, 
yes, sir, up in that area. 

Down in this area, sir, we are just getting started in this program 
on the construction down there, and of course, as you know, in Spain 
we are just starting in this year’s program the second phase bases as 
distinct from the first four bases that have been in the first phase of 
the Spanish program. 

So I would not say that in these locations we are reaching a final 

oint. 

i Mr. Cotz. How about the other parts of the Mediterranean? 

General Ropennauser. Substantially; yes, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. Negotiations are still going 

Mr. Coz. You say “substantially; yes, sir,” that they are about 
completed ; is that what you mean ? 

General RopenHavuser. Yes, sir; pretty well taken care of, sir. 

Mr. Cote. All right. 

Mr. Durnam. When then will the bases be operational in Spain? 

General WasHpBourne. The first two, Mr. Durham, are expected to 
be flyable next fall, a year from this summer. Approximately 1 more 
year of construction will see them operational. They will not be com- 
plete but they will be usable. 

Mr. DuruamM. No trouble with the agreements at the present time? 
They have all been completed, your agreements ? 
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General Wasneourne. No trouble with the agreement, that is 
correct. 

General Ropennavser. Mr. Chairman, in the French area I would 
like to bring to the attention of the committee: On page 155 of your 
program book, the name of the French base of Vouziers. Heretofore 
this base has been carried as a location in France unknown or unspeci- 
fied. It is now specified and I desire to bring to the attention of the 
committee that the base we have referred to in previous year’s testi- 
mony as unknown is Vouziers and is so designated by name in this 
year’s program. 

Mr. Coir. Why did you bring it out of the black box now? 

General RopeNHAUsER. Well, it is not brought out of the black box 
exactly, Mr. Cole. We just couldn’t find a base or get one from the 
French, so it was carried as an unknown location until we could get 
one. 

Mr. Coir. You mean because the location was unknown ? 

General Ropennavser. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Corer. I see. 

Mr. Kitpay. I note that in practically every instance on these Euro- 
pean bases there is revetments for protection of aircraft. 

General Ropenuavser. That is correct. This is part of the passive 
defense in NATO. 

Mr. Kitpay. Anything further on these European bases? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Kiupay. If not, they will be approved. 

Mr. Duruam. I am glad to know we are in good shape. 

Mr. Kitpay. And area control navigation aids, various locations, 
$526,000. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Before you get to that. I did want to ask a question 
or two on these African bases, because they are included in that. 

Mr. Kitpay. We will go to that, General. 

Mr. Harpy. Are we still having to rebuild stuff on these African 
bases¢ Is that why we have so much money in here? 

General Ropennauser. I beg your pardon, Mr. Hardy? I couldn’t 
hear you. 


Mr. Harpy. That $27 million for Benguerir, is that for rebuilding 
the base ? 

General Ropennavser. That is not building the base. The bulk 
of that money is for underground POL storage at that location, sir. 
Some $15 million of it is for that. 

Mr. Harpy. That is for Benguerir. All right, at Nouasseur you 
have $29 million. You have a whole flock of stuff here for that. You 
have $16 million of that for underground storage also. You didn’t 
have any underground storage previously, to speak of ? 

General Ropennauser. We didn’t have it as such, and we didn’t 
have enough of it, Mr. Hardy. That is the problem. This provides 
them with the amount needed. 

I might point out to you that the sixteen-million-and-some-odd dol- 
lars shown there is being reduced by some $4 million in this book. In 
other words, we have saleeal that price some $4 million since this book 
was printed. This is one of the items that we are offering a reduction. 

Mr. Harpy. Then this total of $244 million will be reduced ? 
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General Ropennavser. That is correct, by these adjustments. 

Mr. Harpy. What does that come down to? 

Mr. Smart. What is the new total ? 

General RopENHAUSER. $238,142,000, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. What is your present cost-ratio factor over in Africa? 

General RopenHauser. Colonel Fletcher, can you answer that ques- 
tion, please ? 

Mr. Harpy. In other words, how does it compare with us? I don’t 
care about a precise figure. 

General Ropennavser. About 2, a factor of 2 against Z. I. costs, Mr. 
Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. A factor of two? 

General RopenwAUSER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. So that you are not able to save much by using indige- 
nous labor there? 

General RopenHauser. No, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. We are having to transport all of our materials from 
this country ? 

General RopENHAUSER. Quite a bit of it; yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. How nearly have we met our requirements over there 
with respect to enlisted men and officers’ housing? I am not talking 
about family housing. 

General RopenHavser. This is a partial replacement, Mr. Hardy, 
of some of the very poor type of facilities in which our airmen have 
been living. It is not, or it does not complete that situation in this 


aS eos 
r. Harpy. Why did we put them in before? 

General RopenHavseR. Well, a lot of them have been living in 
Dallas huts over there, sir, which, when I visited the place last fall, 
were in a very high state of deterioration and very expensive and 
difficult to maintain. These dormitories are to provide adequate 
facilities for our airmen who are stationed over there. 

Mr. Harpy. I notice at Nouasseur you have provided for 1,396 
airmen and your officers’ quarters for 84. Do I understand that all 
of this is replacement ? 

General RopenHauser. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. So that you are replacing officers’ quarters. What 
kind of officers’ quarters are you replacing ? 

General Ropennavser. They are also living in Dallas huts and 
quonsets, and things of that nature. These are bachelor officers’ quar- 
ters, of course. 

Mr. Harpy. O. K., Mr. Chairman. I can’t get involved in this 
really to grasp the situation. 

Mr. Kirpay. Then we will move on to the area control navigational 
aids at various locations, $526,000. 

General RopenHavser. That is on page 420, I believe, Mr. Chair- 
man, of the program book. 

Mr. DurHam. 420. 

General RopenHavser. These are the navigational aid locations—— 

Mr. Duruam. Just before we get away from that, Mr. Chairman. 
You have five items here just numbered “Sites,” 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5; 
there is quite a bit of money in them. Where are they located? 
That is on page 353 of your book. 
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General Ropenuauser. These would be off the record because they 
are classified locations, overseas. 

Mr. Duruam. They involve about $50 million ? 

Mr. Kinpay. Off the record, Sam, on the locations. 

General RopEnHavsER. (Further statement and discussion off the 
record. ) 

Mr. Durnam. Why do they have to be off the record so much? 
You haven’t worked out your negotiations; is that your reason ? 

General Ropenuauser. That is a State Department requirement, 
sir, that we not mention those locations at this time, and we respect 
the agreement between the two governments. 

Mr. Durnam. Well, why does the State Department request that? 
Because of the lack of negotiations completed to get operational 
facilities ? 

General Ropennavser. I don’t presume to know their specific rea- 
sons for it, Mr. Durham. But I would imagine it has something to 
do—this is off the record, please. 

(Further discussion off the record. ) 

Mr. Kitpay. Now to the next item, area control and navigational 
aids. 

General Ropenuauser. Mr. Kilday, these, again, are the same type 
of navigational aids that I discussed with this committee last year 
known as TACAN, our new form of navigational aid for jet type 
aircraft, or any other type for that matter, but particularly jets, 
where rapid information has to be supplied of a 

Mr. Kixtpay. And this $526,000 is overseas ? 

General RopenHaAuseER. It is all overseas, yes, sir. 

Mr. Ketieuer. May I ask a question, Mr. Chairman ? 

General Ropennavuser. Twenty-two stations, Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kiupay. Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ketieuer. General, there is quite a bit of discussion going on 
now, including a Senate committee’s consideration of TACAN as 
distinguished from other navigational aids. It is still the position 
of the Air Force that that is the proper one to use, I gather? 

General Ropennavser. That is correct, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Keiiener. At the present time? 

General Ropennauser. I believe the problem that exists between— 
that is the difference in the problem that exists between a jet pilot 
traveling at 600 miles an hour endeavoring to find his location in space 
and a commercial transport operator traveling at let’s say 300 miles 
an hour or less, are two different problems. 

And our problem is one of high-speed travel and high-speed com- 
putation and determination of position. Because jets use fuel very 
rapidly and you must know where you are and how to get to where 
you are going, particularly on instrument conditions, without much 
loss of time. 

Mr. Keiiteuer. Then the essence of the need for TACAN is the 
speed with which the planes travel ? 

General Ropennavser. That is one of the big reasons, that is 
correct, sir. 

Mr. Kizpay. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Special facilities, various locations, $293,000. 

General Ropennavuser. That, Mr. Chairman, is the same as the so- 
called—this is off the record. 
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Mr. Kizpay. Off the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, this item is approved. 

Now the next item has already been acted on, aircraft contro] and 
warning system. 

Mr. Ketiener. Sec. 302, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kitpay. Now section 302, General. Tell us what this is. 

General Ropenuauser. This is carried on page 500 of your program 
book, Mr. Chairman, and this is to provide $5 million of bulk author- 
ization to met such emergencies as fires, acts of God, tornadoes, and 
things of that nature, that are unforeseen and yet must have some 
provision for them because our experience indicates that we have in 
the course of a year a certain number of these disasters. 

Mr. Ketiener. One question on that, if I may, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Keiiener. General, I note the language this year is slightly 
different that it has been in previous years, and there has been much 
discussion before the committee previously as to whether only acts of 
God were contemplated. Now this language and your testimony 
clearly indicate that only acts of God are contemplated by that; is that 
correct ? 

General Ropenuavser. I believe, Mr. Kelleher, you were present 
the day that this subject was discussed with Mr. F ulling of the OSD, 
and I believe that that was his intent in writing this paragraph the 
way it was written. 

Mr. Ketxiener. That is right. 

Mr. Cote. Where is it different from what it was before ? 

General RopenHavuser. Before, sir, we cover emergency 

Mr. Core. I am talking about the wording, not your interpretation. 

Mr. Kitpay. What is the difference in language? Do you have it 
there ? 

Mr. Ketiener. I don’t have it exactly, except it included “unfore- 
seen construction” before. 

General Ropenuavser. That is correct. In other words, we could 
cover certain emergency conditions that were not acts of God, Mr. 
Cole. Under this interpretation we could not. 

Mr. Kitpay. You don’t mean to limit this strictly to acts of God? 

General Ropennavuser. That was the intent in the way it was 
written ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Suppose a barracks is destroyed by negligence? 

Mr. Cote. Or a fire, where somebody dropped a match. 

Mr. Smarr. Arson. 

General Ropennavser. That is a problem under this writing. 

General WasHBourne. We would like it as broad as the committee 
can allow. 

Mr. Core. That is absurd. It is all right to replace a building if 
lightning struck it and it burned down, but if somebody threw acci- 
dentally a cigarette in an ash can and it burned down—that is 
ridiculous. 

General Ropennavser. As General Washbourne said, Mr. Cole, the 

sition of the Air Force is such that we would like to have it as 

road as possible. 

Mr. Cote. It should be broad. 
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Mr. Kinpay. It should be broad enough to take in loss of a neces- 
sary facility and still narrow enough that you couldn’t just—some- 
thing that you regarded as an emergency. 

General Ropenuauser. Yes. 

Mr. Kixpay. I think we had better give some consideration to that 
language. Because if we are going to give you the $5 million, I don’t 
think it makes much difference whether a fire burned it down or light- 
ning struck it. 

General Ropennavser. That is right. 

Mr. Kitpay. So we will hold the language of this open for con- 
sideration at a later time. 

Mr. Duruam. You didn’t ask for that language, did you? 

General Ropennauser. We did not, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. That is what I was thinking. 

Mr. Corr. Who is the man that you said would give that interpre- 
tation to it? 

General Ropennauser. Mr. Fulling of the Office, Secretary of De- 
fense, sir, one of Mr. Floete’s assistants. 

Mr. Kitpay. Well, we will hold that one. 

We will go to section 303. These are more or less general provisions 
and changes. 

Mr. Ketitener. Amendments to last year’s bill. 

Mr. Kirpay. Oh, these are amendments to last year’s bill. 

General Ropenuauser. Those are amendments to last year’s au- 
thorizations, Mr. Kilday, in order to enable us to build these facilities 
that were authorized by the Congress. 

Mr. Cote. Without objection. 

Mr. Kitpay. Well now, these are several suggested amendments. 
I think we better take each one of them. 

What does the “A” at Carswell Air Force Base—what is the pur- 
pose of this amendment ? 

General Ropennauser. The purpose of this, Mr. Kilday, is to pro- 
vide additional authorization for items at the Carswell Air Force 
Base authorized last year, but which was insufficient to cover the actual 
project. In other words, when we got down to building it or advertis- 
ing for it, we found that the authorizations would not cover. There- 
fore, we need additional authorization to get on with the construc- 
tion of those items that were authorized last year. We are ready to 
construct them, but we just don’t have enough authorization. 

Mr. Corr. How do those items contained in section 303 differ from 
the items we have been previously considering, where at various bases 
you found you didn’t have enough money to complete your program 
so you come back in and ask for more authorization ? 

General Ropennauser. The distinction, Mr. Cole, is that these are 
new projects in this book 

Mr. Coir. Now wait a minute. 

General Ropennavser. And these are—— 

Mr. Corr. These are new projects where ¢ 

General Ropennavser. In the books that we have just been con- 
sidering, sir. 

Mr. Corx. The record doesn’t show what books, and the items that 
we have previously 

General Ropenuavser. Section 301, yes, sir. 

Mr. Corx. I see. 





3173 


General Ropenuauser. Those are new projects as distinct from 
these which are projects authorized last year but authorized in in- 
sufficient scope dollarwise to permit us to build them. 

Mr. Core. That can’t be so. That can’t be so. Here my eye hits 
on Smokey Hill Air Force Base, Salina, Kans. You mean to say you 
have not previously been authorized for airfield pavements, opera- 
tional facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop housing, utili- 
ties, and land acquisition ? 

Mr. Kitpay. You mean the opposite. You have been previously 
authorized but the money was not sufficient ? . 

General Ropennauser. That is correct. 

Mr. Coir. That is with respect to 301. 

General RopenHAusER. No—— 

Mr. Smarr. 303. 

General Ropennauser. No, that is with respect to 303, sir. We have 
previously had these items authorized as specific items, but in insuffi- 
cient dollar amount authorizationwise in order to build them. 

For instance, they are at Carswell Airfield pavements. The old au- 
thorization is $260,000 and we actually eel $972,000 to build that 
pavement. 

Communication facility: We are deficient there the difference be- 
tween $219,000 and $246,000. The total on the base of $2,248,000: We 
actually need $2,750,000 in authorization to do the job, which was 
authorized last year. 

Mr. DurHam. Who made those estimates, to start with, in the first 
authorization ? 

General Ropenuauser. The first authorizations were too low, that 
is correct, sir, based on 

Mr. Durnam. Who made those ? 

General RopeNHAussER. Those were estimates received from the field, 
sir. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kizpay. Mr. Bray 

Mr. Duruam. In the field. 

Mr. Bray. Referring to little “c” on 303, which is on page 62, it was 
6 million and now it is 12 million. That was rather an underestimate, 
wasn’t it, of 100 percent ¢ 

General RopennAusER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. I realize there is going to be some error, but it seems to 
me it is unexcusable that anybody could make an error of that 
magnitude. 

General RopenHAvser. The requirements, as such, changed, Mr. 
Bray, in the sense that we needed more, much more of the things that 
we had approved. 

General WasHpourneE. Mr. Bray, this was one of the site designa- 
tions—Bismarck-Minot area. If we had gone into the municipal air- 
port at Bismarck, a going concern, it would not have cost us as much 
as it now does, when for operational reasons we had to move and go to 
Minot. 

Mr. Bray. It is an entire move in location. The whole problem 
was different. 

General WasHpourn®e. Thatisright. We are also raising the stand- 
ard of the construction we put in so it will have a greater usefulness 
later on. 
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For instance, we are now building heavy duty pavement under this 
authorization as opposed to light duty for fighters that we thought of 
2 vears ago. 

Mr. Kixpay. I believe the total in section 303 is quite large. We had 
better take each of them for justification. I believe you gave us Cars- 
well. We are short $502,000. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Kizpay. I just want to take them individually. 

Mr. Harpy. Fine. There are one or two more things I would like 
to have a little better understanding of on this item. 

It seems to me if we are making adjustments on the line items here, 
we ought to have the line items broken down. When you get down 
to this question of paving, you gave us a figure awhile ago of $260,000 
and the new request being $800,000. That scares me a little bit and I 
wonder if we made that kind of error all the way through. 

General Ropennavuser. That is because of the change in type of 
pavement, largely, as General Washbourne pointed out. 

Mr. Harpy. At Carswell you changed the type of pavement? 

General Ropennavuser. I am not talking specifically, about Carswell 
right now. 

Mr. Harpy. I think we ought to know what those line items are. 

General Ropennauser. There was the case at Carswell, Mr. Hardy, 
of having to rebuild the entire section of pavement instead of just 
strengthening it, as we had hoped to do originally with an overlay. In 
other words, we had to do considerably more or have to do considerably 
more work by removing what is there and reconstructing it rather 
than just overlaying it. 

Mr. Harpy. What are the changes in line items that make up that 
total, a difference of $2,248,000 and $2,750,000? 

General Ropenuauser. I can read those off for you, yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Fine. 

General Ropennavser. Under the category of airfield pavements, 
sir, the apron new light programed last year in the amount of $150,000 
has a revised cost of $164,000. That is the first item. 

The second one: The warmup pad has an increased cost from $84,000 
to $99,000. 

The strengthening of the taxiway which I alluded to a few moments 
ago increases from $260,000 to $872,000. The widening of the primary 
taxiway has a downward revision in this case Mr. Hardy, from 
$216,000 to $67,000. 

Mr. Harpy. Is that the same taxiway ? 

General RopennavuseR. Beg pardon? 

Mr. Harpy. That is the same taxiway ? 

General Ropennavuser. That is the same taxiway, that is correct. 

Mr. Harpy. But different line items to start with? 

General Ropennavser. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. So you made an error in widening the calculations, 
because you had no replacement or improvement involved in that? 

General Roprnuavser. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. From $216,000, when actually it is now only $67,000. 

General Ropennavser. Well, that is brought down through the 
other work that has to be done now where we have to tear up every- 

thing that is there. That is what accounts for that reduction on the 
widening part of it. But on the strengthening part, it went up quite 
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a bit because we have to go clear down to the base and start out fresh 
instead of just overlaying it. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, it sounds like the engineers didn’t make a test of 
it before they submitted their estimate. 

I am not going to belabor this thing, Mr. Chairman, but I declare, 
it does look like if we have this wide a fluctuation in individual line 
items, to get this adjustment here we ought to have them put it in the 
record, Mr. Hardy, if the committee so desires. 

General Ropennavser. We will be glad to furnish them for the 
record, Mr. Hardy, if the committee so desires. 

Mr. Harpy. Where there is any specific item where there is as much 
as a 50 percent differential, I think it ought to be specifically pointed 
out. 

(The information referred to follows:) 


DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 


Summary of sec. 303, fiscal year 1956 military construction authorization bill 





Public Law 
534, 83d Revised hase | 
| Cong., base total 
total 


Installation Increase 





Carswell Air Force Base _- | $2,248, 000 $2, 750, 000 $502, 000 
Matagorda Island range_-- = : 607, 000 847, 000 240, 000 
Minot site- : one ' 3, 494, 000 2, 124, 000 630, 000 
Grand Forks site. ______- ee : , 055, 000 , 903, 000 848, 000 
Glasgow site_____- ; teuniininncbaniivainn * ; hacen 8, 391, 000 , 660, 000 269, 000 
K I Sawyer Airport. ; a Ra Bites &, 556, 000 9, 949, 000 393, 000 
Traverse City area___- = Loe : 8, 635. 000 , 267, 000 | 632, 000 
Ellington Air Force Base. rs | , 073, 000 2. 478, 000 | 405, 000 
Webb Air Force Base_- , 100, 000 135, 000 35, 000 
Norton Air Force Base_- * ; - , 303, 000 , 735, 000 | 432, 000 
Wright Patterson Air Force Base. 5, 847, 000 5, 849, 000 | , 002, 000 
Atlantic City consolan_- ; - Pyne A 72. 000 235, 000 213, 000 
Nantucket consolan : press - 107, 000 224, 000 117, 000 
Pescadora consolan - - - -- ae : : . 107, 000 224, 000 117, 000 
Point Conception consolan......__- Pare : 7 - 000 232, 000 | 160, 000 


bat pet emt BD CS OY 





fg EE Eat eee . 53, 667, 000 72, 662, 000 | 18, 995, 000 


Fiscal year 1956 military construction program, Public Law 534, 83d Cong., 
deficiency 


CARSWELL AFB 





—_ 


Item Ini Scope | 534, "33d a ae 
| Cong., | 
} amount 





Airfield pavements: 

Apron, STB-SERYV, new, It__._._____-- 

Pad, A/C, warm-up, bane hv 

T/W, primary, strgthn, h 

T/W, primary, widen, by. ; ; 

Excess, eut and fill Cubic yard 
Liquid fuel storage: Bulk, ee tank, N/S-_-. Barrel. 
Communication and NAV 

Comm, base No. 1C iemmiams and tel) ADN Square feet 

Comm, AIRCOMN et bid, ae 3 1A. aie Aiea” SS 


TACAN facility, fixed. 2 Each_. 
Operational facilities: R AWINSONDE, bldg, ‘No. 1A___| Square feet 
Aircraft maint fac: Shop, arm and elect, base, std_. he ee 
Training facilities: Opnl tng, crew, bldg N/S. 

Utilities: 

Utilities __ 

Ele remote contr] cir. 

Tel lines, cable cir 

Water mains, potable _- 
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deficiency—Continued 
CARSWELL AFB—Continued 


Fiscal year 1956 military construction program, Public Law 534, 83d Cong., 












Item Unit 


Public 
4aW 
534, 83d 
Cong., 
amount 


Revised 
cost 









Real estate facilities: 








Storage facilities: 
Storage, cold, bld, No. 3A 
Whse, base, bulk sup, No. 1H 
Shop facilities: Ammo shop bldg 


SE III, REO SII i en incndnccememenneunive PT a. 3. 000 
Land, own, fee purch i PERG REY REESE REG GELS | pee ent . 250 
Land, Dare ee es See ee eS 495. 000 


$2 
1 
200 


134 
120 
41 





$2 
b1 
200 
134 
120 
41 











SLAND 




















Airfield pavements: 


U tilities: : 





Tae, rs, ee, BOW, Wie canning se cccc cont seee Square yar 1, 200 

OR EE ae ae "ae 33, 333 

coat 0) OF OSS eee AE _ Bee 25, 976 
Communication and NAVAID: 

Comm, base, receiver, No. 1A...............----..--- Square feet___- 1, 023 

Comm, base, transmit, No. LA_....._..-.---- i Sead ieuwePasaedeue 1,023 


















































Utilities: 






Mess, airmen No. 2A (700 men)-....--....--- ae Square foot. -- 


EE EEL IE NS, 







GE eae Fe TT LS | | aE 
ERR gr Renee ET aaa ea AS Ae ae 
IN... ccbibi gilts <cinmipecetitibbingsdinenccenes i ae 
Real estate facilities: 

ee Ee ae) eee 
Land easement restr _--.......-.-.--.-----.-- Suen apa B0iisi.2 

Land, easement, R/W --..-- PR YS SS ae | eee 
Land, own fee purch_-___..- Eee aS RR = ee 


a a 





! 

Airfield pavements: 
5 en er ee Square yard_. 8, 300 | $92 
MG BOLI sg U6 ides nage once cnkdeccnsswennvcte cons! Ds x gaaeok 7, 396 | 301 
ee page 5, 734 | 23 
ug i ae RE See bee do._......| 135,000] 1,485 
rf a eee eee viii a* do 15, 500 171 
T/wW primary, new It + ee al __ Sees | 84,170 | 926 

Liquid fuel storage: Buld BiJet Bs, tankage __- ude bnabsche | Barrel__..-_-_- | 10,500 | 105 

Communications and NAVAII | 
WAVERED TOMI. 252 odd e os eed eres 1 | 7 
Lignt, anpronon No. 1 (Hi/i). ......................... ee eee } 1, 500 | 15 
L ighting, runway No. 1 Davia TRE Ree eR Se SS 8, 100 162 
RSS Se eet sd a 1 26 

Operations facilities: 

STE DT on oo cee i cw cnecdsesnewencous hr foot. - 4, 804 144 
I nin swe dccinmamathightnarsdahadalsidien _ eee 5, 760 | 69 

Aircraft maint facil: | 
Hangar, alert, No. 1A (1-SQ)_-.--.-..--------------- ae do._......| 22, 450 | 314 
8) Se NEE saa éawen. 21, 640 303 
Shop, maint, No. 3 (hgr No, 1)..--.--.-.------------ oe eS 176 

Troop housing and messing: | 
Dorm, Airmen, (No. 1A-133 men) -.......-....-.-.-.- eres 532 | 585 

10, 800 227 





er | 





3, 300 116 503 

1 15 33 

100, 000 | 70 109 
1, 600. 000 | 112 112 
375. 000 26 26 
21. 000 14 14 

2, 500. 000 | 500 208 
6, 494 12, 124 
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Fiscal year 1956 military construction program, Public Law 534, 83d Cong., 
deficiency—Continued 


GRAND FORKS SITE N D 





Pablic 
La 


Scope | 534, 834 | Revised 
Cong., cost 
amount | 








Airfield pavements: | >| 
Apron, acss, hngr, new It 8 = $183 
Apron, park, op, new, It } d | <S 301 
Pad, A/C, blast new, It : : Se 5, 794 | 23 | 
R/W, primary, new It (7400) hauetetn 23, 33: , 357 
T/W, alert, new, light ~ 171 | 
T/W, primary, new, It- RE! Oe 866 
Liquid fuel storage: Bulk, B/Jet gas, tamkage__________-- 2 
Communications and NAVAIDS: 
NAVAID AN/CRD-6. 
Light, approach No. 1 (H/I)-_------ 
Lighting, runway No. 1 (H/I) 
Beacon AN/URN-5 
Operations facilities: 
Fire sta, C and S a. 1A (4ST) 
Ops, base, bldg No. 3C 
Readiness, crew 
Tower control std 
Aircraft maint facil: 
Hangar, alert No. 1A (1-SQ) 
Hangar, maint, base No. 1 eae 
pS in SET SE eee ee 8 
Shop, maint No. 3 (Hngr No. 1) 
ee, ca ee La 2.3 
Troop housing and messing: 
Dorm, Airmen, No. 1A (133-men) >} Sara 
Mess, Airmen No. 2A (700 men) Square feet__-- 
Mess, SON ES SE eS eee 
OQ, men No. 2A (21 men) 
Utilities: 
Utilities _.__-_- 
Elect substation .. 
Road 
Sewage treatment 
Water storage__........-- 
Real estate facilities: 
Land, avigation easement---_-.-....-.-...-.---------- 
Land, easement, restr-____- 
Land, own, fee purch 
Storage facilities: 
Es Re ee eee , Square feet _- 


CS” SS Ee NE 


} 
' 





GLASGOW SITE, MON" 





Airfield pavements: 
Apron, acss, hngr, new, It Square yar 
Apron, park, op, new, It Ries SASS 
Apron, T and B fit, new It_- ee “See 
Pad, A/C blast, new, It___- EES: AY, eS 
R/W, primary, new, ‘It (8700) Be! a 
T/W, alert, new, light 
T/W, primary, news ..... 

Liquid fuel storage: Bulk, B/Jet oe, Cee... ..<.-.- 

Communications and NAV AIDS: 

Comm, base, general : ..--| Square 
Comm, 0 Ee ee ee ee ‘ ~ “See 
oS a ee eee .do 
VERS of oe, S'S ae. le 
GCA-Mobile, AN/CPN-4.__............--.._.----- _do.. 
Light, approach No. 1 (H/I) SSeS i. Ce 
Lighting, pe ~y 1 (H/D) eS eee : .do 
Beacon, AN/UR ee Each_- 

Operations bates 
Fire sta, C and S No. 1A (4- at}... en EE 
Ops, base, bldg No. 3C aS 
Readiness, A Se : 
Tower, control, std 

Aircraft maint facil: 

Hangar, alert, No. 1A (1-SQ)_._.-___- 
Hangar, maint, base No. 1_..-.__---_--- 
Hangar, ready No. 1- . 
Shop, maint No. 3 (her No. 1) .--_--_-- 
Shop, maint orgnl, std....-.......-.--- 


Sr BS me 


_ 
~1 


_ 
Ez 





Wake eb 
me on Gr ot Or] 
mm CHD to to bp or 
G bo th GN ho OD bh 


.do 
..do 
_do 


nt 
> 
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Fiscal year 1956 military construction program, Public Law 534, 83d Cong., 
deficiency—Continued 


GLASGOW SITE, MONT.—Continued 





l 
Public 

| ealtae Revised 
| Cong., 
| amount 
| 

} 


cost 








‘Troop housing and messing: 
Dormitory, airmen No. 1A (133 men) -- eer. 
Mess, airmen No. 2A (700 men) Square feet... 
Mess, off No. 1A (100 men).-...........-...- a? et. “a 
OQ, men No. 2A (21 men)_--_--...-_-- 

Utilities: 

Utilities____ at sit 
—~ ye ; .....} Kilovolts 


_ Sa 
Sewage treatment_. c 
Water storage _- Gallon 
Real estate facilities: 
Land, owner, fee purch_____. 
Land, avig easement_ 
Land, easement, restr 
Storage facilities: 
Storage, cold Square feet... 
fen, RD DD OIIO. cenicnsccediviccesadsicnuvccun ae __ eee 
fe eee See ie 














SAWYER MAP 


| 





Airfield pavements: 
Apron acss hngr, new It______...-- eens FC 
Peat py 4s SG Eiinanpcetwanese sbubihn Pe’ Smew 
ee eq GE Se eee See Nae 
RS one ee ae 
R/W, primary, new, IIE ae 
ik OO eee 1 | ees eee 
rit fs be eee poor 

Liquid fuel stor and disp: 

Bk B/Jet gas, tnk-5M____ 

Fill stand, truck, std ee: 7 
Optg, B/Avgas, tk, std AG______- 

Optg, B/Mogas, tk-std UG 

Communications and NAVAIDS: 

Comm, base No, 2A (unit)- A RIES kickin 
Comm, base, receiver, No. 1A.........-....------ 
Comm, base, transmit, No. 1A- 

AACS, WAF/DF 

GCA- Mobile, (AN/CPN-4).. 

ILS facility 

Light, ssennaah No. 1 (H/1).. 

Light, runway, No. 1 (H/D 

Lighting, taxiway No. 2 (M/I) 

RACON.. 


Radio inner beacon 

Radio med. pwr. beacon 
Operations facilities: 

Fire sta, C and 8 No. 1A . tesla 

Ops, base, bldg, N/Std__- 

Readiness, crew No. 1A(1- -8Q)-. 
AC maintenance fac: 

Hangar, alert, No. 1A (1-SQ) 

Hangar, maint, base No. 1 

Hangar, ready ‘No. 1 

Shop, maint, No. 3 (HGR No. 1) 

Shop, maint, orgn std__ 
Training facilities: fit simul tng, bid, “N/S- 
Troop housing and mess: 

Dorm, airmen, No. 1A (133 men) 

Mess, airmen, No. 2A (700 men) 

Mess, off, No. 1A (100 men)_.----_--- 

OQ, men, No. 2A (21 men) 
Utilities: 

Utilities_____- 

Ele. substation 

Road _ - 

Sewage treatment 

Water storage 
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Fiscal year 1956 military construction program, Public Law 5384, 838d Cong. 
deficiency—Continued 


K I SAWYER } AR Continued 


Public 
Law - 
Item Unit Seope | 534, 83d Revised 
Cong., | cost 
amount 





Medica] facilities: Infirm, base, No. 2A (6 bed)-_-----_- Square feet 
Storage facilities: 
manwese, ood, BAG, NO: 2A...... ..00-~600+------- a ee 
Stor, paint and dope, No. 1A an - 
Stor, open, AIO, paved____- tenetiithesssousn-2e) ONES yenn 
Stor, open, bulk, sup, PV D_. sieht ear ~ 
Stor, open, mtr. pool, PVD_ hE: oe a 
Stor, exp and ATO igloo, Mi TB sicciaiccs ; Ap” Square feet_- 
Stor, ready, rkt, bld, std SE .do 
Storage, seg. mag. No. 1A__ = aaa 
Sup and issue, yy bld, No. 2A- iat pr ~ 
Warehouse, base, AIO, No. ies A at ee 
Whse, base, bulk sup, SOS ae to 
Personne! facilities: 
Reser eeeem, Baty Bev. RA. - re eee =a ™ 
Club, NCO, bldg, std_- CS ee ae ee 
PX sales store, No. 2A. -.-_.- i keaminee aaa 
RCTN fac, multi pur, No. rae an 
Administration fac: 
Admin, AIO, bldg, N/Std — .do 
Fence, perim, 4-str, barb “Feet 
Fence, scty, 7 ft, C/Link me tage See 
Hqs, group, air base, No. 4A_____-- : soho Square feet 
Scty, gate house, No. 1A E 
Shop facilities: 
AIO shop, base, bld, N/S- ---- 
Auto shop, base, bld, No. 2A_-- 
Seay Gee, Be, 25, 2k... 2.333 es ne ss 
Preht. shop, base, No. 1A___-_------ : 
py RS ee ee ee 











Airfield pavements: 
Apron, acss, hngr, new It ~ 600 | 
Apron, park, op, a do. 7, 396 | 
Apron, T and B fit, new lt é ia 800 | 
Pad, A/C, blast, new, It ‘ 5, 734 | 
R/W, primary, new, It | 121, 667 
T/W alert, new, light . DPT Ee 15, 500 
T/W primary, new It : 78, 334 
Liquid fuel stor disp: 
Bulk B/Jet gas, tankage | 10,500 
Fill stand, truck, std 2 
Hydrant, fueling 
Optg, B/Av gas, tankage 
Optg stor, base, diesel 
Optg, B/Mogas, tank, std 
Communication and NAVAIDS: 
Comm, base, general 
Comm, base 
Comm, base transmitter 
NAVAID AN/CRD-6 
GCA-Mobile, AN/CPN-4 
NAVAID, ILS 
Indicator, wind 
Light, approach No. 1 (H/D 
Lighting, runway No. 1 (H/D 


HAVAID, ne cinauncns ‘Sees 

Beacon, AN/URN-5 
Operations facilities: 

Fire sta, C and 8 No. 1A (4-ST) 

Ops, base, bldg No. 3C 











Tower control std 

Aircraft maint fac: 
Hangar, alert, No. 1A Peo. 
Hangar, maint, ag No. 1- 
Hangar, ready ‘No. 
Shop, maint No. 3 Giger N No. 1). 
Shop, maint orgnl, std _- 
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Fiscal year 1956 military construction program, Public Law 534, 838d Cong., 


deficiency—Continued 


TRAVERSE CITY, AREA, MICHIGAN—Continued 





Item 


| 


| 
| 





Troop housing and mess: 


Dorm, airmen (No. 1-133 men) 


Mess, airmen No. 2A (700 men)_.. --_--- 


Mess, off No. 1A (100 men)-__.__ 


OQ, men No. 2A (21 * iE ce al Et aaa 


Utilities: 
Utilities __ 
Elec substation. - 
Road __- 
Sewage tre: atment.- 
Water storage 
Real estate fac: 
Land easement restr __---_- 
Land, easement, R/W. 
Land own fee pureh 


Men. : 

Square ‘foot... 
-do _. 

Men--- 


Kilovolt__.-. 
| Mile___. 

ae. 
| Gallon 


Medical facilities: Infirmary, base (6-bed) - -<---- 


Storage fac: 
Storage, cold __ 


Stor, expl and ATO igloo ca 


Stor, ready, rocket _ - 
Stor, seg. magazine 


Total 





| 
| 
Unit | Scope 
| 
| 


4, 440 


1, 588 
6, 440 
2, 595 


Public 
Law 
534, 83d 
Cong., 
amount 


$585 
227 
71 
84 


672 
75 
221 
75 
70 


8 
14 
478 
98 


40 
108 
73 
6 


Revised 
cost 








8, 635 





ELLINGTON AFB 





Airfield pavements: 
Apron, park, op, str, It 
Apron, T and B fit, strgn, It 
T/W, apd acess, strngn, It_- 
Commu nications ‘and NAVAID: 
AN/UR3. 


Training facilities: Acad classroom aircond 


| 


| Square yards-.. 
oS “ee 


A 
“TACAN sta fixed | Each 


Square feet---- 


117, 257 
21, 111 


218, 546 | 
1 


$293 
53 
546 
15 











WEBB AFB 





Communication 
ANURN3 
Utilities: Utilities __ 
ent estate facilities: 
Land easement R/W ten_- 
Land, owned, fee purch. 


Personnel facilities: C lub, cadet, bldg, Seer 


Total 


and NAVAID: TACAN sta fixed 
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Fiscal year 1956 military construction program, Public Law 534, 83d Cony., 
deficiency—Continued 


NORTON AFB 


Public 

| Law - 

Item Ini i gs » | 534, 83d ar 
Cong., Cos 

amount 





Airfield pavements: | 
Argon, Dark OD, @&tms RY+.- . 255. 2-5 LL ..-| Square oe -| 110,000 $1, 386 
Stabilize shoulder T/W ......-...-. --..-2.--.1----+---| do | 6,300 19 

Comm and NAVAID: | | 

& TACAN station, fixed 2 ore — 1 | 23 
Tel. exchange bldg No. 1A, AN. 2. aa an 4, 400 84 

Aircraft maint fac: | 
Shop hazardous test bd AND_- a ----| 20,000 | 
Shop, aegessory, dep, ays. pas —— ‘ -sivupetiiaasscos-)  SGney 
Shop, maint, dep, N/S. (}.44-ij-s bee ‘ 62, 000 
Shop, pnt and dope, ‘dep N/ 8, MOD...___-- a igi is....| O7,000 

Utilities: 

Utilities. . ea a eee pees, 8 LS 
Fire extinguisner system peer Reena LIAR h D0 ERR 3 
Industrial, treatment... ......-----.-- 53o¢h-<obieeen neces 3-1 1 

Real estate facilivies: 

Land, easement, eee -. Rae StGS Sy BF See”. ‘7 Eee 3. 000 
Land, owned, fee purchase. ST eee ee 
oe 137. 000 | 
30. 400 | 
1. 520 | 

2.000 

. 250 | 

10, 000 | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 








WRIGHT-PATTERSON AFB 





Communication and NAVAID: 
Comm, base, receiver, NO. 1 A....................... aS cicada 
Comm, base, transmit, No. 1 C | 
Comm air COMNET bldg. 

AACS, UHF/D 

Radar beacon oad 

TACAN station, fixed - 

Operations facilities: "Modulator, Ww Xx. space - 
Utilities: 

Utiiewe...<...- 

Heating fac ilities_ 

Railroad trackage _- 


— 
c 
is] 


R 
Real estate facilities: 
Land, easement, right-of-way - - 
Land, owned, fee poate. 
Do.. 
e....- 
Research and dev elopment test facilities: 
Res bio-acoustic lab R and D-_-_-.- : ‘ Square feet 
Res mat] lab ADN R and D = — ses" 
Radome test range R and D . Aes = do 
Res arm sys dynam lab mod R and D_.-_._-__._-_-.--|-....do_- 
Test A/C and missile R and D 8 do 
Test “9g eng torque st mod R and D carers 





s828 


By 


wom 
Rhy 
on 


Test A/C eng duct sys mod R and D 

Test A/C structure ADN R and D S 
Test A/C and mis] qck ref R and D ek 
Test A/C and misl fuel eq mod R and D 





Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, we approve Carswell and move to 
the Matagorda Island. 
General Ropennavuser. Matagorda had the following principal 
changes. I will not read the minor ones, then, unless the committee so 
55066—5t 
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desires. The warmup pad, which was originally in for $9,000, has 
a revised cost of $54,000, and the runway extension has an increase 
from $256,000 to $365,000. 

Mr. Mutter. How much? 

General Ropennavuser. Beg your pardon ¢ 

Mr. Mitier. How much was that ? 

Mr. Smart. How much difference ? 

General Ropennauser. From $256,000 to $365,000. 

The taxiway from $199,000 downward to $175,000. 

The other principal one was in electric transmission lines, from 
$86,000 to $205,000. 

Mr. Harpy. That isa big difference. 

General RopenHauser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Did somebody slip up on that one, too ? 

General RopENHAUSER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. General, let me ask you this: In these items that 
we have approved in these books here I have noticed a great discrep- 
ancy in the cost for similar items, it would seem to me, particularly of 
dormitory for airmen. In one place a 399-man dormitory cost five- 
hundred-and-some-odd-thousand dollars and a 400-man dormitory cost 
eight-hundred-and-some-odd-thousand dollars. Now, are these go- 
ing—is that $500,000 dormitory going to end up by costing $800,000 
or what ? 

General Ropennauser. No, sir, we don’t believe so. 

Mr. Lankrorp. Why is there a discrepancy—that it would cost 
$300,000 to house one more man. 

General RopenHAvusER. Well, it could be geographical location and 
it can be attributed to some degree, alsc, as General Washbourne 
pointed out yesterday, on the difference in the individual that did 
the estimating. I wouldn’t say a $300,000 difference was attributed 
to that. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. These are both in Texas, as I recall it, so it wouldn’t 
be—— 

General Ropennauser. It could be the quality of construction as 
well, whether one is permanent and one is semipermanent. 

Mr. Ketieuer. They were both permanent in your case. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. They were both permanent bases. 

General Ropennavser. Also the tie-in to the utilities if it is in a 
new area. It could involve all those factors. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. There would be a differential of half again, you 
mean ? 

General Ropennavuser. Adding up all those possibilities, yes, sir. 
I don’t know the specific ones to which you refer. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Then your hydrants for fuel, there is a big dis- 
crepancy there in cost, from $18,000 up to over $100,000. 

General Ropennavuser. Well, some are different size hydrants, sir, 
for different type aircraft and have different quantities of operating 
storage in connection with the hydrant. In the expensive one you 
were talking about, they may have as much as 100,000 gallons of 
operating storage, whereas in the less expensive one it may be only 
10,000. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Well, now, the storage is part of your hydrant. 

General Ropennavser. That is right, with operating under the 
pavement. 
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Mr. Lanxrorp. But you have separate items for storage of fuel. 

General Ropennavser. That is for the backup storage to the on- 
apron supply, sir. 

Mr. Lankrorp. Well, items that are marked for storage of fuel— 
that is a reserve. 

General Ropennavser. That is right. ; 

Mr. Lanxrorp. And under a hydrant would be storage for your 
ready fuel, is that right ? | 

General Ropen Hauser. That is right. 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, we approve Matagorda Island. 

Mr. Hardy ? 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I have just one other general question 
on this. 

What was the total amount of your authorization for this (b) in the 
last bill, for Matagorda ? 

General RopenHavuser. $607,000, Mr. Hardy, and this makes it 
$847,000. 

Mr. Harpy. That was the total for all items? 

General Ropeniiauser. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. All right. 

Mr. Kinpay, It is approved. ‘ 

I believe we have had the explanation of subsection (c) in answer 
to the question by Mr. Bray, Bismarck-Minot, N. Dak. 

General Ropenuavser. The same explanation would apply to para- 
graph (d), the Fargo area, Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, it will—both will be approved. 

General RopenHavser. And paragraph (e) is similar to (c) and 
(d), in that those were all new bases. 

I might add that (f) and (g) also fall in that same category. Those 
were all the new ADC bases that were given an area designation last 
year. 

Mr. Kitpay. (g)—I believe we struck the other provision with ref- 
erence to (g). It is my understanding that the chairman proposes to 
strike that. 

General Ropenwavser. It is my understanding sir—if I am mis- 
taken, I hope you will.correct me—that he had deferred the Traverse 
City until we had further engineering information, sir. I didn’t 
realize he had stricken this. 

Mr. Kipay. We will do the same thing with this as we did with 
the other. 

General RopenHauser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ketrener, It is actually stricken in my copy of the bill. It was 
my understanding that it was coming out. 

Mr. Kitpay, Anyway, it hasn’t been approved. This will be which- 
ever way the other one was. 

Mr. Ketiener. All right. 

Mr. Kizpay. Then we will go to (h), Ellington Air Force Base, 
Houston, Tex. 

General RopenHavuser. At Ellington, the principal changes in 
authorization amount is by line items; the parking apron. We have 


to replace it instead of just strengthening it, and it increases from 
$293,000 to $760,000. 


The other apron item for the transient and base flight actually de- 
creases from $53,000 to $23,000. 
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The access apron taxiway which is now heavy instead of light, in the 
amount of 218,546 square yards, increases from $546,000 to $1,430,000. 

And the academic classroom, airconditioned, increases from $166,000 
to $250,000. 

Making a net change at the station from $1,073,000 to $2,478,000 
additional—authorization. 

Mr. Kutpay. If there is no objection, it will be approved. 

Webb Air Force Base, Big Spring, Tex. 

General Ropennavser. At Webb the change in base total is only 
from $100,000 to $135,000, and the main change there is in the cadet 
club building, which changes from $64,000 to $99,000. 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, it will be approved. 

Go to Norton Air Force Base, San Bernardino, Calif. 

General Ropennauser. The change in this base total is roughly 
$400,000 and is brought about by these principal items: 

The maintenance shop for the depot, which is a nonstandard facility, 
increased from $1,072,000 to $1,367,000. 

In the industrial treatment plant in connection with the depot op- 
eration, that increased from $183,000 to $393,000. 

And the nitric-acid-storage building increased from $60,000 to 
$145,000. 

Those are the principal changes, Mr. Chairman, in the authoriza- 
tions. 

There were some other minor ones that I did not read off, but they 
are very small] items, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, it will be approved. 

Now we will go to Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio. 

General Ropennavser. The increase here is $102,000 for this sta- 
tion—$1,102,000 for this station, I am sorry, sir, and the principal 
iiem, or the item that brings this about is the missile-test facility at 
this station under the Research and Development Command, which 
increased from $898,000 to $1,900,000. 

That is the complete change at this station. 

Mr. Deverevx. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Harpy. You have over $1 million there, which is considerably 
more than 100 percent increase. 

Mr. Deverevx. May I ask a question, Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Devereux. 

Mr. Devereux. That has nothing to do with the proposed change 
of the ARDC research and development facilities ? 

General Ropennavser. No, sir, it has nothing to do with it. 

Mr. Devereux. And I don’t understand you contemplate building 
the research and development facilities at Wright-Patterson Air Force 
Base in connection with the possible move ? 

General Ropennavser. No, sir. This was approved last year, Mr. 
Dexereux, before this idea of moving to Wright-Patterson ever came 
up. 

Mr. Deverevx. Thank you. 

Mr. Harpy. Was this big change due to an original miscalculation, 
or has the capacity or the size of this test center been changed ? | 

General Ropennavser. It has not increased in size, Mr. Hardy. 
But in the development of the design of the facility, these discrepancies 
in estimating came out. We never designed this type of structure 
before, and it has never been built before. , 

Mr. Harpy. O. K., Mr. Chairman. 
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Mr. Kirpay. Without objection, it will be approved. 

We move to Atlantic City consolan station, Altantic City, N. J. 

General Ropennavuser. Mr. Chairman, these were four consolan 
stations. If you will note the next succeeding paragraphs, they are 
the Nantucket, Pescadero, and Point Conception consolan stations, 
which were approved last year by this committee. We have found in 
the designs and estimates of these that we need this increase in author- 
ization in order to build them. 

If you will recall, these are the four seaboard stations through which 
we intend to control incoming air traffic into the United States. They 
are very important stations in our air defense and communications 
network. 

Mr. Kitpay. Well—— 

Mr. Mixer. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kinpay. Are the increases identical ? 

Mr. Miter. No, the spread is quite different. 

General Ropennavser. Their spread is different, sir, but the instal- 
lations do not vary as to their design. It is the location. 

Mr. Mitter. On your Point Conception station, you run from 72,000 
to 200-—— 

General Ropennavser. Beg your pardon? 

Mr. Mriter. In “(0), Point Conception,” from 72,000 to 232,000. 

General Ropennavser. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Miter. It is 4 times—3 times as much. 

General Ropenwavuser. The reason for this is the remoteness of 
the facilities and the relative length of the various access roads and 
power lines plus other terrain features that vary between these sites, 
that cause this differential. 

Mr. Mitter. Those are well known to you. The remoteness of the 
site is well known originally. Certainly you couldn’t overlook that. 
Pont Conception isn’t such 

General WasHpourNE. Mr. Miller, I think your observation is quite 
correct. I think we must admit to having inadequate engineering at 
the time these were presented to the committee last year. 

Mr. Miter. I thank you for your frankness, General. 

Mr. Kirpay. The three of them follow about the same pattern? 

General Ropennavser. That is right. 

Mr. Kitpay. Of increase. And 2 of them are more, isn’t that cor- 
rect—no, it is 2 and 2. 

General Ropennavser. That is right. 

Mr. Kiipay. Is there any objection to either of these provisions? 

Mr. WickersHaM. May I ask one question, Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Kiipay. Mr. Wickersham. 

Mr. WickersHam. Were these estimates made by the Air Force 
engineers or the Army engineers ? 

General WasHpourne. The requirement was set up by Air Force 
operational people and we gave them sketchy information from which 
the people in the field made an engineering estimate. 

Mr. WickersHaM. That was the Air Force engineers in the field? 

General WasHpourNE. Yes. The commands and the staff in the Air 
Force did not have good information. Therefore, the people in the 
field did not have a good estimate. 

Mr. WickersHam. Thank you. 
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Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, we will approve subparagraphs (2), 
(m), and (0). 

Now, subparagraph (p). What does this mean ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Merely corrective. 

General Wasupourne. This is the total adjustment, sir. 

_ Mr. Kinpay. This is a correction reflecting the items that we have 
Just discussed ? / 

General Wasupourne. That is correct. 

Mr. Kixpay. That is the total. 

Mr. Mutter. Without Traverse City, you can’t very well approve 
this total figure. 

Mr. Kitpay. This will be approved subject to any adjustment in 
the figures on a later determination of the Traverse City item. 

Mr. Harpy. Have we a similar section making rescissions for the 
same thing working in reverse? In other words, haven’t we any- 
where where your engineers overestimated ? ; 

General Ropennavuser. I read a couple of those off to you, Mr. 
Hardy, in the total adjustment of the station. 

Mr. Harpy. Yes, but they were pretty minor. 

General Ropennauser. These station totals—for instance, a 
change—— 

Mr. Harpy. What happened? 

General Ropennavser. Here is a big one at Carswell that I read 
off it, $216,000 down to $67,000. 

Mr. Harpy. Yes, but that was just one in your total there, and if 
your total had come out about right, you still would have been able 
to do a little juggling inside your total and wouldn’t have made this 
change. 

General Ropennavuser. Mr. Hardy, I would be glad to file these line 
items with the committee to—— 

Mr. Harpy. The only question I raised here now is, With all of 
these errors we have just had, all having to be increased, there must 
have been some errors that were way too high. 

General WasHpourne. There are, Mr. Hardy. Part of the $464 
million figure mentioned here for rescission is due to estimates that 
were originally authorized higher than the final cost. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, I had understood previously—and I am glad to 
be corrected—but I had understood previously that practically all of 
these rescissions were for line items that had been deleted. 

General Wasupovurne. No, sir. The largest part of that is for con- 
struction that has not been built, but it does include several instances 
where the authorized sum was higher than we have needed. 

General Ropennavser. In other words, we call those savings, Mr. 
Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. My point is those savings generally are used for some- 
thing else; aren't they ? 

General RopenHAvsER. Not in all cases; no, sir. In our rescission of 
2 years ago there was a very substantial amount of savings that were 
vtfered for rescission at that time. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, if I recall on this question of savings, the Secre- 
tary of Defense was up here last year and suggested that we use a 
billion dollars of the savings to build family housing and set up a 
revolving fund; isn’t that correct ? 

General Ropennavser. I am not aware of that personally, sir. 
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Mr. Harpy. It was my recollection that he proposed to take a billion 
dollars of what you were going to save on your construction costs, 
put it in a revolving fund, and use it to build housing. I would just 
like to know where that billion dollars is and whey we don’t get a 
rescission of it. 

Mr. Kitpay. We are to have rescissions later on. ; 

Mr. Harpy. Maybe my memory is wrong, but that is what—— 

Mr. Deverevx. I think it was unobligated funds. 

Mr. Harpy. I understood it to be the savings they were going to 
make on the construction. ’ 

Mr. Kizpay. Now, this completes the Air Force title of the bill. 

Mr. Ferry. Mr. Hardy, I think I may be able to clear this up from 
memory. I do not believe that that million dollars we proposed to use 
as a revolving fund 

Mr. Harpy. A billion dollars. 

Mr. Ferry. Was construction money. It was the total overall] in 
the Air Force, which included procurement, production and similar 
things like that. It was not construction money, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Then—I may be in error, but I have a recollection of 
something of that kind. 

Mr. Kitpay. This completes the Air Force title. It may be neces- 
sary, I suppose, to have you here in connection with the general pro- 
visions or some other matters in connection with the bill. The chair- 
man tells me that we will meet tomorrow at 10 o’clock to begin con- 
sideration of the Navy title of the bill. 

So we will adjourn until 10 o’clock tomorrow morning. 

General Ropennauser. Thank you very much. 





DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, June, 14, 1955. 
Hon. CARL VINSON, 
Chairman, Commiitee on Armed Services, 
House of Representatives. 


DEAR Mr. CHAIRMAN : Pursuant to Mr. Kelleher’s request, this Department has 
given consideration to changing the format of our report on unfinanced military 
construction authorizations to identify unfinanced authorizations and authoriza- 
tions to be canceled by line item in lieu of identification by installation total only. 

We find that it is not feasible to do this for the reasons set forth in this letter. 

The Air Force has specified, by base and by public law, dollar totals of con- 
struction authorizations in the amount of $464,599,023 which may be repealed. 
The process by which this determination was made was the matching of the total 
authorization granted for the installation by each public law with the adjusted 
construction program applicable to the same law. The adjusted construction pro- 
gram is composed of the current construction program and unfunded authoriza- 
tions still required, adjusted to current working estimates and trends in the area. 
The difference between the authorization total for the base and the adjusted con- 
struction program is the amount of authorization that may be rescinded, with 
due regard to overall public-law authorizations. 

The various reprograming actions, particularly that in Public Law 534, 83d 
Congress, have made specific identification of line item authorizations and un- 
financed authorizations generally impossible. Following are some of the ap- 
proved actions which have obscure line item comparison with original programs 
for which authorization was obtained : 

(a) Reprograming in Public Law 534, 83d Congress, of bulk dollar amounts 
< prior years’ authorizations to cover new line item requirements in fiscal year 

Too. 

(b) Rescission of bulk amount of authorization (sec. 302 (b)) of Public Law 

534, 83d Congress, without identification of line items included in the amount. 
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(c) Reprograming approved by congressional committees of authorizations 
granted by Public Law 534, 82d Congress, wherein the line items were changed, 
both in scope and cost, so that in many instances the revised total exceeded the 
statutory limitation for the installation. Selection of line items was then neces- 
sary to stay within project amounts. 

(d) The granting of a bulk amount of authorization in section 302, Public 
Law 534, 82d Congress, with establishment of authorized line items based upon 
clearances granted under section 407 of that law. 

(e) Cost overruns on authorized line items using up dollars of authorization, 
but not scope, of other line items in the installation program. This left certain 
line items which are unprogramed but which cannot be financed because of in- 
sufficient dollar authorizations remaining within the total authorized for the in- 
stallation. 

Although line items originally authorized but still unfinanced could, in seme 
instances, be administratively determined, such information would, for the 
majority of the installations, be of little value since the authorization for the 
items can be neither financed nor rescinded. This is the result of the consump- 
tion of the total dollar authorizations for the installation by construction of items 
already financed, cost overruns, and the reprograming actions accomplished by 
Public Law 534, 83d Congress. A typical example of this situation is shown in 
the following summary of the status of the authorization granted for Andrews 
AFB by Public Law 155, 82d Congress. At this base, line items totaling 
$5,130,000 were unfinanced on 1 June 1955; however, only $663,721 of authoriza- 
tion are still available in the base total against which financing could be sought. 


Andrews AFB, Public Law 155, 82d Congress 





Se a Sais Ee Le hh a a te elt $17, 541, 000 
Rescinded Public Law 209, 83d Cong_........-.--_-----..-.-.. 5, 365, 000 
Adjusted authorization balance__.__.._...__________.-__.-_ 12, 176, 000 
Reprogramed in Public Law 534, 88d Cong__-_-___-_-___________ 2, 059, 000 
Net authorization available..........................._.. 10, 117, 000 
a cecitnnninsnenasiaitsanenestonnasinian 9, 453, 279 
Authorized unprogramed in station total____________________-____ 663, 721 
Items originally authorized but not programed: 
Nie een SEES a $30, 000 
Dental Clinic (4,224 square feet) _.___ Seer eect h Sese ed ee 76, 000 
Squadron headquarters building (2,000 square feet)____________ 24, 000 
Air Force Headquarters Building (lump sum) -~------~---~_~- 5, 000, 000 
5 a a RL ATC I IIE LIT AE LOLI IEP LTE, Ca OE 5, 130, 000 


Another example is the authorization granted for Laurence G. Hanscom Field 
in Public Law 155, 82d Congress, wherein the total authorized for the base already 
has been overrun by the amount of $237,263, under the allowable variation 
permitted in that law, while line items originally authorized in the amount of 
$474,000 are still unprogramed. 


Laurence G. Hanscom, Public Law 155, 82d Cong. 


itt Datacenter eee Rete ett ie A tlk i tT I eda ta | $3, 770, 000 
rr re I nn renee ee 4, 007, 263 
ead OU a IEE —237, 263 

Items originally authorized but not programed: 
Waren, Gros fee eee 14, 000 
Receiving and transmission building (1,000 square feet) _______- 11, 000 
Antena farm; reaubtte {ive eamy so 70, 000 
Squadron, operations, building (1,000 square feet) __.___-_-__-___ 11, 000 
| Se MARRIED NS 25, 000 
Shop, aircraft maintenance (8,000 square feet) ___._____-_-______- 112, 000 
eee: Deere vO ne) ee ee eee 62, 000 
Dieeney Se pee weet meet. 60, 000 
Storage, rocket (1,070 square feet) _.__..__--_--_---------------- 19, 000 
Shop, motor repair (3,200 square feet) _._____-__-------_---_--~- 40, 000 
Security fencing (10,000 linear feet) ..___-_____-..-_-----_--~~- 50, 000 








Total Sa ech OEP 474, 000 
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The determination of the amount available for rescission is based upon an 
adjusted construction program for each public law, considering the variations 
allowed by the law. As more projects are awarded and current working esti- 
mates become firmer, possibilities for rescission are increased as long as the 
trend of costs is downward. A safe margin within each station total within 
which current working estimates can vary without penalty to the implementa- 
tion of the construction program is an operating requirement. The normal fluc- 
tuation in individual line item costs based upon contract prices and implementa- 
tion of construction and the necessity for retention of a working margin in base 
authorizations is illustrated in the following tabulation. The tabulation indi- 
cates that based upon current working estimates as of July 1, 1954, authoriza- 
tions in the amount of $1,596,939 were available at Andrews Air Force Base to 
finance additional items or for rescission. However, as a result of increased costs 
on additional contract awards, only $663,721 of authorizations were available on 
June 1, 1955. 


Andrews Air Force Base 































ot Current |Unprogramed} Current |Unprogramed 
Line item Public Law program authorized program authorized 
155/82 July 1, 1954 | July 1, 1954 | June 1, 1955 | June 1, 1955 
Washrack, aircraft..........--.-- $14, 000 $2, 393 $11, 607 $2, 393 $11, 607 
Hydrants, "> gecesi aah 60,000 24, 500 35, 500 24, 500 ‘ 
Hazard removal_-_-------------- 5,000 191 4, 809 191 4, 809 
ere telephone sys- 

STORRS eee Ps See ee * 707,094 12 707,094 707,094 1 707,094 
poetation. hl i alliiss wm dees 115, 000 110, 196 4, 804 110, 196 4, 804 
Hafvigar, workshops... _--.------- 380, 000 339, 900 40, 100 335, 924 44, 076 
Shop, aircraft, maintenance ------ 132, 000 109, 000 23, 000 109, 000 23,000 
Technical training building--._-- 42,000 42, 000 0 43, 400 11,400 
Barracks, lati: pccninteinniaautonsn 30, 000 0 30, 000 0 30, 000 
Utilities. _- te cnnee 1, 611, 000 1, 172, 104 438, 856 1, 653, 604 1 42, 604 
eS aiadienene 4, 128, 000 5, 508, 000 11,380,000 5, 887, 100 11,759, 100 
Demenbeneis. .... 92.02.2008 ON 3 76, 000 0 76, 000 0 76, 000 
Storage, vodket.................. 20, 000 30, 706 1 * 706 30, 706 110, 706 
Storage, paint and wns Ae ee 13, 000 9, 524 3,476 9, 722 3, 278 
Warehouse SE ah ee 84, 000 69, 170 14, 830 69, 170 14, 830 
Warehouse, technical. ---------- 168, 000 136, 117 | 31, 883 | 136, 117 | 31, 883 
Cold storage, meat cutting _..__-- 74, 000 83,731 | 19,731 | 83,731 | 19,731 
Security fencing -----....--------- 50, 000 25, 435 | 24) 565 25, 431 | 24, 569 
Squadron headquarters b'1i'ding 24, 000 0 | 24, 000 0 24, 000 
Air Force headquarters b:ilding-| 5, 000, 000 0; 5,000,000 0 5, 000, 000 
ee Se 150, 000 150,000 | 0 | 225, 000 = 1 75, 060 

| RL ee a 12, 176, 000 | 8, 520, 061 3, 655, 939 | 9, 453, 279 2, 722, 721 
Reprogramed in Public Law ia, | | | | 

&3d Cong----- Pe devh sbeenne shen |} —2,059, 000 |.-.-.-- Rabie 8 | —2,059,000 





Adjusted total... ---.------- | 10,117,000 | 8,520,061 | 1, 596, 939 | 9, 453, 279 | 663, 721 


' 





1 Indicates gmount of cost overrun on individual line items. 
2 New line item created by proportionate withdrawal of cost element from other line items. 


Mr. Kelleher also requested information as to the appropriate classification of 
a confidential report entitled “Requirements for Public Works Authorizations 
through Public Law 534, 83d Congress” which was transmitted to the committee. 
The confidential classification was placed thereon to preclude premature release 
of data contained therein prior to its release by the committee. It may now be 
treated as an unclassified document. 

We trust the above information fully answers Mr. Kelleher’s inquiry. 

Sincerely yours, 


P. J. CLAzZBE 
(For and in the absence of Joe W. Kelly, Major General, USAF, Direc- 
tor, Legislative Liaison). 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, I understand we don’t go into ARDC, 

until when ? 
Mr. Kextitener. Probably not until the end of the whole bill, as I 
understand it, Mr. Devereux. 
Mr. Devereux. We are going to have special hearings, Mr. 
Chairman. 
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The Cuareman. Insert the Air Force rescissions at this point. 
Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 
(The information is as follows:) 


DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR ForcE REQUIREMENTS FOR PUBLIC WORKS AUTHORIZED 
THROUGH PuBLIC Law 534, 83D CoNGRESS 


Summary by authorization public law 





| | 
|Authorization! Authorization 
m—oaapees |Authorization | Fig ayonre and | available for 


Congress to be emma rescission 


(3) | @ | @ - fk 


Authorization public law 








wt ¢. ££ —iipercete A | $154. 183 303 | $154, 183 303 
80th Cong., 2d sess Sec apewsul 1, 097. 000 | 1. 097. 000 | 
8ist Cong., Ist sess | §85,500.000 | 85. 500, 000 
Be conantsl. Aevempensth<ach «nsf ee OOD 37. 465, 000 | 
«-0.....-.-4--+---.------+--------| 100,000,000 | 100. 000, 000 | 
do -------------| 50,166.775 | 58, 482. 358 
‘Bist Cong., 2d sess.............-.. - | 203. 243.852 , 196. 288. 531 
.....do , seveeeeess--=--| 57,500,000 | 57. 500. 000 | 
3. 114, 500 3. 077, 962 | 
883, 050,791 | 883. 050. 791 | 
82d Cong., Ist sess..........._.-. ..--}2, 729. 214, 678 |2, 427. 557. 800 301, 656, 878 
82d Cong., 2d sess_.............. _._ |. 698, 973. 002 |1, 557. 486. 921 | 486. 081 
|. 606 Coe. Oe eels ss... .......-.1 -SaR 232 | 239, 754. 444 13, 779, 788 
be | 83d Cong., 2d sess | 126, 000, 000 0 
534 | do........-.....-----------------| 885. 552,000 | 835. 552. 000 | 0 





7, 227. 595, 133 '6, 762, 996, 110 464, 599, 023 











Summary by installation by authorization public law 





] fuss | 
‘ | Authoriza- | Authoriza- 
Public law, Con- . } = - 
E : ° Authoriza- | tion required} tion avyail- 
Installation sities code tion | and tobe | able for re- 
si j retained | scission 


(1) | (5) 








$253, 190 
1, 227, 700 
0 





1, 480, 890 





0 
0 


0 





























1, 570, 250 
9, 525, 275 








) Balance retained to cover cost overruns on other projects. 
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Summary by installation by authorization public law—Continued 





























































































































Authoriza- Authoriza- 
Public law, Con- , - - : 
» 3, | Authoriza- | tion required} tion avail- 
Installation — Me code tion and to be able for re- 
retained scission 
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 
Ardmore Air Force Base_............-.---- 155, 82d, L.....-. $11, 202, 000 | 1 $10, 374, 113 $427, 887 
ERB a a NR ie tis E ERE. , 82d, M__.__- 4, 045, 000 2, 774, 159 1, 270, 841 
TR, Ih i TRS tao Ese SES ty me 502, 000 502, 0 
EE A RN TSS REE «SE 8” 5” "Ne 15, 749, 000 13, 650, 272 1, 698, 728 
Ames Engineer Development Center- -_-_- 415, 8lst, E_....: 100, 000,000 | 100,000, 000 0 
| pele a NS NE Ret Bote ch ES 799, 8lst, H......| 57, 500,000 57, 500, 000 0 
M 12, 000, 000 12, 000, 000 0 
10, 000, 000 10, 000, 000 0 
73, 500, 000 73, 500, 000 0 
ee ar ae ea 253, 000,000 | 253, 000, 000 0 
Ascension Pat. 12............-.------------ 209, 83d, N___.-- 900, 000 900,00! 0 
Atlantic nadie, Consol. . 534, 83d, T_-- 72, 000 72, 000 0 
PON Seti siheds aha sao cyan gate denen 564, Sist, G_.._- 141, 000 0 141, 000 
pS ll Ros gl a lh 156, G20, L....-. 5, 446, 000 0 5, 446, 000 
Barksdale Air Force Rate SEP Senko t SS 564, 8lst, G_____- 950,000 950, 000 0 
i 910, 81st, K_.... 7, 498, 523 7, 498, 523 Q 
155, 82d, L__-_- 12, 796, 000 12, 796, 000 0 
, 89d, M.....- 1, 832, 000 1, 832, 000 0 
, 83d, N-. 4, 266, 000 , 266, 000 0 
$34, 60a, T.....- 3, 905, 000 3, 905, 000 0 
ree 31, 247, 523 31, 247, 523 9 
155, 82d, I..___- 20, 436,000 | 1 13,811,000. 5, 625, 000 
534, 83d, T 192, 000 192, 0 
ne ae ee 20, 628, 000 14, 003, 000 5, 625, 009 
910, Sist, K...__- 1, 364, 118 1, 364, 118 5) 
~ by aia 9, 615, 000 9,615,000 0 
5 » ae 1, 437,000 1, 437, 000 ni) 
% te hea , 608, 1, 608, 000 0 
Me haw gs, emai 14, 024, 118 14, 024, 118 0 
564, 8Ist, G__.- 2, 832, 294 2, 832, 294 a, 
910, 81st, K_.__- 1, 671, 600 1, 671, 600 0 
166, @0a. L. ...-- 6, 164, 539 6, 259, 824 0 
ee, 552, 167 552, 167 0 
3 . jie 2, 254, 000 2, 254, 000 0 
2a eres 13, 474, 600 13, 569, 885 0 
534, 82d, M___._- 1, 429, 000 1 500, 000 429, 000 
534, 83d, T...__. 78, 000 78, 000 0 
sed tote spr dy eine 1, 507, 000 578, 000 429, 000 
534, 82d, M_____- 8,885,000 | 8, 885, 000 0 
209, 83d, } 8, 888, 000 6, 501, 900 2, 386, 100 
534, 83d, T.....- 2, 717, 000 2, 717, 000 
OS males 20, 490, 000 18, 103, 900 2, 386, 100 
534, 82d, M___. 437, 000 452,000 Q 
534, 83d, T- 236, 000 236, 000 0 
pe ere 673, 000 
534, 82d, M....__| 8, 000,000. 
534, 83d, T_-----| 757, 000 757,000 0 
ae ae 
a Te Ore 8, 757, 000 9, 157, 000 0 
Brookley Air Force Base...__....._____.- 910, 81st, K......|. 705,150! 705,150|/ Oo 
| NERS te od gE eo elle eee 155, 82d, L___- | 8, 440, 500 17, 940, 500 0 
SSR I 2 aR 534, 82d, M____--| 4, 060, 500 4, 060, 500 0 
RS & + ree 209, 83d, N | 3, 830, 000 1, 367, 000 2, 463, 000 
DO onan nestle auitnp <= andhomegen d= 534, 83d, | _ 3,814,000 | _ 3,814, 000 9 
- ees eC aia 17, 887, 150 





: | 20, 850, 150 | 


LL 2, 463, 000 





| 





1 Balance retained to cover cost overruns on other projects. 
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Summary by installation by authorization public law—Continued 





Public law, Con-| 
gress, and code 


Installation 


(1) 


t ! 

Authoriza- 
ticn required 
and to be 
retained 


Authoriza- 


letter ton 


Authoriza- 

tion avail- 

able for re- 
scission 





—— Ai Fae ees... .-....-. + : 
0 - 2 panne beaten 
De... 


Total 


Camp Canaveral Pat. 1 
Do a ihn 


Carswell Air Force 
ncahadndeeie 
ee Ook 


FE 


Castle Air Force Base... 
D . 


Chanute Air Force Base 
Do 
Do.. 


Ae 
Charleston Air 
° ae 2 


i 


Total 
Cheli Air Force Depot 


Force Base _. 


Clinton Sherman Mupicipal Airport 
ro 


Total 


Clovis Air Force 
Do 
Do 
Do 


Base 


Columbus Air Force Base___. 
Cornell Aeronautical 


2 Balance retained to cover cost overruns 


155, 82d, L____ 
| 2st oe. = ...-- 


Sist, K 
55, 82d, L 

















3, 943, 112 
917, 792 
122,238 

37, 000 

1,018, 000 

6, 038, 112 


6,045, 112 





ooooo 


| 





100, 000 
2, 335, 000 
1, 451, 000 


104, 800 
2, 335, 000 
1, 451, 000 





2, 895, 303. 
1, 264, 000 


2, 307, 776 
22, 297, 000 
11, 641, 000 
480, 000 
248, 000 


° 


-_ 


. 248, 000 


| 
| 
2 7 


0 

5, 713, 158 
480, 000 

0 





38, 973, 776 32, 380, 618 


6, 193, 158 





3, 481, 712 
3, 214, 042 
7. 501, O88 
1, 018, 200 
1, 370, 000 
9. 581, 000 


3, 481, 712 
3, 214, 042 
7, 552. 254 
1, 018, 200 
1, 426, 802 
9, 581, 000 





274, 010 


28, 166, 042 2%, 








40, 727, 100 
11, 759, 000 
186, 000 


717, 100 
759, 000 
184, 000 


10, 
11, 





22, 662, 100 


22, 662, 100 








16, 411, 060 
1, 007, 700 


16, 411, 000 
954, 000 

7, 472, 000 
24, $37, 000 
107, CO 


2. G00 


11, 383, 000 





Sad, M 
3d. T 11, 3&2. ¢ 
11, 395, 000 
“1, 294, 043 
498 000 
2. 5 957 


748, 000 


11, 395, 000 








7, 061, O00 
3, 663, 000 
Soo, 000 


3 3. OF 
’ 1 625 O00 


on other projects 


S. ooo o ooo o @oocoo 
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sininiaenathal by installation by authorization public law—Continued 





Installation 


(1) 


Public law, Con-| 
gress, and code 

letter 

| 

| 


(2) 


Author wath 

tion required 
and to be 
retained 


Authoriza- 

tion avail- 

able for re- 
scission 


(5) 


Authoriza- 
tion 


(3) 





Total _- 
Dow Air Force Base------- 
i ects Rete Ae dcas 
RR 


Total_-_.. 


Duluth Municipal Airport. ------ 
eR BE aE 4. 


Eglin Air Force Auxiliary No. 9 
j) - 


do 
Do 


Do_.- 











910, 8ist, K | 
1 


, ’ ----] 
| 


209, 83d, 
534, 83d, TF | 


$420, 453 
655, 113 
2, 255, 887 
1, 595, 000 
138, 000 | 





| 
Pe 
| 
| 





910, 8ist, K..__- } 
155, 82d, L 
4 


910, 8Ist, K 
155, 82d, L 
534, 83d, T 


} 
| 


910, 81st, K_..._-| 
155, 82d, L_--. 


209, 83d, N 


| 534, 83d, T 


534, 82d, M_._.--} 
209, 83d, ON 


| 534, 83d, T 


| 910, 81st, K.__-. 
| 155, 82d, Yi 


534, 82d, M - 
209, 83d, N- 
534, 83d, T 


564, 8st, G..._-| 
910, 81st, K. 


j 155, 82d, L-. il 


| 


| 
| 


| 155, 82d, L..- 


209, 83d, N ------ 


=---| 534, 83d, T...---| 


| 534, 88d, T..---- 


| 564, Sist, G____- 
| 155, 82d, L.. 


209, 83d, M-- 
534, 83d, T 
534, 82d, M-_- 


5, 064,453 | 5, 080, 709 | 








8, 435, 500 | 
11, 462, 000 | 
5, 067, 000 | 
i, 431, 000 | 
3, 034. 000 | 


8, 435, 500 
11, 462, 000 
5. 067, 000 
1, 431, 000 
KA. 034, 000 


~ 29, 429, 500 
576, 000 
10, 000 | 





| 


29, 429, 500 | 
576, 000 | 
10, 000 


|}ocoiocooo 








3, 602, 245 | 
6, 086, 000 | 
3, 212, 000 | 





| 


3, 602, 245 | 
6, 086, 000 
3, 212, 000 








12,900,245 | 12, 900, 245 | 





‘1,968, 577 1, 363, 877 | 
20, 186, 000 | 20, 186, 000 
19, 687,000 | 19, 687,000 
3, 348, 000 3, 348, 000 | 
44, 584, 577 44, 584, 577 | 


4, 700, 000 | 4, 700, 000 | 
1, 676, 000 | 


1, 676, 000 | 
3, 782, 000 | 16, 782, 000 





eccoocioioooc 


Le 





| 
! 
} 
coo! 


158, 000 | 23, 158, 000 

3, 575, 766 | 

, 992, 036 | 
366, 000 | 
216, 500 | 
. 173, 000 | 


| 323, 302 | 


6, 575, 766 | 
1, = 036 | 
308, 000 | 
216, 500 | 
2, 173, 000 | 
11, 355, 302 
20, 735, 834 
8, 306, 000 
26, 813, 200 
168, 980 
27, 478, 000 








, 143, 100 
3, 306, 000 
3, 813, 200 
168, 980 
478, 000 





2, 909, 280 | 
7, 189, 909 909 | 
13, 177, 978 
2' 811. 363 
3, 684, 000 
6, 149, 000 


83, 502, 014 | 








7, 189, 909 
13, 177, 978 


6, 149, 000 


33, 012, 250 | 
2.329, 000 | 
71,000 | 





33, 012, 250 
0| 2,329,000 | 
85, 700 | 











2, 400, 000 | 


2, 414, 700 | 


* ccoloicocsoeioc cocooclo 


1, 148, 000 ' 
, 812, 000 | 


772, 000 | 


“1 10, 431, 450 
4, 812, 000 
r 772, 000 
732,000 | 17,015, 450 | 
10, 000 | 10, 000 


53, 433 | 

600, 166 | 
2, 221, 000 | 
, 073, 000 | 
3, 599, 401 








53, 433 
600, 166 | 
2, 221, 000 | 

, 073, 000 

3, 599, 401 





7. 547, 000 | 


7, 547, 000 | 








1 Balance retained to cover cost overruns on other projects. 
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Suamery by installation by authorization public law—Continued 





Installation 


()) 


Public law, Con- 
gress, and code 


Authoriza- 
tion 


(3) 


Authoriza- 
tion required 
and.to be 
retained 


(4) 


Authoriza- 

tion avail- 

able for re- 
scission 


(5) 





Galveston Air Force Base--_- 


Gary Air Force Base 


_ ap EES bre 


Gila Bend Auxiliary, Luke 
Glascow Airport 








$1, 7 215 


$1, 736, 215 
741, 500 

6, 412, 875 

11, 464, 600 
3, 185, 000 

1, 766, 000 

7, 174, 000 

















cloolioicoocoooeo 





6, 174, 016 


11, 777, 508 
7,345, 476 
6, 796, 000 





34, 593, 365 


34, 280, 020 








15, 166, 625 
14, 965, 400 

3, 905, 975 
10, 029, 000 


15, 166, 625 
15, 133, 622 

3, 905, 975 
10, 029, 000 





44, 067, 000 


44, 235, 222 





8, 554, 800 
4, 383, 000 

67, 000 
1, 378, 000 


8, 554, 800 
2, 845, 307 

67, 000 
1, 378, 000 





14, 382, 800 


12, 845, 107 


1, 537, 693 





993, 063 
3, 025, 000 
26, 000 


993, 063 
2, 544, 130 
26, 000 


0 
480, 870 
0 





4, 044, 063 


3, 563, 193 


480, 870 





5, 746, 000 
157, 000 


27, 629 
148, 126 


5, 718, 371 








583, 000 
782, 500 
561, 500 


296, 000 


583, 300 
782, 500 
561, 500 





2, 507, 300 


2, 507, 300 











1, 611, 174 
12, 517,000 


1, 611, 172 
7, 356, 876 
89, 000 





14, 617, 174 


9, 457, 050 








639, 200 
1, 783, 422 
2, 352. 084 
1. 388, 916 
5, 140. 000 


639, 200 
1, 783, 422 
2. 352, 084 
1, 388. 916 
5, 140. 000 





11, 303. 622 


11, 303. 622 








clloce! coocoll 


1, 913, 22 


| oon 














3. 635, 340 
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Summary by installation by authorization public law—Continued 





Installation 


Public law, Con- 


gress, and code 
letter 


Authoriza- 
tion 


(3) 


Authoriza- 
tion required 
and to 
retained 


(4) 


Authoriza- 

tion avail- 

able for re- 
scission 


(5) 








564, Sist, G 
910, 8ist, K 
2d, L 


155, 82d, L- 


534, 82d, M__._-- 


a 


534, 83d, T 


564, 8ist, G 
910, 8ist, K 
155, 82d, L..-.- 
534, 82d, M 
534, 83d, T 


$369, 000 
121, 000 





$369, 000 
121, 000 





490, 000 
7, 055, 000 


490, 000 
7, 055, 000 








43, 000 
34, 000 


43, 000 
34, 000 





77, 000 





77, 000 | 





17, 436, 000 
314, 000 
1, 583, 000 


1 16, 636, 000 
314, 000 
1, 583, 000 





19, 333, 000 


18, 533, 000 








1, 448, 467 
, 869 





6, 600, 000 


a 
383 





SaR8s 
z 


bo 
oe 





17, 971, 000 | 


p 








3, = 639 
856, 138 


3 
ane | 8/88 


rm co to 
S885 


soolo ccoooo’ coon clicocococlo!ioolicocoicogo 


S 
oon 














9, 258, 777 


8, 754, 082 | 








1, 869, 000 
813, 000 


1, 959, 711 | 
813, 000 








2, 682, 000 | 


2,772,711 | 








2, 377, 830 
3, 114, 500 


2, 377, 830 
3, 077, 962 
3, 825, 200 
8, 100, 750 
1, 632, 390 

473, 000 
1, 533, 000 


ww 
= 





21, 035, 580 


21, 020, 042 


$ 





1, 290, 000 








 F 042, 000 


oo of aa oico 





6, 165, », 478 








» 427, 00 000° 
5, 796, 000 
163, 000 

2, 035, 000 





0 
0 








21, 421, 000 
5, 750, 000 


5, 750, 000 





2, 660, 456 
0 





1, 000, 000 

397, 123 

2, 477, 000 

793, 000 | 
10, 170, 000 | 





47, 800 
397, 123 

2, 716, 129 
793, 000 
10, 170, 000 








14, 837, 123 | 


1 Balance retained to cover cost overruns on other projects. 


"952, " 


0 
0 
0 


ie 124, 052 | 
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Summary by installation by authorization public law—Continued 





Installation 
letter 


Public law, Con- | 
gress, and code | 


| 
| tion required 
and to be 
retained 


Authoriza- 
tion | 


Authoriza- | 


Autboriza- 
tion avail- 
able for re- 


scission 





910, 8ist, K_- 


Kirtland 8. Base No. L- 
Hanscom No. I 





| 910, sist, K 
82d," L. 


| 

564, Sist, G 
910, 8Ist, K 
155, 82d, L 





564, 8ist, G_ 
} 910, 8lst, K 
| + 


564, 8Ist G___- 








13, 271, ‘000 | 





37, 664, 000 





1, 015, 877 | 
4744, 104 
13, 904 683 
3, 989. 440 | 
8, 946, 000 | 





32, 600. 104 | 
243, 000 | 
61, 000 | 


32, 600, 104 | 








84, 585 | 
8, 925, 000 | 
5, 384, 074 | 
32, 900 | 
3, 853, 000 | 





18, 279, 559 | 


- 
§ . | ooo ocooc]o! o ecscollo cooeacooo 








7, 407, 757 7 | 
20) 323, 000 | 
207, 000 


colo 





46, 937, 757 








12, 713, 000 | 





47, 318, 768 | 





134, 000 | 
1, 013, 000 








33, 558 879 


l\oleoooso! 


0 


4,142 
0 
3, 881, 121 





41, 776, 328 


1 Balance retained to cover cost overruns on other projects. 


__ 37,891, Laed 
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Summary by installation by authorization public law—Continued 





| Public law, Con- 
gress, and code 
letter 


Authoriza- 
tion 


() (2) (3) 





Authoriza- 
tion required 
and to be 
retained 


Authoriza- 

tion avail- 

able for re- 
scission 


(4) (5) 


208, 290 


$14, 208, 290 














10, 397, 
240, 
2, 534, 


000 
000 





510, 000 | 
345, 989 
, 307, 000 
240, 000 
2, 534. 000 





14, 912, 989 
& 118, 000 
4, 266, 000 
9, 000 

459, 000 


12, 852, 000 


10. 74, ono 
37.000 
6, 588, 000 


14, 936, 989 





5, 621, 369 
2, 843, 075 
9,450 
459, 000 








1, O65. 


20 


41, 065, 200 








453, 000 
2 077.00 
4 463. On 


<3 ow 
75, 0 
62, O00 























55066—55—No. 20-——_20 
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eee by installation by authorization public law—Continued 
































































































































| Authoriza- Authoriza- 
Public law, Con- | P : . 
° Authoriza- | tion required| tion avail- 
Installation ——. code | rrweak an at 0 be able for re- 
| e scission 
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 
Lockbourne Air Force Base__..____.._-_-- 910, 8ist, K____- $12,031,814 | $12,031,814 0 
Do jE GB 155, 82d, L____- 17,693,193 | 17,693. 193 0 
| RR Fe Fe ae 534, 82d, M_____- 8, 816, a | 8, 816, 896 0 
D0...-. =... Ie... 4. , 83d. T._ 10, 687,000 | 10, 687, 000 0 
Deltenciccubecencuecvisacnciaatenn TU AEE Tc. xu 49, 228,903 | 49, 228, 903 0 
Lockland Air Force Plant..._...___._____- 534, 82d, M_____. 2,800,000 | 2, 800,000 0 
Long Beach Municipal Airport. -__-_----- ..| 534, 82d, M__--- 112, 000 | 0 $112, 000 
Lowry Air Force Base..-......----------- 910, 8ist,K......| 1,810,428 | 1,810,488 |) i 0 
occ, MR JOS. O22 , 82d, ’ 14,177,000 | 11,813, 664 2, 363, 336 
ee Oe ea Sane ae Mae 15,487,428 | 13,124,092| 2 363,336 
Lake Air Fores Baso......=..=.........-.-- 910, 8lst, K____- 1, 894, 006 | 1, 894, 006 | 0 
DO........- SR MR AL... RAL. 155, 82d, L.___- 261, 240 261, 240 0 
iucxckeas cvacdult i caw cane ventucccnces 82d, M___.. 4, 800, 450 4, 800, 450 0 
eG. A ee ; 83d, } 948, 310 | 948, 310 0 
Bi. cA AUS... LA e 534, 83d, T_____. 862, 000 | 862, 000 0 
DOMR SAA. a Te 8, 766,006 | 8, 766, 006 | 0 
MacDill Air Force Base_..........-.-.----- 564, 81st G_.....| 1, 327, 866 1, 327, 866 0 
AEE, SEO ARE RMN 910, 8'st, K..... 1,656,796 | 1, 656, 796 0 
Do. F 155, 82d, L_____. 9, 200, 134 8, 281, 638 918, 496 
I cs Ly eb Bun tae AS. oa 534, 82d, M__.__- 7,168,000 | 2, 133, 710 5, 034, 290 
[SR FONT REE TOR 83d, T...... 2,214,000} 2,214,000 
eS eee eee Lele Ya Cees | 21,566,796 | 15,614,010 | 5, 952, 786 
Majors/Greenvill Field..................--. 534, 82d, M__..__| 23, 000 | 0 | 23, 000 
| et —_—_— 
Mallory Air Force Depot. --............--. 155, 82d, L...__. 59,000 | 59, 000 0 
2 SERPS Ste PEI FO Wwe ;000} 268, 000 0 
ated ...| 400-008...) ee a ke ita a 327, 000 | 327,000 0 
March Air Force Base.........-...--.-..-- 910, Sist, K.... 8,015,321 | 8,015, 321 0 
ETI Shi Ee arp enREEE 82d, L . 10, 934,000 | 6, 742, 095 4, 191, 905 
Baas s) Sebsasiil 1 tn cl 534, 82d, M 1,776,000 | 1,776,000 0 
| ARERR apepgeebreneetnerrantemagit 209, 83d’ N. 965, 000 | 965, 000 
RS ee ee 534, 83d, T_____. | 8,772,000 | 8,772, 000 0 
tel... 1a die Bt... Ldn sl dah a ee, | 30, 462, 321 | 26, 270, 416 4, 191, 905 
eudnaieetin Is Bmb and Gun.._...--_._.-- 534, 83d, T._..__| 607, 000 607, 000 0 
_— Aie-Poetee- Bese. -. «<< a6ccccscccccccs 910, 8ist, K____- | 245, 125 | 245, 125 0 
Sec JE AMD 4 SS gu ER 155, 82d, L......| 3,047, 900 3, 047, #0 0 
De pet cso. SES ak a camuaiecbedess 531, 82d,M__...| _5, 285, 100 5, 285, 109 0 
Sei err ET RR ese os See ,834,N______| 1, 847, 000 1, 847, 000 0 
_ Ta oR ere ae 534, 83d, T_____. 1, 530, 000 1, 530, 000 0 
Oe ERTS BER | ache 11,955,125 | 11, 955, 125 0 
Maxwell Air Force Base..______......--_-- 534, 821, M___.. 6,060,000 | 6, 404, 924 0 
06... 1 ee ee $34, T_..._. 1, 392, 000 1, 392, 000 0 
idtal.... 1.000.t Ge.4:... 5 SA al A es ee AD 7, 452, 000 7,796, 924 | 0 
Maweynene Pet €:3.i2-...~. 242. Akk.... 209, 83d, N_____. 207,000 207, 000 0 
e..... : | 534, 83d, T___- 143, 000 143, 000 0 
Wee. . «se RRA. C LR AL (A ar 350, 000 350, 000 0 
MeChord Air Poree Base --------------- | 708, Annan. ~~ go,.a00 | guaa00;~~SC 
bak ax | 564, 8Ist, G_- 542, 950 542, 950 0 
et are eee 910, Sist, K...... 3,747,350| 3,747,350 0 
Se ST oe ET 155, 824, L__.__- 5, 560,387 | 5, 478, 359 82, 028 
Se 3 OT. A a 534, 82d, M_____- 5, 885, 000 4, 729, 666 | 1, 155, 334 
Do... __| 209; 83d; N 37, 000 | 37, 100 | 0 
Do... _.| 594, 83d, T...._- 1,605,000 | 1, 605, 000 | 0 
| 
ce ee ee eee ae > |e __17, 769,887 | 16, 532, 625 | 1, 237, 362 
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Summary by installation by authorization public law—Continued 





Installation 


(1) 


Publiclaw, Con- 
gress, and code 
letter 


(2) 





Total 

















155, 82d, L.....-. 


703, A 


564, Sist, G.. ide 


| 155, 824, eo 
N 


, 9 Bcccuce 


eee 


e , Up £ .-cn-- 








| 
| 

















































































































{ 
| Authoriza- | Authoriza- 
Authoriza- | tion required| tion avail- 
tion and to be | able for re- 
retained }  Scission 
(3) 4) | © 
a ee 
$6, 250,538 | $6, 250, 538 | 
20, 420,000 | 18, 919, 276 | $1, 500, 724 
5, 638, 000 5, 000 | 0 
3,415,000 | 3, 415, 000 | 0 
35,723,538 | 34,222,.814/ 1, 500,724 
37, 145,000 | 38, 638, 323 5 0 
,703,000 | 8, 854, 098 848, 902 
3,245,000 | 3, 245, 000 0 
2, 479,000.| 2,479,000 | 0 
52, 572,000 | 53, 216, 421 848, 902 
8,052, 777. = 052, a7 “0 
2, 161, 620 2, 161, 620 | 0 
2, 602,000 | 2, 241,090 | 360, 910 
1,179,000 | 1, 179, 000 | 
146, 000 | 153, 300 | 0 
195, 000 | 195, 000 0 
9,336,397 | 8, 982, 787 | 360, 910 
507, 442 | 507, 442 | 0 
227,000 | 190, 725 | 36, 275 
5,477,105 | 5, 477, 105 0 
43,279,190 | 43, 708, 313 | 0 
4,937,810 | 4, 937,810 | 0 
4,638,000 | 4,638,000 | 0 
1 
59, 066, 547 | 50, 450, 305 | 36, 275 
1, 883, 423 | 1, 883, 423 | 0 
2,461,070 | 2, 471, 070 0 
98, 800 | 98, 800 | 0 
149, 000 | 149, 000 | 0 
2,156,000} 2, 156, 000 | 0 
6,748,203 | 6, 748, 293 | 0 
6, 494, 000 6, 494, 000 | 0 
1,148,000 | _—_1, 148. 000 0 
729, 000 | 729, 000 0 
| —EEE 
1, 877, 000 1, 877, 000 | 0 
1,612,000; 1,262,582, 349,418 
1, 846,000 | 1, 733, 000 | 113, 000 
599, 000 613, 307 | 0 
339,.000 000 | 0 
4,396,000 | 3, 947, 889 | 462, 418 
10,309,000; 2,158,384 | 8, 150, 616 
1. 266, 000 0 | 1, 266, 000 
11, 575, 000 2, 158, 384 | 9, 416, 616 
20,514,000 | 9,919,784 | 10,594, 216 
12. 568.000 | 12.568. 000 | 0 
3.286.000 | 12.558, 084 | 527, 916 
595, 000 595, 000 0 
36,963,000 | 25,640,868 | 11, 122, 132 
363,600; 364,00; }°#&O 
1, 007, 200 1, 007, 200 | 0 
204, 000 204) 000 | 0 
877, 000 77, 000 0 
2, 451, 800 2, 452, 200 | 0 
4, 000 61, 196 12, 804 
11, a7 000 | 11, 817, 000 0 
11,891,000 | 11, 878, 196 12, 804 


1 Balance retained to cover cost overruns on other projects. 
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Summary by installation by authorization public law—Continued 





Installation 


(1) 


Public law, Con- 
gress, and code 
letter 


Autboriza- 
tion 


Authoriza- 
tion required 
and to be 
retained 


(4) 


| 
| 





Orlando Air Force Base 
Do 





155, 82d, L_ 
534, 82d, M 


703, 00, 
910, Stet, K. 


910, 8ist, K 
155, 82d L 
534, 82d, 
209, 


564, 8ist, G 
910, 8ist, K_ 


534, 83d, T- 


564, 8ist, G 
910, 8ist, K 
155 L 








Authoriza- 

tion avail- 

able for re- 
scission 


























ooocooc!io!toocesoo!! > 





6, 523, 600 


64, 000 | 








3, 997, 500 | 


3, 359, 736 





oooococolioco 











| 





15, 473, 125 


| 15,071,125 | 





= 
2 





748, 000 | 


1, 641, 769 
156, 000 | 


748, 000 | 
| 1, 641, 769 
| 156, 000 





2, 545, 769 | 
737, 000 | 


2, 545, 769 | 
737, 000 | 








300, 000 

2, 064, 857 

12, 708, 000 
281, 000 

6, 730, 000 

1, 628, 000 


310. 942 | 

2, 064, 857 

13, 710, 282 
299 


, 000 
1 6, 623, 215 





23, 711, 857 


| 1, 628, 000 
| 24, 636, 206 | 





1, 970, 000 


9, 573, 435 


69Y, OUD 
330, 000 


1, 029, 000 | 


1 Balance retained to cover cost overruns on other projects. 


1970, 000 | 


z= 473, 435 


64. 049 
330, 000 


394, 949 


oomooolrotoococeloo! ooo 


4, 472, 148 


0 
0 





3201 


Summary by installation by authorization public law—Continued 





Authoriza- Authoriza- 
y Public law, Con- = : : . tomy 
Installation gress, and ‘code Authoriza- (tion required | tion avail 
letter tion and to be able for re- 

retained s8cission 


| 
| 
} 
| 
} 





$527, 052 | 
2, 740, 174 
2, 810, 621 

919, 379 
5, 269, 900 
2, 413, 000 





5, 680, 126 








9, 562, 916 








1, 269, 083 | , 269, 083 
1, 233, 700 , 233, 700 
652 , 050, 652 

. 48 531, 348 | 
. 000 | 189, 000 
, 000 | 1, 214, 000 





5, 487, 783 


4, 537, 000 3, 014, 545 
1, 200, 000 1, 200, 000 

20, 000 | 20, 000 
2, 440, 000 | 2, 440, 000 








8, 197, 000 6, 674, 545 





534, 82d, M_..___| 380, 000 380, 000 








564, Sist, G______| . 537, 330 
| , 000 
a 82, ’ 000 














384, 310 384, 310 

, 997, 480 1, 997, 480 
3, 570, 924 3, 570, 924 
275, 596 1, 275, 506 

, 940, 000 1, 940, 000 
. 168, 310 9. 168, 310 
107, 000 107, 000 

2, 873, 000 2, 873, 000 





L 132, ‘000 19, 656, 241 
0, 341, 000 ! 6, 971, 736 
2, 466, 000 1 1, 691, 827 

. 627, 000 4. 627, 000 





, 566, 000 32, 946, S04 


534, 82d, M_____.| 28,426,000 | 28, 428, 000 
209, 83d, N__. 8 844. 000 & 844. 000 
534, 3d, T...... 9, 408, 000 19, 408, 000 





. 678, 000 56, 678, 000 
‘72, 000 72, 000 


' Balance retained to cover cost overruns on other projects 
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Summary by installation: by authorization public law—Continued 


Installation 


(1) 


Pope Air Force Base_- 
Do 


Do. 
Do.. A Py 
RE - 


son Di Air Force Base 
San Diego 





Public law, Con- | 
| gress, and code 





| 910, 81st, K_____- 


-.| 910, Sist, K_..._-| 


| | 


letter won 


| Authoriza- | Authoriza- 
Authoriza- | tion required| tion avail- 
and to be 


able for re- 
retained scission 


(4) 





£238, 225 
8, 437, 136 | | 


2, 104, 000 | 





12, 661, 225 | 


10, 934, 361 | 








1, 793, 000 | 
473,000 | 
166, 000 | 

2, 222, 000 | 


1, 861, 000 





4, 654, 000 | 








46, 558, 000 | 
13, 785, 000 | 





60, 343, 000 | 











3, 436, 776 | 95, 174 











0) 228, 000 
324, 000 | 0 





324, 000 | 228, 000 
0| 14,838, 000 








—— 
3, 071, 077 | 
1,770. 241 | 
2, 693, 000 | 


0 
2,361,-759 
0 
“816400 1,215,800) 





8, 344, 718 | 





3, 577, 359 





112) 000 


188, 967 | 0 
195, 185 | 659, 815 
5, 657, 139 | 1, 698, 861 
50, 000 | 0 
112, 000 0 





8, 561, 967 | 


6, 203, 291 | 2, 358, 676 








14, 256, 000 


4 523.851 | 
162, 000 | 


155, 82d, L 


-.| 834,83d,T......| 14, 645, 000 | 


4, 523,851 | 0 

14, 256, 000 | 0 
162, 000 

14, 645, 000 | 





33, 586, 851 | 


33, 586, 851 





=! 





564, 81st, G___. 922, 000 | 
938, 043 | 


114, 000 | | 


1, 000, 000 | 
938, 043 
114, 000 





2, 052, 043 | 





8,082,400 | 


~~ 1,012, 600 
4, 000, 000 0 








48, 000 0 
40, 000 





9, 348, 000 

13, 137, 000 | 
1, 91° 000 | 
| 373, 000 


934, 000 | 


88, 000 | 


9, 348, 000° | 

13, 137, 000 

1, 691, 000 | 
373, 000 
934, 000 | 





| 25, 483, 000 | 


25, 483, 000 











3203 


Summary by installation by authorization public law—Continued 





] 
| 


| | Authoriza- Authoriza- 
Public law, Con- . - - - 

~ i Authoriza- | tion required; tion avail- 

Installation | —— . tion | and to be able for re- 
. retained scission 


| 
| 


(1) (3) (4) (5) 





$22, 188,000 | $22, 188, 000 | 0 
4,663,000 | '/4, 010, 665 $422, 335 
2, 743, 000 | 2, 743, 000 0 





__ 28,971, 665 





1,042,412 | 1,042,410 
600, 000 | 630, 000 | 
452, 000 452,000 | 
, 475, 000 2,031, 087 | 
185, 000 | 185, 000 

43,000 45, 100 
718, 000 718, 000 





5, 515, 410 | 5, 103, 597 | 
Selma Municipal Ai goeS ssw : 176, 000 | 176, 000 
Selman Monroe Fiel j Ben , 285, 000 | 94,970 | 








756,716 | 2, 756, 716 | 0 
* 829, 000 6,012,102 | 3, 816, 898 
872, 000 | 872,000 | 0 





, 457, 716 9, 640, 818 3, 816, 898 








176, 000 176, 000 0 
13, 444,000 | 13, 444,000 





13, 620, 000° ; 13, 620, 000° 


| 910, Sist, K_..___| 
| 155, 82d, L._. 626,000 | 9,626, 000 
534, 83d, T _ - , 997, 2, 997, 000 | 


' 





14, 163, 593 
| 910, SIst, K_...__| | 1,257. 500° y 0 
| 155, 82d, L.__- 18. 321.000 | 16,014,070 2, 306, 930 
32.000 | 32, 000 0 
19, 610, 500 17, 303, 570° } 2, 306, 930 
| 155, 82d, L__- 735,000 | 1,735,000 | 6 
534, 82d, M____ 2.820.000 | 1,568, 587 | 1, 251, 413 
; 97, 000 0 
11, 000 0 














ce. 663, 000 3, 411, 587 | A 251, 413 





7, 537, | 7, 542, 470 
4, 269 O73 ‘ 411, 273 
5, 475, 457 | 5, 475, 457 
7, 612, 000 | 7, 612, 000 


34, 894, 000 35, 041, 200 








St. Louis APCS.______ 564,81stG..___| 1, 500,000 | 574, 987 
St. Lucia Pat. 10. __- 209, 83d, N 450, 000 450, 000 


| 
| 








| 155, 82d, L--..-- 1, 759, 124 , 759, 124 
534, 82d, M__. 1, 275, 876 , 275, 876 
3d, “ inks 750, 000 750, 000 


3, 785, 000 , 785, 000 











3, 520, 000 3, 520, 000 
971, 000 , 019, 000 
2, 659, 000 


7, 150, 000 


oe; 








2, 240, 520 
2, 162, 500 
1, 609, 530 
2, 083, 470 


9, 578, 020 9, 579, 870 
1 Balance retained to cover cost overruns on other projects. 
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femmery by installation by authorization public law—-Continued 





a | { 
| ' 
| Authoriza- | Authoriza- 
| Public law, Con- ; |e: a Be 
, | Authoriza- | tion required} tion avail- 
Installation gress, and’ code tion |} and to be able for re- 
| retained scission 
(1) (2) (3) (4) | (5) 












‘Pacoma Air Force Dank Farm----_---.----- | 564, 8ist;G____ $200, 000 | $151, 009, | $49, 000 
Tinker Air Force Base - -won--e-----| 910, Sit, K......| 7,204986| 7, 294, 936 | 0 
do. oa he | 155, 82d, L-___- 7, 996, 000 7, 996. 000 0 
Do. es aa ae .--| 534, 82d, M-_...--| 2, 564, 000 | 2, 564, 000 | 0 
eR eats abaicinsta octensice beset ated. 1 a | 4, 405, 000 4, 405, 000 0 
Do. ‘Gass F ai | 534, 83d, T_- | 6,159,000} — 6, 159, 000 | 0 





Total. G0... ils de ee Sears 28, 418, 936 | 28, 418, 936 | 0 
T es 9 Air Force Depot 








155,82d,L.__...| 328, 000 ~ 328, 000 | 0 














do 5 AEs ian an o-ael GEE ak 218, 000 | 218, 000 | 0 
Total___- BO aR MRT elt 546, 000 | 546, 000 | 0 
Traverse City area. os welbth GALS ons EE memnekd 8, 635, 000 8, 635, 000 0 
Travis Air Force Base__-- oe : 564, 81st, WEE ee 000 | 175 756, 000 | 0 
~~ wea ie asenesesescet| ER, Riven 10,814,770 | 10,814, 770 | 0 

Do ae sbucecess-----| 156,824, L....--| 25,301,800) 26,801,900.) 0 
Ts fc ed nn a ciel de ..| 209, 831, N.-- | 37, 000 38, 800 | 0 
no... ..18 2s... ... 500 Soe ...| 534, 83d, T..-- 7, 822, 000 7, 822, 000 | 0 








Petal. sid. 





bitisna)pheclibshensdlnesoaisiaemnacse 45,821,570 | 45, 823 370 | 0 

Truax Air Force Rase---....-.-...-.---..--| 910, 8lst, K...__- 1,844, 196 1,844, 196 | 0 

Dh nee<ctaUdeeltindte-cstkhaie bee! | 155, 82d, L.-_.-- 1, 603, 000 1,603, 000 | 0 

AE BI al Ree SR Ti aE 534, 82d,M_.__-| 1, 518,000 1, 518, 000 0 

Do__-. aT EENey aes a 831, 000 831, 000 | 0 
mene : (uschicnaneeeidel TT » =~ 1, 256, 000 1, 256, 000 























reese : aa : 7,052,196 | 7,052, 196 
Turner Air Force Base. te tea 910, 8ist, K___. 1,477,764 | 1,477, 764 0 
Te ke tee os eee ot i i) a, cee 0 
Do : 7-277} 900; 83d, N.. 221/000 0 221,000 
Do... 52, 3a sib =o - omen | ASA 25s 5,661,000 | 5,661,000 | 












































Total. __- TES ak a 9, 889, 764 "9, 688, 954 221, 000 
Tyndall Air Force Base...............-.---| 910, 81st, K 3,469,223 | 3, 469, 9, 223 | 0 
eat oes ; _...-| 155, 82d, L.--- 928, 000 941, 202 | 0 
‘ERRORS _.| 534, 82d, M_.__. 1,423,000 | 1, 423, 000 | 0 
aa 2 ea _.----| 200, 88d, N__.- 844, 000 $44, 000 | 0 
| RE 5 . pores ..| 534, 83d, T__.- 1, 479, 000 1, 479,000 | 0 
- ES SE he | 143, 223 8, 156, 425 | 0 
U. 8. Air Force Academy ae 325, 83d, S__- 126, 000, 000 126, 000, 000 0 
Vance Air Force Base.......--.----.----- _| 910, 8ist, K....__| 165,072. 165, 072 | 0 
eee = RS EE: 155, 82d, L.....- 210, 000 120, 407 | 89, 593 
Do___- eR ES 534, 82d, M_____- 7,275,000 | 5, 252, 033 2, 022, 967 
Do.. ss TERE ee RE 209, 83d, N.____- 1, 754, 000 1, 754, 000 0 
ES Ee ES Stine RS | 534, 83d, T.____- 138, 000 138, 000 | 0 
Ns 5521 ciccxcceilindcnabienanceianill aoe ee 072, 7,420, 512 | 2,112, 560 
Walker Air Force Base. | ils i me 8 SE eee 3, 48%, 000 1 3, 485, 000 0 
(ETERS nce rn OE a A ci SENET, 910, 8ist, K ’ 4, 600 0 
eee jt oe eee 6 i abt 2 8, 969; 338 | 8, 969, 338 
ee ee eee ee _..| 534, 82d, M__.. 2, 809, 662 2. 809, 662 0 
Do bee aes 5 Sees ue cco) Se ee ee 33, 000 33, 000 0 
SER Sitecc lee Reise 534, 83d, T____- 4, 087, 000 4, 087, 000 0 
| Es 2S eA when teeta | __..| 19,388,600 | 19, 388, 600 | 0 
Washington National PN ee 910, Sist, K__. 48, 448 48, 448 0 
ok oe oa code aden ---| 910, 8st, K.....| 6,362,850 | 6,362,850 0 
RRS Sere Seehdeetl AS 155, 82d, L__- 3, 033, 000 2. 546, 582 486, 418 
ie... 6nd 68... ae 6, 270, 000 4, 181, 221 2, 088, 77 
"RIA, Senceienn iA AT, NOt lhe _..--| 200, 83d, N...._- 578, 000 578, 000 0 
ae mee... ae | 534, 83d, T....-- 100, 000, 100, 000 | 0 





0 ee eee ee eee eS ee 16, 343, | 850 _B, 768, 653 | __2 575, 197 








‘ Balance retained to cover cost overruns on other projects. 

















Summary by installation 





3205 





Installation 


(1) 


r 


Wolters Air Force Base -- 
Do wai 
TR RR 2) ee es) a ek 


ee - eh ee Ce ae 
Undetermined site ___-__-- 
Patrick Auxiliary No. 2-- 
Adak-Davis Naval Station_-. 


Various Alaska 
SS Sagsccc<s eee ee 


Andersen Air Force Base 
Aniak area Alaska___- 
Ashiya Airbase _ 


ete. ...... 


Bolo Airbase (northwest Guam) 
es. 


Public law, Con- 
gress, and code 
letter 


Authoriza- 
tion 


(2 (3 


- 


Autoriza- 


tion required 


and to be 
retained 
4 


by authorization public law—Continued 


Author 


+ 


able 





scissior 





1on ay 


iZA- 





or re- 











703, 00, A $OR8, 240 $O88, 240 6 
910, 8Ist, K_.__-- 1, 977, 316 1, 977, 316 0 
155, 82d, L oad 11, 427, 000 12, 280, 850 0 
534, 82d, M . 22, 093, 000 20, 665, 700 $1. 427. 300 
209, 83d, N _- : 37, 000 37, 000 0 
 k | &, ae 1, 146, 000 1, 146, 000 0 
a es Oe 37, 668, 556 37, 095, 106 1, 427. 300 
155, 82d, L 13, 237, 000 6, 171, 066 , 065, G34 
910, Sist, K_- 1, 633, 144 1, 633, 144, 7 0 
155, 82d, L 1, 158, 000 1, 158, 000 0 
534, 82d, M_. 1, 776, 000 1, 776, 000 0 
534, 83d, T 94, 000 94, 000 0 

nal 4, 661, 144 4, 661, 144 are - 0 
910, 81st, K____.- 2,936,540! 2, 936, 540 0 


11, 126, 000 


ebigicuan 845, 000 
7 eS ee 14, 907, 540 
564, Sist, G___. 
910, Sist, K 


5, 82d, L_-_- 
209, 83d, N 
, 83d, T- 


SIst, K__- 
82d, L_- 
, 82d, M. 
83d, N__-- 





910, Sist, K 
55, 82d, L_- 
209, 83d, N 
534, 83d, T_- 
534, 82d, M 
299, 83d, N 
£34, 83d, T_- 


200, 83d, N__ 
534, 83d, T 
534, 83d, T 
626, 80th, B_- 
564, Sst, G 
910, Sist, K 
534, 824, M 
534, 83d, T_- 

09, 83d, N 
155, 82d, L_- 
703, 0 


| 
, Sist, K 


git 


a S572. OF 

910, 8Ist, K 550, Ox 
534, 83d, M 11, 367, Ox 
O17. 

an; Ge, a... 1, 541, OM 
910, Sist, K__ 5, 225, OK 
seecese t te (aa 


9, 784, O11 


13, 565, 55 


1, 341, 989 
0 





1, 341, 989 








2, 963, 253 
360 


3, 425 


20, 797, 459 
4,115, 400 
5, 847,000 





444, S67 


2, 395, OO 


55 

11, 367 
i, 

¢ 66. 


57, 647 


0 
9, 110, 651 

0 

0 

9. 1468, 28 

0 

0 

0, 733 

0 

0 
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3206 





letter 
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(Whereupon, at 12 noon, the committee adjourned until 10 a. m., 
Wednesday, May 18, 1955.) 


House or REepresENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Wednesday, May 18, 19565. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman, pre- 
siding. 

The Cuarrman. Now let the committee come to order. 

Members of the committee, we will take title 2 of the bill, section 
201, on page 14. 

The first witness this morning is the distinguished Secretary of the 
Navy, Mr. Thomas. 

In understand Mr. Thomas has an engagement to speak at Williams- 
burg at some exercise around about noon. So I hope we can have the 
benefit of his testimony and permit him to keep that engagement. 

Mr. Secretary, will you please come around. 

On behalf of the committee, I want to say it is a pleasure to have 
you here. We welcome the opportunity to have your advice and coun- 
sel and the suggestions from the Secretary of the Navy. 
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As we proceed along with the bill, it may be necessary we will have 
to ask you to come back. If you have a prepared statement you want 
to submit now, the committee will hear you without interruption. 

Secretary Tuomas. Mr. Chairman, thank you, and I do have a pre- 
pared statement, which if I may I would like to read to the committee. 

The CHarrmay. All right. 

Secretary Tuomas. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, 
I am here today with Secretary Fogler and my military assistants to 
present the fiscal year 1956 public-works program, 

To set this program in its proper perspective, it is first necessary to 
recall its relation to our overall defense program. 

President Eisenhower has indicated that the fundamental defense 
policy of the Department of Defense is to prepare a military program 
which is adequate, balanced, and long-ranged; a program which will 
prevent war and at the same time a program which our national econo- 
my can support indefinitely. 

In any size or type of war which can now be foreseen, the need of 
a strong and adequate United States Navy is more essential than it 
has ever been before. We must have command of the seas so that we 
can consolidate our strengths with those of our friends and allies. 

We must always be able to cross the seas to supply our industrial 
machine—still the free world’s arsenal—with the many critical raw 
materials we need. We must havea Navy for transporting our armies 
overseas and for keeping them supplied. We must contro] the oceans 
in order to operate and supply our worldwide network of bases. And 
most important, we must be able to exploit the seas to keep the conflict 


away from our shores, and to carry the fight into an enemy’s own 


territory. 

One of the vital parts of that overall defense program is a sound 
and effective public-works program. In the broadest terms, the pro- 
gram being presented to you has three objectives: 

First, to contribute directly to the Navy’s combat effectiveness. 

Second, to obtain certain capital-investment projects which will per- 
mit the Navy to operate more effectively at lower taxpayer cost. 

Third, to make a modest start on certain projects which are vital to 
morale and welfare. 

You will be interested, I think, in how this program was reached. 
The sequence of development was as follows. First of all, the Chief 
of Naval Operations determined the military requirements. The tech- 
nical bureaus in the Navy Department submitted recommendations for 
the facilities or projects needed to meet these requirements. The Bu- 
reau of Yards and Docks, and its district public-works officers, engi- 
neered the projects. 

Then the entire program was reviewed by a board in the Office of the 
Chief of Naval Operations known as the Shore.Station Development 
Board. This Board reviewed each project and discussed it with the 
technical bureau concerned. 

The program was then reviewed by the Assistant Secretary of the 
Navy for Material, Mr. Fogler, and finally the program was again 
reviewed and approved to make it compatible with overall defense 
needs in the Office of the Secretary of Defense and by the Bureau of 
the Budget. 
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This process insures that every facility or project requested is fully 
justified and needed, and that it fulfills a definite need in our overall 
defense planning. 

As I stated in the beginning, the basic purpose of this program is to 
provide supporting services for our combat-ready Navy. The physi- 
cal plant of the Navy—shipyards, air stations, supply depots, research 
establishments—is one of the bedrock requirements of a strong mili- 
tary posture. 

lf that physical plant is to do its job, it must be soundly engineered 
and it must be economical in operation. Every dollar saved on this 
side of the Navy can be directly applied to increasing the strength and 
efficiency of our fighting fleets. 

In 1939, measured in terms of original acquisition cost, the value of 
the Navy’s physieal plant—facilities, equipment and buildings—was 
$635 million. 

With the buildup brought on by World War II and the Korean 
War, that value has now risen to approximately $7 billion. 

The greatest increase, of course, came during the Second World War. 
The overwhelming proportion of the wartime construction—and it 
was just that—had an estimated life of only 10 years. When these 
wartime buildings and structures were authorized and funded, it 
seemed probable that the need for them would disappear with the end 
of the war. 

Yet, these temporary buildings are still with us, uneconomical to 
operate and costly to maintain. 

As an example of an inadequate facility which we propose to replace 
under the 1956 program, I cite the case of our laboratory at the Mine 
Countermeasure Station at Panama City, Fla. 

Though the site for the station was carefully selected, and though 
it is well located to accomplish the work, the laboratory itself is housed 
in a very poor temporary structure originally designed a barracks, 
The building is overcrowded and the facility is not entirely suitable 
for the precision work which goes on there. 

The laboratory is not adapted for research and development. work 
arid this results in working conditions which make it difficult to at- 
tract and keep the needed number of capable and trained people needed 
at Panama City. I am sure you all appreciate the importance which 
this facility lends to our national security at the present time. 

As another example of an inadequate and uneconomical facility, 
I should like to mention the request for an architectural and engineer- 
ing study of a new aircraft overhaul and repair facility at the Naval 
Air Station, Pensacola, Fla. 

The present facility of 70 buildings is scattered over an area of 314 
square miles. None of the buildings was designed to be used for its 
present purpose. Oneis a gunpowder arsenal erected in 1826. Another 
is a converted stable. 

These two examples are ones that Secretary Fogler and I like to 
call self-liquidating projects, ones wherein the savings in operating 
costs will, in a short period of time, amortize the cost of new construc- 
tion. But even more important, their authorization will increase our 
production and improve our efficiency. 

A new item in the Navy’s 1956 public works program is a request 
for authority to acquire airfield-approach zone and avigation-clearance 
rights, sometimes referred to as “avigation easements.” 
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Jet airplanes—being heavier and noisier and requiring more room, 
both in the air and on the ground—have made it necessary to acquire 
increased land area and air rights to assure pilot safety, reduce loss 
and damage to planes, and to minimize damage to private citizens and 
property. 

ow I come to one of the most important items in this program: 
Family housing. 

We are requesting authority to construct 3,088 family housing units 
at a cost of $56,185,300. While this is a considerable amount, we think 
it is more than justified. 

As you all know, reenlistments have been at a critically low level 
in all the services. The recent passage of the Congress of the Career 
Incentive Act, we feel, will do a great deal to alleviate this problem 
and I would like to take this opportunity to publicly thank the Con- 
gress for its speedy passage. 

An adequate housing program for our military personnel is another 
morale factor and career incentive which we believe will additionally 
help in increasing the reenlistment rate and influence more and more 
good young men to make a military career their life’s work. 

In this same category are requests for 6 new chapels, 5 at naval 
installations and 1 at a Marine Corps installation. Each one of these 
chapels is needed to replace an inadequate or shabby one. If we believe 
that the spiritual values are important for the betterment of our young 
pecs in service, we should provide chapels that are appropriate and 

tting. 

Mr. Chairman, in summary, I believe this public works program is 
a sound one, and its passage will directly contribute to a stronger and 
more efficient Navy. 

Thank you, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

In view of the fact that you have this engagement and have to 
leave, I am not going to ask any questions. There are certain facts 
1 want to bring out later on and, no doubt, we will have to ask you to 
come back at a more convenient time. 

Secretary Tuomas. I will be delighted to do that. 

The Cuarrman. Any questions by any members of the committee 
to the Secretary this morning ? 

(No response. ) 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

Secretary Tuomas. Thank you. 

The Cuatrman. We will get in touch with you before we finish 
title 2. 

Secretary Tuomas. And I will be available at any time. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Secretary Tuomas. Thank you very much. 

The CuarrMan. Now, whois the next witness, Mr. Kelleher ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Fogler is next. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Fogler. 

Secretary Foaier. Mr. Chairman, I just have a very brief state- 
ment to make and then I will introduce Admiral Clark, who is Chair- 
man of the Shore Station Development Board, who will follow me. 

The Cuarrman. All right, the committee will be glad to hear from 
you now. 
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Secretary Focier. My only statement is this: I believe this program 
has been not only thoroughly reviewed by that Admiral Clark and 
his group in the Shore Station Development Board and Mr. Calla- 
ghan, who is my deputy for facilities, have given it the most close scru- 
tiny that any public works Navy program has had at least in recent 
years. 

: My own contact with the public works program is only beginning 
last year, but I have talked with a great many people and they have 
assured me that the review has been not only careful but it has been 
based on engineering and architectural studies and it has been inte- 
grated very thoroughly with the overall needs of the Navy as requested 
by the Chief of Naval Operations. 

And with that brief statement, I will simply introduce to you Ad- 
miral Clark, who is prepared to discuss each line, item, or any of the 
details which perhaps some of the rest of us can’t answer. 

The Cuatrman. Well, I do think, Mr. Secretary, that this bill has 
probably been considered and screened—and I base that statement 
upon the presentation by the Air Force to the committee, and I am 
satisfied the Navy has made the same close, careful examination of the 
bill. 

But we do find ourselves in this kind of shape as far as the Navy 
is concerned. 

We find that you have now unfunded $283,300,000, $525 million in 
this bill, which is a total of $813 million, and the budget has only ap- 
proved $455 million worth of public works. 

So you have a carryover of $358 million. 

Now, you notified the committee that you are going to have a res- 
cission of $151,400,000. 

So that still leaves you an unfunded authorization of $206 million. 

Now, what I am trying to accomplish and what the committee wants 
to accomplish is to try to keep the authorization and the appropria- 
tion in line. And the Navy is an old establishment and been in public 
works for a long time, and both you and the Army are closely in line 
with the appropriations of the Air Force. But you still have $206 
million on the books unfunded. And yet you are asking now for $525 
million. It puts a large authorization on the books that no contracts 
are being made for. 

So we do hope you will try to keep it as close together as possible. 

Secretary Footer. Mr. Chairman, that area has been very thorough- 
ly studied. As you know and have just stated, substantial rescissions 
have been made. I think I can assure you that we are very alert to it. 
And personally, I would be very happy, as I think you would, if we 
can bring the authorizations and the funding and the appropriations 
closer together. 

Mr. Cotz. How? 

Secretary Foeier. It is somewhat difficult, for instance 

Mr. Coir. More money or cutting them down ? 

There are two ways of accomplishing that. Which way do you 
hope it will occur ? 

Soci Foetrer. Mr. Congressman, starting from the authoriza- 
tion, I don’t think Congress should authorize and I don’t think we 
should recommend anything that is not needed by the Navy. After 
authorization, of course, we cannot proceed until there is an appropri- 
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ation. I believe after the appropriation is made we should obligate 
just as rapidly as we can with good judgment, unless before construc- 
tion or any work starts there is a change in the Navy’s mission. If 
there is a change in the Navy’s mission and any item authorized and 
for which appropriations have been made, I think it should be 
rescinded. ; 

Now, if that happened in business, where I spent most of my life, 
that would be automatic. 

The comptroller would simply immediately take it off the books. 

Mr. Corz. That is what the comptroller is trying to do right now. 

Secretary Footer. And that is what I would like to see done as 
rapidly as possible in government. Because I think it is the clean- 
cut and the most desirable way. 

It does take time, as I think you all realize, perhaps better than I 
do, to obligate all the funds in large appropriations, and some of the 
large projects extend over several years. 

Mr. Core. Mr. Chairman, may I inquire just to get a little better 
understanding of this $7 billion plant investment which Secretary 
Thomas indicated the Navy now has? 

Does that represent the cost of the plant facilities ? 

Secretary Footer. That is the acquisition cost. The replacement 
cost, I believe, would be approximately twice that. 

Mr. Core. Are those facilities included in the $7 billion total just 
the ones that are on American soil, or does it also include naval] facili- 
ties on foreign soil ? 

Secretary Focier. I would like to check that with Admiral Clark, 
but I think it includes the entire Navy facilities. It is the total plant 
account of the Navy throughout the world. 

Mr. Corr. Can you tell us how much of the $7 billion, then, is on 
foreign soil ? 

Secretary Focier. I cannot give you that answer, and I don’t know 
whether there is anyone who can. We will furnish it to you, though, 
promptly. 

Mr. Corr. Well, if you are able to add figures together and get $7 
billion, then Na must be able to know where those figures came from. 

Secretary Focier. It is available, yes, but I don’t have it with me. 


The Cnarrman. That is highly important. I suggest you try to 
have someone bring up here, so we can know what is the cost of the 
facilities in continental United States and how much we have spent 
outside of continental United States in plant investment. 

Secretary Focier. We will have that. 


Approwimate plant account cost 


Continental United States $6, 146, 194, 000 
Overseas in United States Territories and Possessions 969, 249, 000 
Foreign countries 236, 885, 000 





Grand total 7, 352, 328, 000 
Mr. Rivers. Let me ask 
The Cuarrman. Wait 1 minute, Mr. Rivers. } 
I didn’t exactly get your answer to Mr. Cole’s question, his original 


question, as to whether he wanted to reduce the authorization or in- 
crease the appropriations. 
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Now, why wouldn't it be the sound thing for you to be fighting before 
the Appropriations Committee to get all of your money to carry out 
what we have authorized, instead of coming in here today and asking 
us for more authorization ? 

You know you are short many millions. 

Mr. Smart. They are short. 

The Cuarrman. Short. Instead of increasing your authorization, 
why don’t you bring up your appropriation ? 

Why don’t you go down to the Budget and tell the Budget you need 
these things, because they have been on the books now for a year, a 
year and a half, or 2 years, instead of coming up here? 

Secretary Focier. Mr. Chairman, I think that would be a perfectly 
reasonable thing to do if the authorizations, the new authorizations 
were exactly the same for the same projects as the older and previous 
authorizations. 

But in most cases, and I think in all cases, that is not true. 

The CuHatrman. Well, Mr. Secretary 

Mr. Coir. Obviously they are not for the same projects. 

Secretary Focier. No. 

Mr. Coie. Otherwise you wouldn’t be seeking additional author- 
izations. 

There does come a question of which is more important. 

The Cuarman. That is right. 

Mr. Core. The projects which you sought and received authoriza- 
tion for a year or 2 years ago and which have not be funded or these 
projects for which you are now seeking authorization. 

I find it rather difficult to justify an attitude of urgency for the proj- 
ects that are now being requested by any of the departments in com- 
parison with the projects which were sought a couple of years ago 
and for which money has not yet been given. 

Because having sought those projects 2 years ago, that in itself 
indicated that they were of prior importance in the minds of the mili- 
tary service than the items which have occurred now. 

The CHamman. Yes. 

Following that line of thought, every witness who testified pointed 
out how urgent it is to get this authorization. They need it in the 
service immediately. And yet 2 years run by before you get the money. 

Now, certainly, it wasn’t very urgent when we gave the authoriza- 
tion, or else you would have been fussing down there with the Budget 
in trying to get the money. Because at one time you told us it was very 
urgent. 

I know personally about a project that was very urgent, where there 
was a large authorization. Now you say it is not urgent at all, after 
Congress appropriates $10 million. I cite this merely as an example. 

Secretary Focter. Well, conditions do change, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Oh, yes, I know. 

Now, I think this, Mr. Secretary 

Secretary Footer. And 

The CxHarmnan. I think this: Now, you should be fighting down, 
and the Army should be fighting down in the Budget in trying to get 
money for what is already on the statute book. 

Now, the only justification for the Air Force having this large 
unfunded authorization is due to the fact that it is a new organiza- 
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tion and is just being built up and it will take one more year to get 
them housed properly. 

Mr. Snort. Their housing, yes, but a lot of the other funds, too. 
Because of the very nature of their mission and long lead, it is neces- 
sary in building planes, and that applies also to supercarriers. 

Secretary Footer. You see we have an air arm in the Navy that has 
exactly that same problem. 

The CuatrMan. This is shops and facilities. 

Mr. Snort. Facilities—installations. 

The Cuamman. On land. It has no relation at all to shipbuilding. 

But I do think—I am not going to fuss any more and take up the 
time of the committee, But I do think you should concentrate down 
at the Budget to get your money, instead of coming up here and putting 
the pressure on pA al to continue to pile up authorizations, which 
you are going to testify today are needed and urgent and you must 
have them immediately, and yet they will stay on the books 2 years 
before you get the money. 

Now, that is the situation. 

Now, any questions for the Secretary ? 

Mr. Rivers. I want to ask some questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Secretary, I was impressed with the statement of Mr. Thomas 
regarding those avigation easements in this jet age. The committee 
has, you know, been quite concerned about not getting enough land 
to start with on these bases, these air bases. And he said that you 
are making quite an intense study of that overall problem—this larger, 
much larger safety zone, necessitating the acquisition of land for these 
avigation easements. 

I wish you would tell the committee what steps you are taking in 
regard to acquiring the needed land in this jet age, with this terrific 
noise, which is causing so much trouble all over the place. 

And we have had a lot of complaints up here about it. What is the 
Navy doing about that ? 

Secretary Fociter. We have one of the largest items in this program 
which we are recommending today for avigation easements. And we 
have in the Navy a need in connection with an individual airfield 
for easements which are in addition to those normally needed by the 
Air Force. We have a need for what we call lateral areas. Because 
the pilots who are trained for carrier landing have to be trained for 
an approach which is different than the approach which is normally 
made for land landings. And later in the presentation we have a very 
short movie to demonstrate the need for lateral easements. 

And we have endeavored in this program to present—and we hope 
there will be approved and money appropriated for the very substan- 
tial beginning in acquiring the easements which are needed not only 
to protect the loss of planes but to protect the public. Because the 
advent of the jet plane and its ever increasing size and power brings 
some problems which are very difficult and which are very different 
than the problems of a relatively few years ago when prop planes were 
the common planes in use. 

And we are also having made in the Navy by a preliminary ad hoc 
committee a further study as to what the total problem of the use 
of jet planes is as the future figures and bigger planes come into use, 
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ones that are even bigger, more powerful and with greater noise, than 
the ones that are in use today either by the Navy or the Air Force. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

Now the next witness is Adm. S. R. Clark, Director of Shore 
Establishment Development, Office of the Chief of Naval Operations. 

Admiral Clark, will you please come around ? 

Now, Admiral, have you a prepared statement to submit to the com- 
mittee ? 

Admiral CiarK. Yes, sir, I have. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, let the admiral submit his statement uninterrupted. 

Admiral Ciarx. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, before the Chiefs 
of Bureaus and Offices of the Navy Department present their individ- 
ual programs, I should like to present to you in brief the objectives 
of the Navy shore station improvement plan, the authorizations to 
date, the requirements remaining and in broad terms the current pro- 
gram, highlighting some of the new projects and the reasons therefor. 

At the conclusion of my statement Rear Admiral Perry, Chief of 
the Bureau of Yards and Docks, will present with your permission 
the construction status of our program. 

I shall then explain briefly the format of the justification sheets 
before proceeding with the detailed presentation of line items. 

Our public works program is based on a continuing shore station 
improvement plan designed to support the current and planned force 
levels of the Navy. 

The facilities included are essential to meet our strategic require- 
ments, to keep abreast of technological advancements in materials and 
weapons, to replace deteriorated and uneconomical facilities, to con- 
duct research to meet the fleet’s operational needs, and to improve the 
living conditions of our personnel. 

During the years since 1950 the shore station improvement plan has 
been drastically revised and brought up to date. There have been 
changes and deletions due to changes in force levels and the applica- 
tion of new criteria issued by higher authority, additions due to joint 
strategic requirements and modification of our base development plan. 

There have been changes in the plan in relative priority given to 
various projects. As an example, since Korea we have assigned higher 
priority to the expansion and development of facilities required to 
train personnel in the operation of new weapons in jet aircraft. 

Since 1950, the Congress, that is the 80th through the 83d have 
authorized the Navy to proceed with 2.19 billion program. 

Funds have been appropriated or accumulated through construc- 
tion savings to accomplish all the projects authorized, with the excep- 
tion of present existing authorizations totaling about $286 million. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, I don’t see the Admiral’s statement 
here. 

Mr. Ketieuer. It is not, Mr. Devereux. 

Mr. Devereux. All right. 

Mr. Coir. We have something in front of us which says it is the 
Admiral’s statement and he isn’t following the statement. 
Admiral Crark. Sir? 

Mr. Devereux. This is just something else that is confusing. 
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Mr. Cotz. We have a statement in front of us which purports to be a 
statement, Admiral, and you are not following what we have in front 
of us very closely. 

Admiral Crark. I regret that, sir. 

The Cxatrman. I was hoping to catch up somewhere. [| Laughter. ] 

The Cuatrman. I suggest, Admiral, that you start off with this 
statement of May 17, the Department of the Navy housing program. 

That is what you submitted here to us. What other statement have 
you, Admiral? 

Admiral Ciark. That was a statement prepared, sir, that should 
not have gotten before the committee. 

The Cuatrman. What did you say ? 

Admiral CrarK. That is a statement on housing which I intended 
to submit for the record should you wish to go into the housing matter. 
It should not have been presented to the committee. 

The CuarrMan. Where is the statement that you are submitting 
now ¢ 

Have you any copies of it? 

Any copies of the statement ? 

Admiral Ciark. I think the counsel—— 

The Cuatrman. Have you any copies of the statement ? 

Mr. Kevriener. I do not, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Waitaminute. He hasa copy here. 

Mr. Deverevx. Let’s start over again. I wil pay more attention. 

The Cuarrman. All right, we will start over. 

Mr. Patrerson. Read a little slower ? 

Admiral Crark. Does the Chairman wish me 

The Cuatrman. Let’s see if we have a copy of the statement. 

Mr. Ketieuer. I have been furnished no copies of the statement, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Admiral, I think we should have a statement so we 
can follow you. Because we want to examine you closely about the 
statement. I don’t want to lose this time. 

Admiral Ciark. Does the Chairman wish me to continue ? 

Mr. Cote. Mr. Chairman, I suggest the admiral start over again 
and read a little—on view of the oversight of preparing a statement 
for all of us to have, I suggest you start over and go a little more 
slowly so we can absorb it. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Listen to what the admiral says. We were all trying to follow this 
and we couldn’t find it. 

Admiral Cuark. It is about a 12-minute statement, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Goahead. Now read slow so we can follow you. 

Admiral Cruark. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, before the chiefs of 
the bureaus and offices of the Navy Department present their indi- 
vidual programs, I should like to present to you in brief the objectives 
of the navy shore station improvement plan, the authorization to date, 
the requirements remaining, and in broad terms the current program, 
highlighting some of the new projects and the reasons therefor. 

At the conclusion of my statement, Rear Admiral Perry, Chief of 
the Bureau of Yards and Docks will present with your permission 
the construction status of our program. I shall then explain briefly 
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the format of the justification sheets before proceeding with the de- 
tailed presentation of line items. 

_ Our public works program is based on a continuing shore station 
improvement plan designed to support the current and planned force 
levels of the Navy. 

The facilities included are essential to meet our strategic require- 
ments, to keep abreast of technological advancements in material and 
weapons, to replace deteriorated and uneconomical facilities, and to 
conduct research to meet the fleet’s operational needs and to improve 
the living conditions for our people. 

During the year since 1950 when the shore station improvement 
plan was drastically revised and brought up to date, there have been 
changes, deletions due to changes in force levels, and the application 
of new criteria issued by higher authority, additions due to joint stra- 
tegic requirements and modifications of our base development plans. 

There have been changes in the plan in the relative priority given 
to various projects. As an example, since Korea we have assigned 
higher priority to the expansion and development of facilities required 
to train personnel in the operation of new weapons in jet aircraft. 

Since 1950 the Congresses, that is the 80th through the 83d, have 
authorized the Navy to proceed with a $2.19 billion program. 

Funds have been appropriated or accumulated through construc- 
tion savings to accomplish all the projects authorized, with the ex- 
ception of present existing authorizations totaling about $286 million. 

Of the unfunded authorization, we have recommended rescission 
of $151 million during this session of Congress—$21.8 million of the 
remaining unfunded existing authorization we plan to fund this year ; 
$64 million will be retained for projects requiring further study and 
projects awaiting the granting of base rights; and $4.9 million exist- 
ing authorization is to be retained to provide the Bureau of Yards 
and Docks with flexibility to take care of the projects now under 
construction, or which will become under construction. 

Within the authorization of funds made available by Congress, the 
Navy to date has accomplished approximately 50 percent of the basic 
program. With all that has been done—and we believe we have used 
the authority and appropriations granted austerely and in keeping 
with the intent of the Congress—we are still a long way from the goal 
of providing proper shore base support to the naval air and sea forces 
and the Marine Corps. 

Our remaining requirements, not including replacements, total ap- 
proximately $1.7 billion. 

We will program our requirements, plus a certain amount of replace- 
ment projects, over the next several years. Our most urgent projects 
will be given the highest priority. 

The 1956 program of urgent projects for which we are requesting 
new authorization from the Congress totals $579,425,300 including 
family housing. 

Of that amount, $487 million is for new facilities and approximately 
$92 million is for replacement. 

Now, functionally and percentagewise this program breaks down as 
shown on this chart. And I should explain here that the solid colors 
are continental and the hatched area on top are overseas. 

(Chart displayed.) 
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Admiral Crark. Dollarwise 58.3 percent of the projects are for 
operational facilities. All these percentages are dollarwise, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

These include aircraft maintenance and air training, storage, air- 
field pavements, communications, navigational aids, waterfront im- 
provements, ordnance installations, medical facilities and improve- 
ments to Marine Corps bases. 

Some of the more critical needs are two overseas bases for our air 
early warning system. 

Mr. Chairman, my statement goes on here. I have a complete break- 
down. 

Would you prefer that I continue or shall I simply point to the 
chart and answer questions? 

I have about two more pages of breaking it down, sir. 

The CuarrMan. I am not in position to ask many questions because 
I can’t follow what you are saying as well as I could if I had it before 
me in black and white. 

But you go ahead and make your statement. But I certainly would 
appreciate your bringing it to the desk here this morning. 

Mr. Parrerson. Can we go on to something else, Mr. Chairman, 
and then let the admiral come back tomorrow so we will know what 
he is talking about? 

The CHatrman. We’ve got to know what the admiral is talking 
about before we can intelligently approach the bill. 

Mr. Parrerson. That is right. 

Mr. Wirson. I think we can follow what: he is saying, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The CHarrMan. Go ahead, Admiral. Present the bill the way you 
want to present. 

Admiral Criark. 12.3 percent of the program is devoted to troop 
housing. Permanent barracks are required at Newport, Great Lakes, 
Coronado, and at various air stations. 

Most of the barracks requested are for replacement of deteriorated 
structures. Many new ones are required overseas. 

Training facilities for other than naval air forces comprise 1.9 per- 
cent of our request. 

Critical deficiencies now exist in many fleet bases, training centers 
and Marine Corps bases where facilities for training in the operation 
of new weapons are lagging. 

Under the Bureau of Personnel program we are requesting modern- 
‘zation of a bomb disposal school. That is another example that comes 
under that heading; 6.5 percent of the authorization is for research. 
A new maneuvering basin is requested for the David Taylor model 
basin at Carderock, Md., in order to conduct research in the behavior 
and control of high speed submarines in rough seas. 

Expansion of the Navy’s mine countermeasure station at Panama 
City, Fla., is required so the Navy may keep abreast of developments 
in mines and protective countermeasures. 

That is the project Mr. Thomas mentioned to you, sir; 2.7 percent 
of the authorization required is for the improvement of welfare and 
recreation facilities—chapels, a limited number of playing fields, 
theaters, gymnasiums, and the like. 
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Two and one-tenth percent of the authorization request is for land 
acquisition, in the main for construction projects included in the 
program. 

Three and nine-tenths percent of the authorization request is for 
new avigation clearance program, which Mr. Fogler described, and 
which we are prepared to describe at greater length, sir. 

While we are requesting a considerable amount of land in fee this 
year for construction sites and protection of Government investment, 
we are returning to the public domain 23,600 acres of land now in Navy 
custody. 

This is valued at about $42 million. 

Two and six-tenths percent of the authorization request is for pollu- 
tion abatement projects. This type of project is programed in order 
that the Navy may conform to an Executive order and municipal and 
State laws aimed at the elimination of sewage pollution of rivers and 
harbors. 

Family quarters requested are 9.7 percent of the authorization re- 
quest; 80 percent of our housing is requested for overseas stations. 

Mr. Parrerson. Are those permanent structures, Admiral ? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Parrerson. Overseas ¢ 

Admiral] Ciark. Yes, sir. 

The fiscal 1955 military housing bill provided a limited number, 
1,739 family quarters last year, but did not provide for certain over- 
seas stations which have accordingly been included in this program. 

I have a breakdown of the authorization requested by each bureau 
and office of the Navy Department and it is shown on the chart here. 

With your permission, sir, I will wait until the rest of the copies 
arrive in this room, rather than read them off, sir, because I don’t be- 
lieve they will possibly remember them. 

This concludes my general presentation of the Navy program. With 
your permission, Mr. Chairman, Admiral Perry, the Chief of the 
Bureau of Yards and Docks, would like to present the construction 
status of the Navy public-works program. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Cote. Mr. Chairman, before Admiral Perry starts, may I in- 
quire of Admiral Clark ? 

As the senior officer of this special board that Secretary Thomas 
referred to in his statement, the Shore Station Development Board, 
peer was the aggregate of projects which your Board considered, in 
cost 

Admiral Cuark. We considered it in two phases, sir. 

First we made a screening review and that aggregated approxi- 
mately $1 billion for this year’s urgent program. 

Mr. Coxe. $1 billion? 

Admiral Crarx. $1 billion. Then we made detailed analyses of 
about $825 million, sir. And this is the result of our screening—— 

Mr. Cotz. Wait. When the Board finished, what was the aggregate 
of the Board’s recommendation ? 

Admiral CLark. Six hundred—have ‘rae that figure ? 

Captain Lams. (Aside to the admiral.) 

Admiral Ciark. About $625 million, sir, exclusive of housing. 
Housing came into the picture at that time, a little later. 
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Mr. Cotz. How much does the housing total ? 

Admiral Ciark. We took a worldwide survey, Mr. Cole, and we 
have a total requirement on—— 

Mr. Cotz. Well, unless you have the answer right there, let me—— 

Admiral CiarK. $72,064,400. 

That was our original request. 

Mr. Coxe. Of the billion dollar total which was laid on the desk 
of your Board to start with, you sifted them out and came to a final 
total of $625 million ? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. Corz. That you sent to Secretary Fogler’s Office ? 

Admiral CuarK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Cote. Now did his office reduce it to the $525 million ? 

Admiral Cuiarx. The total remained substantially the same, but 
they were not all the same projects. 

In other words, some—through the advice of his board and lookin 
into the construction feasibility, as to whether the project we fended 
was the best way to get to meet the requirement—— 

Mr. Cotz. You-— 

Admiral CxarK. Sometimes he eliminated or told us to defer. 
Sometimes he brought in new projects which we in the Board felt 
might have been done next year through his own examination of the 
many stations. 

He has a board that goes around and looks at it. And in some 
cases he—— 

Mr. Cotz. There are two boards, then, that pass on these projects 
that are sent in—— 

Admiral CuarK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Cotz. By the commandant of the various districts? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coz. One type board that is set up by Secretary Thomas and 
a board set up by Secretary Fogler, then ? 

Admiral RK. No, sir. 

There is one in the office of the Chief of Naval Operations. That is 
my Board, the one that I head. 

One in the office of the assistant Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Fogler. 

One secretarial board and one military fey 

And after that it goes down to Mr. Floete, in the Office of the Assist- 
ant Secretary of Defense for Properties and Installations, who again 
reviews. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Cole—— 

Admiral Crarx. This program. 

Mr. Rivers. Will you yield there, Mr. Cole? 

The Cuarrman. Wait one minute. 

Mr. Cote. Well, were there many instances where the civilian board, 
Mr. Fogler’s board, introduced new items which had not been recom- 
mended by the military board? 

Admiral Ciark. Not too many as individual items, sir. 

Some were quite important, though. 

Mr. Coxe. It could not have been too important in the mind of the 
military ¢ 

Admiral Ciark. Sir? 

Mr. Cotz. They apparently were not important in the minds of the 
military, were they ? 











3224 


Admiral Criark. No, sir; they were important in the minds of the 
military 

Mr. Core. The military did not include them? 

Admiral Crarx. No, sir. The requirement remained the same in 
the area, in any area that you might talk about. 

His board has a group of civilian consultants who go to areas and 
very often discover ways to skin the cat, so to speak, other than the 
military themselves have discovered as the most feasible way to do 
the job. 

Mr. Cote. You mean the board of civilians are better at this than 
the board of naval officers? 

Admiral Crark. Well, they may be. 

If it is a matter of business judgment or if it is a matter of con- 
struction feasibility, it may be. 

Mr. Core. What was the aggregate that was sent by Secretary Fog- 
ler finally to Secretary Floete? 

Admiral Crarx. About the same as we gave to Mr. Fogler, sir, about 
$625 million. 

The Cuarrman. Then, Mr. Floete reduced it about $100 million? 

Because it is $535 million now. 

That is including housing. 

Mr. Footer. Mr. Chairman? 

The Carman. Mr. Fogler? 

Secretary Foaier. May I make a comment in connection with Con- 
gressman Cole’s question ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Secretary Focier. In my office we do not have the responsibility and 
we do not attempt to determine military requirements at all. 

That is done by the Chief of Naval Operations. It is our responsi- 
bility to try to see that those requirements are met as economically as 
possible and to see that the total cost is integrated, And this is a 
in connection with the Secretary’s Office, directly in connection with 
the Secretary’s Office, and that is integrated into the total Navy 
budget. 

Now two specific items that in my office we urged to be put in as 
requirements in a larger measure than had been included by the Chief 
of Naval Operations, through Admiral Clark was the sewage pollu- 
tion clearance problem and the avigation easement problem. 

We felt that they belonged in a higher requirement priority than 
did the Chief of Naval Oper rations because they affect the Navy’s rela- 
tionships in connection with the sewage to such a great degree with 
the communities concerned. 

And with the avigation estimates, the matter of safety and protec- 
tion of the public w as so great. 

Now they were not forced in. They went in with a completely co- 
oe discussion with Admiral Clark’s board. 

Mr. Core. After you are given the authorization you seek now, 
which apparently totals $ 580 million you say, Admiral Clark? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

The Navy still has requirements for $1.7 billion. 

Our long-range program is—— 

Mr. Coz. W ell, in your statement you said that since Korea you had 


been given $2.19 billion and that you still will have need for $1.7 
billion. 
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Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. me 

Mr. Core. I am wondering if that $580 million which you now seek 
isa part of the $1.7 billion ? 

Admiral CrarK. It is. 

Mr. Cote. It is? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. So the committee can understand, then, that you 
will be back here next year with a large program, in the neighborhood 
of $500 million or more ? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir; probably more. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Durham ? 

Mr. Durnam. Admiral Clark, I noticed in your chart there a few 
minutes ago, you had a little over 2 percent of the total request for 
recreational facilities 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. In listing those facilities, which you mentioned in 
your statement, you did not mention any swimming pools? 

Admiral Ciark. There are some swimming pools in it, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. There are? 

Admiral Crark. I believe every one, though, is on an air station 
where it is a combination swiming and training pool, where they will 
practice ditching. 

But we are including swimming pools for isolated stations, particu- 
larly in places in the Tropics—Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. 

Mr. Duruam. You feel they are a part of your recreational 
facilities ? 

Admiral] Ciark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. Mr. Rivers, any questions? 

Mr. Rivers. I just wanted to ask following what Mr. Cole had said 
about these boards. 

Do both of the boards under the cognizance of you have, Mr. Secre- 
tary Fogler—are they on-site survey boards ? 

Secretary Foater. No, sir; they are not. 

The members of each of these boards do take trips. 

Mr. Rivers. And conduct on-site surveys ? 


Secretary Focier. And conduct surveys to develop whether the proj- 
ect has been well planned. 


Mr. Rivers. I see. 

Secretary Foater. And whether the need locally is being met in a 
correct way. 

Mr. Rivers. You do wherever possible and feasible make these vis- 


ual and on-site surveys to determine the actual need ? 

Secretary Focier. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. In many instances? 

Secretary Focter. Yes, sir; we do. 

The Cuatrman. Now, Admiral, will you please try to have your 
statement for the committee to examine tomorrow ? r 

We will probably ask you some more questions. 

The next witness is Admiral Perry, Chief of the Bureau of Yards 
and Docks. 

He has the responsibility for all this construction. 

All right, Admiral, the committee—now, members of the commit- 
tee, this is Admiral Perry, who is the head of the Bureau of Yards 
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and Docks and the responsibility for the shore construction falls in 
his office. 

In addition thereto, he is doing some construction for the Air Force. 

He is the one who will have the responsibility of implementing and 
building all these establishments and stations. 

Admiral, it is a pleasure to have you up here. We will be glad to 
have you make any statement you desire to make. 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee 

Mr. Gavin. May I ask the chairman: The statement that we have 
here is the one that the admiral is going to follow now ? 

The CHatrman. We will find out in a few minutes. [Laughter. ] 

Go ahead, Admiral. 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, as 
this committee knows, the Bureau of Yards and Docks is responsible 
for the design and construction of the buildings and facilities for the 
Navy Department authorized and appropriated for under the heading 
“Public works, Navy.” 

As Chief of the Bureau, I would like to report briefly to the com- 
mittee on the status of construction of the Navy’s shore establishment. 

The procedures and reviews employed in the development of the 
fiscal year 1956 submission have already been described. The Bureau 
of Yards and Docks and its field organizations have actively partici- 
pated from the inception of the program in furnishing technica] ad- 
vice, feasibility studies, advance planning, and engineering cost esti- 
mates. 

This participation was continuous up through the highest levels 
of screening and review. All pe in this program have been ad- 
vance planned, in most instances by private architects and engineers 
following design criteria established by the Bureau. 

In the engineering development of public works programs in re- 
cent years, the Bureau of Yards and Docks has relied heavily on the 
availability of advance planning funds granted to us by the Congress. 

Through the use of these funds, the Bureau has been able to im- 
prove greatly the development of design and cost data for budget sub- 
missions to this and other committees. 

In fact, in fiscal year 1956 we are requesting $15 million for this 
purpose as contrasted with only one-third or less than that amount 
in prior years, This advance planning is being directed toward pro- 
ducing strictly functional facilities with durability consistent with 
their missions. 

As outlined in previous statements, the Navy during the years 1948 
through 1955 has received authorizations of approximately $2.19 bil- 
lion and appropriations covering these authorizations of about $1.9 
billion. 

As of July 1, 1955—that is, this year—we will have obligated all but 
$122 million of total funds previously granted us. However, only $65 
million of the $122 million represents the total amount available to 
further the physica] development of the Navy’s shore establishment. 

I will be present throughout these hearings and I will be pleased to 
answer any questions concerning the operation of the Bureau of Yards 
and Docks and the construction of the Navy’s public works program. 
Thank you very much. 
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The Carman. As I understand your statement, you have $122 
million that you are not even asking—that you have not let the con- 
tracts for? 

Admiral Perry. That is right. 

The CHatmman. Now, how come you have not let the contracts? 
You are coming in here and asking for authorization and you have 
appropriations amounting to $122 million that you have not even 
contracted for? 

Admiral Perry. You are absolutely correct as to the amount, Mr. 
Chairman. 

As I explained in this statement, of that $122 million only $65 mil- 
lion of it was actually available to us to let contracts with. 

The remainder of the money, which is $57 million, is tied up in what 
I call static commitments. 

In other words, we have to hold back moneys that the Congress has 
given us, that is set aside the moneys for the purchase of long lead time 
collateral items, for the purchase of lands that have not been paid for, 
and as I explained in here for administrative costs which have not 
yet occurred in the actual construction of these facilities. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, as the one charged with the construction, it 
naturally follows that you prepare the request to the Budget for the 
public works, do you not ? 

Admiral Perry. I prepare or my Bureau prepares 

The Cuarman. That is right. 

Admiral Perry. The estimates on which that request goes forward. 

The Cuamman. That is right. Then you send it over to somebody 
and you tell them “The Bureau of Public Works, to carry out the 
authorization, wants so much money.” 

Admiral Perry. That is correct, yes, sir. 

Mr. Suorr. Mr, Chairman, I notice here, too, he is requesting $15 
million, which is a pretty large sum of money, for the improvement 
of design and cost data that you submit to the Budget 

Admiral Prrry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Suort. That is 2 or 3 times, as you say, as much as you have 
been receiving. In prior years it was less. How have you been able 
to do that ? 

Admiral Perry. It is almost three times as much as we have had in 
prior years, Mr. Short. 

Mr. Suort. Yes, three times as much. 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. But bear in mind 

Mr. Suort. How large a force do you have? 

Admiral Perry. These moneys would be used, Mr. Short, to 
advance-plan projects, so that when we come before you gentlemen 
and the other committees of Congress we have as accurate cost data 
and as accurate advance design data as we can possibly obtain. 

Mr. Suorr. I was wondering why you had to have three times as 
much as you have been having in previous years. You have been doing 
: a poor job, or the program has expanded to such an extent 

1a 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Short, you will notice two things. One is that 
we have not done the best job that we could. 

The Cuatrman. What? 
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Admiral Perry. We have not done the best job that we could. That 
is one. 

Mr. Suorr. Confession is good for the soul. 

Admiral Perry. No. 2: You will notice the program is expanding. 

Mr. SHort. You think by this expenditure, on the overall program, 
you can save millions of dollars ¢ 

Admiral Prrry. I do two things. I save money that way and I also 
save time because, as you gentlemen are well aware, an appropriation 
is given to us let us say, on the Ist of July and I have to sit back for 6 
to 8 months after the Ist of July before I can let any construction con- 
tracts whatsoever. 

If I have these things properly planned, I can immediately begin 
to obligate for construction work itself, as soon as the money is given 
to me. 

Mr. Suorr. That is a pretty good explanation of why they perhaps 
have not spent some of this money that they already have. 

Admiral Perry. That is exactly it. 

Mr. SxHort. Too late in getting it. 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Short, that is it. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ¢ 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. Admiral, are you completely satisfied with the way the 
overall picture is handled with regard to the Spanish construction ? 

Admiral Perry. You have really presented me a poser. 

Mr. Rivers. I won’t embarrass you. Are you still having trouble 
finding out who your boss is ? 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Rivers, my boss is sitting at this table, or the 
one that I consider my boss. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, who is your boss, anyway ? 

Admiral Perry. I consider that Secretary Fogler is my boss. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, at times in the past you had trouble finding out 
just who was your boss, though, haven’t you ? 

Admiral Perry. Well, sometimes it is rather difficult, yes, sir. 
| Laughter. | 

Mr. Rivers. And haven’t you had a little trouble from time to time 
getting hold of the money with regard to Spain ? 

Admiral Perry. No; I do not think I have had any trouble getting 
hold of the money. I might have had to fight a little bit for it, but 
I got hold of the money ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. It has caused you a little concern from time to time, 
hasn’t it? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. It has caused me concern. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, has that concern increased or diminished ? 

Admiral Perry. It has diminished. 

Mr. Rivers. I am glad to hear that. 

Admiral Perry. Yes. 

The CHarrMan. Now you are constructing in Spain for the Air 
Force ? 

Admiral Perry. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. And the Navy also? You had 

All right ? 

Mr. Rivers. If you will recall, I introduced the amendment which 
directed the Air Force to utilize the Navy 
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Admiral Perry. That is correct. 

Mr. Rivers. For its construction. So I take a little credit for you 
doing it, and I want to see you do a good job, like you have always 
done. 

Admiral Perry. I hope I can live up to what you expect of me. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Devereux ? 

Mr. Deverrux. Admiral, this advance money: That is then, after 
you get your project under way, charged against the particular project, 
on the portion that is used ? 

Admiral Perry. No, sir; it is not. If I might make a suggestion ? 
My feeling is that we could set up an advance planning fund, a revolv- 
ing fund, and get the detailed plans and specifications ready. When 
the money was given to us, then we could take from the line item 
appropriations the amount of money that was spent on the prepara- 
tions of those detailed plans and specifications and put it back into 
this revolving fund. 

Mr. Devereux. That would give us a more accurate picture as to 
the cost of these various line items, wouldn’t it ? 

Admiral Perry. I feel certain it would. 

Mr. Devereux. How about the question so far as the building you 
are doing for the Air Force? Do you get any money from the Air 
Force for advance planning ? 

Admiral Perry. Well 

Mr. Devereux. I mean from the Air Force for advance planning. 

Admiral Perry. No, sir; we do not—not in the terms that we use 
for advance planning. All the advance planning, detailed planning 
and everything else, has been done right in Spain thus far. 

Mr. Devereux. That is all. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Gavin. I have a question, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. Wurson. Admiral Perry, what criteria do you plan to use in 
deciding what projects can have advance planning? In other words, 
you certainly have to be careful to choose the projects that you think 
will be approved at a later date. 

Are you setting up some sort of a board to determine which projects 
should be approved ¢ 

Admiral Perry. Well, understand this, Mr. Wilson. 

We would never have enough money to do them all, and naturally 
we would choose those projects which were at the top of the priority 
list as given to me by the Chief of Naval Operations. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Gavin ? 

Mr. Gavin. Admiral, you have the civilian board and your naval 
board to develop your projects program. 

I wonder if there was any liaison between the Department of the 
Army and the Department of the Air Force and the Department of 
the Navy after the programs have been developed for the respective 
branches, whether there is any attempt to see whether there is any 
duplication of facilities or whether or not there is a possibility of co- 
ordinating facilities, or does the Navy go their way, the Army their 
way, and the Air Force their way, and you all develop your programs 
without any liaison to determine whether we can effect any economies 
in this entire program ? 

55066—55—No. 20 —22 
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Admiral Perry. Mr. Gavin, I think Secretary Fogler is really more 
qualified to answer your question than I am. 

Mr. Gavin. Who? 

Admiral Perry. Secretary Fogler. 

Mr. Gavin. All right. 

Let’s hear from Mr. Fogler. 

Secretary Focier. Mr. Gavin, one of the purposes of the review of 
the total program and the line items in the office-——— 

Mr. Gavin. I can’t hear you. 

Just a minute. 

Secretary Foater. One of the purposes of the review of the entire 
public-works program and the line items in the Office of the Secretary 
of Defense—and that in connection with the public-works program 
is Assistant Secretary of Defense Floete—is to deal with that very 
problem which you have brought up, to see that there does not get into 
the programs duplications. 

And then in addition to that, Admiral Perry, in the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks, keeps closely in touch with his opposites in the Air 
Force and in the Army. 

But the program itself has been reviewed in the Office of the Secre- 
tary of Defense, one of the purposes of which I want to restate is to 
prevent duplication in the public-works program. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, I wonder sometimes whether you do, you study 
that intensely as you might to prevent duplications. And what 
brings it to my attention—and I have not had the answer yet—is on 
page 30 of the bill, the Marine Corps Air Station, at Kaneohe Bay, 
T. H.: airfield pay, fuel dispensing facilities, and family housing. 

When we were down there several years ago they already had an 
installation of airbases and also for fuel dispensing facilities. 

I can’t recall whether it was the Army or the Navy. But I note now 
that the Marine Corps are coming along. And I can’t understand why 
that whole area, Kaneohe Bay, is not coordinated into one airbase, with 
one fuel-dispensing facilities and one everything, rather than have the 
Army in there and the Air Force in there and the Navy in there, all 
with their individual setups. 

In other words, if you had a base for fuel-dispensing facilities, 
nothing could stop you from running pipelines to the Army and to 
the Air Force or whoever is handling that particular facility. . 

That is why I wonder if you are closely enough coordinated in your 
programs and your thinking that you are not duplicating a lot of 
facilities at different bases. 

Secretary Foeter. Mr. Gavin, I believe that Admiral Clark can 
give you quite detailed information in regard to that. 

Mr. Gavin. All right, let’s hear it. 

Admiral CriarKk. Yes, sir. That question of coordination and lack 
of duplication comes up on every project that we present to the Secre- 
tary of Defense, before he approves our program. 

In the case of Kaneohe, sir, the Marines there are going to operate 
jets. They are going to be working with a regimental combat team, 
in close air-support exercises—— 

Mr. Gavin. I can’t hear you, Admiral. 

Admiral Criark. I am sorry, sir. The Marines there, sir, are work- 
ing in conjunction with a regimental combat team that is there, in 
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close air-support practiceand work, and there is physically not enough 
room, sir, to base them on any of the other air stations where there 
are different kinds of planes, different missions, and entirely different 
operational requirements. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, that is all right for the planes. 

Now, what about the fuel and the storage and other facilities there 
on that base? Why couldn’t they be operated for furnishing supplies 
i. “i Marine Corps, without establishing another refueling base 
there ¢ 

Admiral CrarKx. Well, they haven’t enough fueling facilities right 
there now, sir, for the jet fueling, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Why not enlarge the present facilities that are there 
and pipeline your requirements to the particular marine field from 
which they will operate, rather than go in with another refueling 
station ¢ 

Admiral CiarK. I will ask Captain Dawson 

The Cuatrman. Why can’t we consider that when we reach the line 
item in the bill tomorrow ¢ 

Mr. Gavin. Well, the purpose of my pursuing that particular fea- 
ture is that here is one illustration of what I am driving at, whether 
or not there is coordination and liaison between the three branches of 
the service to effect economies and coordinate these facilities, rather 
than duplicate the facilities. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. In reply tothat 

Mr. Gavin. Here is an example. So let us have an answer to that 
now. 

The CHarrman. In reply to that, too, I want to say we have 3 
separate, distinct services, charged with 3 separate, distinct mili- 
tary missions, and each service is entitled to have what is necessary 
to carry out its military mission. 

Now, if it is so situated where it can have a joint use of some other 
service, it should be used. But the mere fact that in one area is an 
Army, Navy,.or Air Force installation doesn’t necessarily mean that 
all must have the same facility to do the different things that their 
service requires. 

Mr. Gavin. I quite agree with my chairman, but in the event there 
is a facility 

The Cuarrman. Well—— 

Mr. Gavin. Such as I am talking about here, and rather than put 
in a second facility—the pipelines can’t be extended to various parts 
of that area to meet their requirements and their need for supplies, 
rather than building a second facility. That is what I am driving at. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I believe I can answer Mr. Gavin’s 
question. Lam fairly familiar with Kaneohe. 

As I recall, I do know on the other side there is the Kulai Mountains, 
and it would be a tremendous problem, of great expense, to try to go 
through the Kulai Mountains to try to bring from the gas storage, on 
the other side—there is no Army installation at all at Kaneohe now. I 
believe the Marines are taking over all the installations at Kaneohe, 
isn’t that correct ? 

Admiral Cuark. I believe that is the point, Mr. Gavin. It is the 
same naval air station that you saw. 
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The Cuarrman. Let’s get back on the beam. 

Admiral Ciarx. It isnow a Marine station. 

The CHatrMan. We are talking about it in general terms. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman 

The CuarrMan. Wait a minute. 0 i 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, we have been talking about unification, 
unification. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Gavin 

Mr. Gavrxn. When we get to talking about unification, we can’t get 
into any details of it at all because of the pressures of the other mat- 
ters. That is the reason I brought this matter up here today. 

The Cuarrman. We all know 

Mr. Gavin. There should be a closer coordination between the three 
branches of defense on all of these projects, to see whether or not some 
economies can be effected. 

The CHarrMan. Well, the witness has just testified that that was 
one of the things they considered when they reached a decision for ask- 
ing for each one of these projects. 

Mr. Gavin. I merely use that as an illustration. I am talking about 
general overall—the general overall program, where billions of dollars 
are involved. 

Mr. Cote. It is not a good illustration. 

Mr. Gavin. It may not be 

Mr. Core. Because their particular site never has been used by the 
Army, never has been used by the Air Force and never has been used 
jointly by the Navy and the Marine Corps. 

Mr. Gavin. That is exactly what I have been trying to find out. 

Mr. Corr. It was used originally by the Navy and some years ago 
was turned over to the Marine Corps. 

Admiral Ciark. That is correct. 

Mr. Core. So the question which Mr. Gavin has addressed very 
properly does not apply to this particular subject. 

Mr. Gavin. I was trying to find out. I couldn’t recall when I was 
there whether it was Army, Air Force or Navy station. 

The Cuatrman, All right. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrMan. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. Admiral, on the floor the other day the question came 
up as to the authority of a department to transfer funds from 1 proj- 
ect or from 1 station to another. What do you consider to be your 
authority to transfer funds? Or are you limited to expenditures 
under the specific line items enumerated in these bills? 

Admiral Perry. Mr, Bates, that would be determined entirely by 
the wording of the special provisions of the authorization bill or the 
appropriation bill for which money was made available for the indi- 
vidual project. 

Mr. Bares. Well, let’s take this bill, Admiral. 

Admiral Perry. I haven’t read the general provisions in this bill, 
s0———~ 

Mr. Bares. What was the situation for last year ? 

The Cuarrman. Here it is for last year 

Admiral Perry. Well, last year the situation was such that if the 
committees were notified you could use your money indiscriminately. 
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Mr. KeiieHer. Appropriations. 

Admiral Perry. Appropriationwise we could switch our money be- 
tween projects. 

The Cuarrman. Now, I asked 

Mr. Bares. Do I understand now if the Appropriations Committee 
is notified, you can go ahead and do it / 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Even though this committee itself has authorized these ? 

Admiral Perry. We can’t exceed what you have authorized, or the 
terms of the authorization bill, Mr. Bates. 

The CHarrman. I am glad Mr. Bates raised that. Because I raised 
it with Mr. Kelleher, and I asked Mr. Kelleher to get what was in 
the appropriation bill last year in reference to the public works. 

Now, I wanted to find out, if there was a project that was authorized 
in this bill and the Department thinks the facts didn’t warrant the 
construction of this project, whether the money could be transferred 
to some other project that has been authorized in the bill. 

Mr. Keiiener. I misled you, Mr. Chairman. That was not in the 
ap) ropriation bill and no language of this kind was in there. 

‘he committee report does have authori ity to transfer 

The Cuarrman. What does the committee report say / 

Mr. Ketiener. Well, I am looking at a typical provision in the 
report for the Department of the Air Force: 

The committee recommends a program of $834 million for the Air Force, a 
reduction of $112 million, and new appropriations, $484 million, a reduction of 
$462 million, in the request for new funds. 

In addition the committee recommends the application of unobligated balances 


from prior years of $350 million to the construction program set forth in this 
report. 


The CHarrman. Well, all right. I think—I am glad Mr. Bates 
brought it up, because I had intended to bring it up sometime myself. 
I appreciate your doing so. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman 

The CHarrman, Wait 1 minute. 

Mr. Bares. I yield. 

Mr. Harpy. I want to comment on that. 

The Cuarrman. We will all comment on this now. 

Then the policy is when we authorize line items here and give you 
the flexibility of 5 or 10 percent, whatever it is, you consider that that 
is final and conclusive and that you can’t take any of that money and 
put it to a new project? It only applies to that project by line items, 
the variation of 5 or 10 percent ? 

Admiral Perry. We couldn’t do otherwise, Mr. Chairman, or we 
would be outside the law. 

The CuarrMan. That is right. 

Admiral Perry. And I don’t propose to get outside the law. 

The CHatrman. That is right. 

Now, I think the committee wants to write in this bill language 
that none of the money appropriated for these items can be transferred 
from one base development to another base development. Because 
that is what has been going on, hasn’t it ? 

Admiral Perry. Not to the best of my knowledge, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. KetienHer. This language gives the authority that you are 
speaking of. 








3234 


The CHatrMan. But that language is merely the suggestion of the 
committee. It is not law. It is in the report. And that is what has 
been going on anyhow. Money is being taken from one item, ear- 
meee and being used on another one. And I have a letter to that 
effect. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, may I comment on that? If my recol- 
lection is correct with respect to last year’s appropriation, the Navy 
situation was considerably different from that of the other services. 

Admiral Crarx. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. According to my memory the Appropriations Commit- 
tee set up a number of items which they authorized the use of the 
funds for but did not provide as much funds as those items would 
have required. And they required the Navy to select from among 
those items and they in fact said to them, “You will have to juggle 
your money from one to the other. You make the determination.” 

Now, if my memory serves me correctly, in the last year’s appropri- 
ation we had one of the craziest situations that we have ever had. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarmrman. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bates. Before I yield any further, Mr. Chairman—and I don’t 
want to belabor this point, whatever, but apparently there is a little 
confusion around here, and I know there was among the members of 
the Appropriations Committee on the floor the other day. So I sug- 
gest counsel look into the entire matter and give a memorandum to the 
members of the committee as to what the present status is and what 
is contemplated by this bill here. 

The CHatrman. Of course, this bill hasn’t been dealt with by the 
House, or the Appropriations Committee. The Appropriations Com- 
mittee has a subcommittee different from the one the other day that 
deals with this. 

Mr. Bares. We are going to have some language in this bill which 
should clearly spell out what the authority is. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. That is what I called Mr. Kelleher’s 
to the other day, which we want to do; that notwithstanding any other 
law, this should be the interpretation, what we agreed on, and my 
thought is that when we authorize line items here and authorize proj- 
ects, there can only be a variation within that line item or within that 
project, and it can’t be transferred, the money, to some other project. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, may I try to clear that up? 

Mr. Bares. I yield. 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Chairman, I agree with your theory. 

The Cuairrman. What did you say ? 

Admiral Perry. I agree with your theory. 

Mr. Harpy. I think that we are getting a little bit of confusion 
between the question of transferring authorizations and transferring 
appropriations. 

Now, there isn’t any question of transferring authorizations, and 
certainly there was no authority in the appropriations bill last year 
that did that. But the Appropriations Committee did provide money 
for a listed group of projects, but it didn’t provide as much money 
for those projects as was authorized. And as a consequence, there 
was a juggling of appropriated funds among authorized projects, but 
there was no juggling—there was no juggling permitted of line items 
as authorized. 
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The Cuarrman. Well, that is right. 

_Now, getting back on the proper situation here. If we write in this 
bill that none of the funds authorized for appropriation by this act 
shall be transferred between projects, then we can all understand that, 
isn’t that clear? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Pog Foeter. I can assure you, Mr. Chairman, we will weleome 
at. 

The Cuarrman. Certainly. 

All right, that is what I will propose when we reach the end of 
this bill. 

Of course you will have the right to vary the projects whatever 
percentage we agree on, like you have in the past. But, for instance, 
if you appropriate $150 million for 1 project, that money must stay 
and belongs to that project and can’t be transferred to some other 
project. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I recall last year that the Appropriations Committee 
cut the Navy over $100 million and we had to get the late Senator 
Maybank from South Carolina, who was on the committee, and re- 
stored thirty-odd-million dollars for you. If you hadn’t gotten that, 
you would have been in bad shape last year. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman would yield 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Harpy. I would like to clear up the thing I was trying to a 
minute ago. 

The CuatrmMan. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Recalling what happened last year in connection with 
the appropriations—Admiral, can you tell us how much was appro- 
riated in last year’s appropriations bill for public works! 

Admiral Perry. $98 million. 

Mr. Harpy. $98 million 4 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. And you were authorized to use that $98 million on 
what total of projects / 

Admiral Perry. $202 million worth of projects, if I recall the figure. 

Mr. Harpy. I think that is correct. $200 million, is it, worth of 
projects ? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. And they gave you $98 million to do it with / 

Admiral Perry. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Of course they knew you would only get $98 million 
worth of work, but they told you to select the priorities from among 
that $212 million that was authorized ¢ 

Admiral Perry. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, I am a little bit disturbed because at that time 
I was doing considerable argument in trying to get a closer relation- 
ship between the projects authorized and the amount of money which 
was appropriated, and the reason that was given for not appropriating 
any more was because the Yards and Docks had said they could not 
get more than the amount to be appropriated and carried over, obli- 
gated, during this fiscal year. You come in here in your statement now 
and say that you still have $122 million which you have not been able 
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to spend. You have $65 million which you have not even been able 
to obligate, which is even in excess of the figure that you got in reserve 
for contingencies and real estate and that sort of business. Now, the 
Appropriations Committee is liable to come back and say, “Well, you 
come in here and ask for a lot of money, and you couldn’t even spend 
the $98 million which we gave you last year.” 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Hardy, you heard my discussion about advance 
planning funds with Mr. Short. I don’t care what happens, if I get 
money on the first of July and I do not have detailed plans and speci- 
fications ready for all the projects as of that date, I cannot within 
the next 12 months obligate probably more than 55 to 60 percent of 
the money that is given me on the first of July. I just can’t do it. 

The CHarrmMan. Well, that is right. 

Mr. Snort. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. Then that means—— 

The CHArMan. We can always give you the money for plans and 
specifications. 

Oh yes, we can. And that is what this $15 million is asked for now. 

Now, here is what you have led yourself up to. You come up here 
and ask for so much money and then you turn around and admit that 
the reason you can’t spend the money, even if you get the money, is 
because you haven’t plans and specifications. 

Now, the question will naturally arise how do you know that was the 
correct amount of money to ask for in the first instance, if you haven’t 
plans and specifications ? 

Admiral Perry. Have this in mind, Mr. Chairman. I said we don’t 
have detailed plans and specifications for this project. We have done 
what we call the advance planning for this project. We have made 
engineering investigations. But there is a vast difference between 
advance planning and detailed planning. 

We can arrive at proper estimates on the basis of advance planning, 
but you can’t go out and take bids and let a contract for construc- 
tion unless you have detailed plans and specifications, which the con- 
tractors can read and understand in detail. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Gavin. I have a question 

Mr. Harpy. Now 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Does that mean, Admiral, you have to have more than 
a year from the time you get your appropriations before you can obli- 
gate your money ? 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Hardy, I stated earlier that if I get money on 
the 1st of July—I am not trying to pull the wool over anybody’s eyes. 
You cannot obligate more than 55 to 60 percent of it during the first 
12 months. Because you have to get the detailed plans and specifica- 
tions drawn before you let any contracts, and that of itself takes time. 

You just cannot get away from it. 

Mr. Harpy. Then, in other words, you can anticipate always that 
you are going to have to have a 45 percent of your appropriation car- 
ried over from one fiscal year to the other ? 

Admiral Crark. Yes, sir, you can anticipate that that is going to 
happen. 

Secretary Footer. Mr. Chairman 
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Mr. Rivers. I can give you a classic example. The base you are 
building down at Beaufort. It is taking you 11 months to get your 
plans firmed ? Sve: 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Hardy can give you another example in his 
District. 

Mr. Rivers. In Norfolk? 

Admiral Ciark. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. They are classic examples of what you are trying to do. 
You just can’t interpret advance planning and the detailed planning 
overnight. Itisastupendous difference. 

The CHarrMan. Now, Mr. Secretary, you have a statement you want 
to make 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Wait one minute. And then I will ask you, Mr. 
Gavin. 

Secretary Footer. I would like to make a comment in connection 
with your discussion, Congressman Hardy. 

I think this is entirely in accord with the chairman’s thinking in re- 
gard to our military expenditures, and that is to seek some reasonable 
level in view of conditions if they are not changing too much, and 
there isn’t any way that we can have business management in con- 
nection with Bureau of Yards and Docks unless there is a carryover. 
Because there isn’t any reasonable way in good management to obli- 
gate all the projects within 30 or 60 days. They should be done so 
that the Bureau of Yards and Docks can work with a reasonable level 
force and with a continuity of work. 

They can obligate, if the advance planning money is available, a 
reasonable number of projects to be let in July, August, September, 
October. But they will not be obligating all of the projects in any 
one public-works program. 

So that there will be, if we are to have good management, some 
carryover of authorized and appropriated projects that will be going 
into the subsequent year. 

And we will need—and I am basing this primarily on a business 
background and not ona Navy background. 

We will need at all times from 25 to 45 percent, on the basis of my 
experience, and I would rather have Admiral Perry express it, of un- 
authorized funds at the end of each fiscal year. The plans of many 
will be made 

Mr. Harpy. Unobligated ? 

Mr. Rivers. Unobligated ? 

Secretary Foecrer. Unobligated, yes. The plans will be in the in- 
stages committed. In some cases the projects will be out for bids. 
But it must be a going, continuing flow of funds and an obligation of 
funds. 

Otherwise, we have poor management and poor control. 

Mr. Harpy. But in order to complete this picture so we can under- 
stand it, if that is a correct statement that you must have between 25 
and 45 percent of unobligated funds—and do you agree with that, 
Admiral Perry ? 

Admiral Perry. 45 percent is the figure that I use, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Yes, I thought so. 

Well, now, in order that we can have a complete picture, then is 
there a percentage relationship also that must be carried over of 
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unfunded authorization, in order that you could have your advance 
planning prior to the time that you begin your detailed planning ? 

Admiral Perry. The same principle would hold true. 

Mr. Harpy. What is the relationship there ? 

Admiral Perry. Well, we cannot go before the Appropriations 
Committee and ask for any money unless we have the authorizations 
to start with. 

Mr. Harpy. Yes, I understand that. But Mr. Vinson started off 
this morning with a very pertinent line of questioning in connection 
with the amount of authorization which was on the books new and 
which have not been funded and for which no appropriations had been 
requested. 

How much is the Navy carrying over ? 

The CuHarrmMan. Well, we carried over $288 million. 

Mr. Harpy. And this one is about $500 more—— 

The CHammMan. $525 million. That makes $813 million. And they 
only have against that, appropriated or will be appropriated, $455 
million. 

Mr. Harpy. So then you have about an additional 100 percent 
authorization above the amount appropriated ? 

Admiral Perry. That is right, sir. 

The CHarrman. Now—— 

Mr. Harpy. That is all. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Gavin, any questions? 

Mr. Gavin. The question I would like to direct is to the Secretary. 
We have the United States engineers and the Air Force the other 
day brought out that they have the United States Air Force engineers 
and they have personnel of about 25,000, including 1,500 officers. The 
Navy has the civil engineering corps, and I notice they are going into 
air bases and warehouses and depots and facilities and construction 
work in Spain. 

I would like to know how many—what is the personnel of the Civil 
Engineer Corps of the Navy, including the Beahses and the officers? 

What strength do you have there? 

We are talking—the point I am trying to make: We are talking 
about unification and duplication, and I would like to know how many 
you have in the engineering corps of the—the Civil Engineer Corps 
of the Navy. 

_ The CHarrman. You mean the Bureau of Yards and Docks, or the 
civil engineering corps? 

They have an engineering—— 

Mr. Gavin. Well, I am talking about the Navy and the Marine 
Corps—anything of an engineering group that is within your com- 
ponent parts of the Department of the Navy. : 

Admiral Perry. Before I answer your question directly, Mr. Gavin, 


let me explain that the Air Force installation people do have little of 
their own new construction. 


Mr. Gavin. Who—what is that ? 


Admiral Perry. The Air Force installation people are what you call 
the Air Force engineers 

Mr. Gavin. Well, there are 25,000, so they certainly must do a lot 
of work somewhere. 
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Admiral Perry. Well, if you will review the record, sir, you will 
find that they call on the Army Corps of Engineers and upon the 
Bureau of Yards and Docks or the Civil Engineer Corps of the Navy 
to do the majority of their new construction. 

Mr. Gavrn. What do they do with these 25,000 personnel they have 
now in the SCARW AF, that new organization ? 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Gavin, I think that that should be answered 
by someone from the Air Force and not by me. I am not familiar with 
their organization. 

Mr. Gavin. Allright. 

Let’s hear what the Department has to say. How many do you have 
in the engineering ? ; 

Admiral Perry. We have at the present time on active duty roughly. 
1,700 officers and 15,000 enlisted men. 

The CHatrrman. How many? 

Mr. Gavin. 15,000. 

Admiral Perry. 15,000, sir, 

The Cuatrman. In the Bureau of Yards and Docks? 

Admiral Perry. They come under the management control, sir, of 
the Bureau of Yards and Docks, yes. 

Now of that 1,700 officers, only 750 of them are Regulars and the 
other, 950, are Reserves which have been called back to active duty 
for extended tours. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, it doesn’t make any material difference. 

Admiral Perry. Yes. 

Mr. Gavin. They are in engineering work. 

The point I am trying to make: You do have the United States En- 
gineers in the Department of the Army and they were brought into 
existence for the specific purpose of engineering work. 

Now, we find in the Kir Force and the Navy we have 45,200 also 
doing engineering work. So when it comes to unification, certainly 
there must be some duplication in those three branches that could effect 
some economies. 

The Cuatrman. I call the gentleman’s attention to the fact that we 
have some 1,114,000 men in the Army, we have some 665,000 men in the 
Navy, and we have 900,000 men in the Air Force. 

Now, your idea would be that we just all have them under one 
blanket—— 

Mr, Gavin. No. 

The Cuatrman. Because all of them are doing the same thing. 

Mr. Gavin. No, but when it comes to engineering, that is a specific 
field. 

The CuarrmMan. Well, all of it is a specific field. 

Now, Admiral, have you any further statement to make before we 
take up the bill line by line? 

Admiral Crark. I have here, sir, a short explanation of the justifi- 
cation books, if the committee desires to hear it. 

The Cuatrman. Let’s take that up in the morning when we go to 
reading the bill. We reach the point new where we will read them 
line by line, item by item. 

We will take it up the first thing in the morning. Because we have 
to go to the floor at 12 o’clock. We will take up the Reserve bill. 
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Tomorrow morning, be up here to start with reading of the bill and 
reading the book. We will take a recess until 10 o’clock tomorrow 
morning. 

Mr. Gavin. I might add, too, Mr. Chairman, that goes for the Medi- 
cal Corps, in the duplication of the three branches of the service. 

(Thereupon, at 11:45 a. m., the committee recessed until 10 a. m., 
Thursday, May 19, 1955.) 


House oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C., Friday, May 20, 1955. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman, pre- 
siding. 

The CuarrMan. Now let the committee come to order. 

Members of the committee, this is a continuation of the hearing on 
H. R. 5700. 

We had finished the statement from the Secretary of the Navy and 
Admiral Clark and the other officers, and the Bureau of Yards and 
Docks, and we had reached the point in the bill where we will com- 
mence reading the bill section by section. 

The first section is, “Navy Shipyard, Boston, Mass., utilities and 
replacement for pier,” $8,441,000. 

Now, we have previously authorized $9,209,000 on this project, and 
we contracted for $3.646.000. 

Now, Admiral, what is your justification now for an expenditure of 
$8,441,000 ¢ 

Admiral Ciark. At this point, Mr. Chairman, I would like to sub- 
mit for the record a statement of the Deputy Chief of Naval Opera- 
tions for Logistics on these ship facility programs. 

The Cuamman. All right, without objection, put it in the record. 

(The statement follows :) 


STATEMENT WITH REGARD TO Fiscat YEAR 1956 Deputy CHIEF oF NAVAL 
OPERATIONS (LOGISTICS) SPONSORED PUBLIC WorK ITEMS May 3, 1955 


PUBLIC WORKS CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM, FISCAL YEAR 1956 (FLEET FACILITIES) 


Fleet facilities are sponsored by the Deputy Chief of Naval Operations ( Logis- 
tics). These items are located at naval activities not under the management con- 
trol of a technical bureau or office. 

In the current program we are requesting authorization for 21 urgent items 
at an estimated cost of $44.6 million. These items are being sponsored to pro- 
vide for the following : 

(a) Certain deficiencies in fleet support of an urgent nature. 

(b>) Minimum increments in the orderly development of facilities at various 
strategic locations. 

The items in this program will be discussed under five categories. 

The first category consists of military improvements necessary to meet current 
operational requirements: 8 items for a total of $19.4 million. Of these 8 items, 
4, totaling $12.9 million, are at United States continental bases, 4 totaling $6.5 
million, are at overseas bases in Cuba, Guam, and the Philippines. Justification 
for these items stems from a requirement to correct deficiencies in the capacity 
of shore activities to support the planned current mission, workload, or base 
loading. 

The second category consists of 1 military improvement item contributing to 
the safety of life for $92,000. Intent is to reduce hazards to life, loss of time, 
and hospitalization, i..e., to reduce indirect charges to the operating budget. 
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The third category consists of six military improvement items to promote 
human efficiency and habitability for a total of $8.2 million. Provision is made 
in this category for urgently needed barracks, subsistence buildings, and bachelor 
officer quarters. Three of the items are at the United States Naval Base, Subic 
Bay, Philippine Islands for a total of $3.1 million. Three items are at United 
States continental bases for a total of $5.1 million. 

The fourth category consists of two self-liquidating items at United States 
continental bases for a total of $0.2 million. These two items will effect direct 
reductions in the operating and maintenance costs. It is estimated they will self- 
amortize in less than 10 years. They also qualify as military improvements 
needed to meet current operational requirements. 

The fifth and last category consists of four family housing items for a total 
of $16.7 million. These items are located at Subic Bay ($7.5 million), Adak, 
Alaska ($2.5 million), Yokusuka, Japan ($6.5 million) and three quarters in 
Washington, D. C., for $81,000. Since these items are military improvements 
designed to promote human efficiency and habitability, they also qualify under 
the third category. 

The CuatrMan. Wait 1 minute. 

Mr. Kelleher, what is this thing we have sitting up here ? 

Mr. Keriener. It is a projector for pictures relating to the large 
program for easements around airbases. 

Mr. Rivers. Airbases. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Rivers. Those avigation easements 

The CHarrMan. Just a minute, now. 

Now, go ahead, Admiral. 

Admiral Crarx. Mr. Chairman, the Boston Navy Yard has 9 of 
its 10 piers—— 

The Crarrman. I can’t hear you. Talk a little louder, Admiral. 

Admiral Crark. The first station under “Shipyard Faciilties, Class 
1” is the Naval Shipyard, Boston, Mass., located on the main ocean 
channel between the Charles and Mystic Rivers. This yard estab- 
lished in 1800 is one of our oldest yards and it maintains every type of 
ship except submarines. It also maintains and berths vessels of the 
reserve fleet. This year they have a firm commitment to overhaul 50 
combatant ships and outfit 10 new ones. 

Item 1 is for the replacement of 2 piers for which we are requesting 
$6,791,000. This is the second increment, since we had the first incre- 
ment for one pier last year. The piers are in an advanced state of 
deterioration due to rot and attack by marine borers. The new piers 
will be of concrete and steel permanent construction. It is planned to 
continue this year-to-year replacement of 10 piers so that all piers will 
not be out of commission at the same time. It is estimated that the new 
piers will reduce the maintenance costs about $30,000 a year. 

Item 2 is to improve the power steam plant. This is for the replace- 
ment of 2 old boilers in the main steam plant which are over 32 years 
old. This is the second increment of a replacement and rehabilitation 
job which includes equipment and storage facilities so that the new 

oilers may be fired by either fuel oil or coal. We are requesting a 
total of $1,650,000 for the accomplishment of this project. 

This project will permit an annual savings of approximately 
$194,400 because of more efficient operation and a slightly smaller man- 
power requirement for firing them. 

Admiral Crarx. The Boston Navy Yard has nine of its piers in 
very bad condition, and a planned replacement of these piers was 
commenced last year. 
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This year we are asking for two more piers as a continuation of 
the replacement of these piers that are so badly rotted, and terado 
eaten that some of them are actually falling through, and we have to 
limit the amount of loads that we can put on the iers. 

The Cuarrman. Now, how urgent is this item ? 

Admiral Crarx. This is exertmely urgent, sir, because the Boston 
yard has a full workload for the foreseeable future, and if we don’t 
get this, the yard will be badly crippled in that we won’t be able to 
tie up the number of ships to do required work on them. 

The CHarrman. Now, you have about $6 million to spend there 
now. How come—last year we authorized you $9,209,000, and we 
have only contracted $3,646,000. Now, how come you haven’t made 
contracts with the $6 million? It must not be very urgent or you 
would have made your contracts. 

Admiral Ciarx. Yes, sir, we are actually underway on one pier now. 
We hope to pick up two more piers this year, finish the previous one 
and get started on these. 

The Cuarrman. Now, if you get pont $8,445,000, how long before 
you will begin to make contracts for the expenditure of it ? 

Admiral Cuark. I will ask Admiral Perry to answer that, sir. 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Chairman, it will take us somewhere between 
6 and 8 months before we can let the contracts for those piers. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Then you are not going to delay, assum- 


ing you can get your money—within 12 months, then, this work can 
get underway / 


Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 
The Cuarrman. All right, without objection, we will approve that 
item. 

The next item is Navy Yard, Puget Sound, Bremerton, Wash., 
drydock facilities, $200,000. 

e have previously authorized $2,270,000, and you contracted 
$2,028,316. 

Mr. Rivers. What page is that on, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CuarrmMan. Weare on page 14 of the bill, line 20. 

Now, what is the justification for this item ? 

Admiral Criark. The next station is the Naval Shipyard, Puget 
Sound, located on Sinclair Inlet, Bremerton, Wash., about 20 miles 
west of Seattle. This shipyard repairs, overhauls, and converts all 
types of ships, except submarines. That is, the facility to do the job 
with the exception of a drydock of size to effectively handle the FYor- 
restal class carriers. 

This item is for a notch and bridge for drydock No. 5 to provide an 
interim measure to provide sufficient lengthwise clearance and work 
areas when large carriers are in the dock. The notch is cut in the 
head of the dock so that the bow of the carrier can enter the dock 
further and allow more clearance. We are asking $200,000 for this 
project, which has been completely advanced to provide a usable 
facility. 

Ly All right, we approve that item. 

Mr. Rivers. That is a fine statement. 

The CuatrmMan. The next item is David Taylor Model Basin, Carde- 
rock, Md., $14,302,000, 

We have authorized $7,699,500, and you let contracts for $5,888,000. 
Now, how urgent is this authorization ¢ 
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Admiral Ciark. The next station is the David Taylor Model Basin 
at Carderock, Md. This is out MacArthur Boulevard about 6 miles 
beyond the District of Columbia line. This station conducts research 
and development work necessary to improve the designs and hull 
shapes of submarines and surface ships to improve their speed, control, 
safety, and seaworthiness. Also research work in connection with the 
design of propellers, aerofoils, guided missiles and their components. 

Item 1 covers a building and equipment for a rotating arm and 
maneuvering basin. 

The advent of the new high-speed submarines has generated a re- 
quirement for a facility at the David Taylor Model Basin to provide 
test data to be used in the design of submarines and antisubmarine 
ships. This facility which includes a wave mover to duplicate various 
sea conditions in order that the seagoing characteristics of all types 
of ships may be measured and that the motion and landing deck char- 
acteristics of our large fast carriers can be observed. None of these 
problems can be solved satisfactorily by another existing facility in 
the United States at the present time. This is a very important re- 
quirement, and we are asking for an authorization of the total project 
which will include the large rotating arm and basin, a separate maneu- 
vering basin with wave movers on two sides and a permanent building 
to house these facilities, for a total of $12,020,000. 

Item 2 is for a computer building to house the new electronic com- 
puter and equipment valued at approximately $1,700,000, and in- 
cluded in this year’s budget. This new computer is urgently needed 
in the solution of mathematical calculations and problems of a scien- 
tific and logistics nature, which now has a backlog of about 10,000 
man-hours. The total cost of the fireproof temperature and humidity 
controlled building we are requesting has an estimated total cost of 
$288,000. This project has been completely advance planned. 

Item 3 is for a 36-inch water tunnel. This is the third and last incre- 
ment for the construction of the large water tunnel. This tunnel 
permits an analysis and observation of the performance and effective- 
ness of various propeller designs. A reduction in propeller noise is 
most important to both our submarines and our antisubmarine surface 
ships. A reduction in propeller noises assists our submarines to evade 
and help our antisubmarine ships to detect enemy submarines. There 
is only one tunnel in the United States with similar characteristics, 
but it is not fitted for propeller testing and in addition it is operating 
at full capacity on other tests. In contrast the British are constructing 
four tunnels of this size and capacity. $1,760,000 was originally 
authorized and appropriated in 1952. $800,000 was authorized and 
appropriated in 1954. Although this is a new type project with which 
we have had considerable difficulty in design and construction, we are 
now confident after extensive development review and engineering 
study that the $1,994,000 now being requested, will complete this in- 
stallation. 

The second item—— 

The Cuarrman. Of course we all recognize how important a part 
in the defense of the country the Navy model basin is. From my 
observation you are doing a very worthwhile job there. 

Now, all of these items that I am going to ask about today, I want 
to know which are the most important items and if they are urgent. 
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Because we don’t want this thing strung out now. If we give you 
this authorization, we want you to make your plans and specifications 
to build them and not carry them on over the years like you have been 
doing in the past. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Admiral, didn’t I read in the paper a couple of weeks 
ago something relative to the David Taylor Model Basin, the fact that 
we are discontinuing it ? 

Admiral Crark. No, sir. 

Mr. Bates. Now, there was something about it. 

Admiral Crark. I think there was something—I am advised—in 
the paper about an old model basin at the navy yard, sir, but not the 
Carderock, David Taylor Model Basin, sir. In fact, it is growing and 
it 1s very important. 

Mr. Bares. Well, I think the paper said the David Taylor. 

Mr. Keiiener. It was the one at the Naval Gun Factory, I think, 
Mr. Bates, that was referred to. I believe an activity from the Naval 
Gun Factory is being or has been transferred over to the basin; is that 
correct ? 

Admiral Crarx. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Ketieuer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Well, I understand. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, what priority are you giving these three items we have just 
mentioned ¢ 

Admiral Crark. Everything that is in this program, sir, is of the 
urgent priority that we are going to try to undertake this year if we 
receive sufficient funds. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Good, we all understand that. Every- 
thing that you are asking for is going to have No. 1 priority. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Admiral Crarx. That is correct. 

The CrarrmMan. Well, we will approve that item. 

Naval industrial reserve shipyard, Charleston, S. C.: Land aecqui- 
sition, $427,000. 

Now, that isa newitem. What is that for, Admiral ? 

Admiral Criark. The next station is the Naval Industrial Reserve 
Shipyard at Charleston, S. C. This reserve yard is just south of the 
regular Naval Shipyard at Charleston and is currently loaned to a 
private shipbuilding and repair company engaged in the repair of 
naval and commercial ships. During 1954 Navy repair work 
amounted to $1,202,357. Immediately after mobilization this ship- 
yard can be expected to construct new small ships for both the Army 
and the Navy. 

The Navy does not own the underlying land for this yard and the 
Navy’s contractual arrangement to continue the operation of this 
facility expires in November of this year. There was a common ex- 
change of interests in the wartime contract for the use and operation 
of this plant. The Navy used the owner’s land and the owner-lessee 
used the Navy’s buildings. Each had the option to settle the contract 
at the end of 5 years, which expires in November 1955. The company 
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has decided recently that they do not want to buy the Navy’s build- 
ings so we in turn are obliged to buy the land in order to protect the 
plant value of $3,725,000. 

We are requesting $427,000 to acquire full ownership of this plant. 
This includes $302,000 for underlying land, based on an appraisal of 
the 17.11 acres of land to be purchased and $125,000 liquidated dam- 
ages which were predetermined by the parties at the time of the con- 
tract to compensate for buildings destroyed to adapt the yard to in- 
dustrial use. While the owner has an appraisal slightly higher than 
the $302,000 requested, we are endeavoring to negotiate a price in line 
with our appraisal. If we cannot negotiate satisfactorily we may 
have to condemn. 

Admiral Ciark. This reserve shipyard, Mr. Chairman, is in use 
right now and it is also going to be used during mobilization for the 
repair of Navy and commercial ships. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, Mr. Chairman 

Admiral Ciarx. During 1954 the Navy repair work was about $1 
million, and we are going to continue to overhaul ships there. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I move that item be increased to 
$750,000. Is Admiral Cronin here? 

Admiral Ciark. No, sir. His representative is here. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I want to make a statement. 

The naval industrial yard at Charleston was two or three years ago, 
appraised at over $450,000 above this cost, and this company with the 
$125,000—I want the committee to hear this—of agreed liquidated 
damage, Mr. Chairman, when the shipyard was not in operation— 
that would make the cost much more than $427,000. 

The present operators say to me they will not sit down and discuss 
aly acquisition by the Navy of this figure now. Therefore, Mr. Chair- 
man, under the terms of the existing contract, there is nothing to dis- 
cuss. So if the committee today approves this figure, there will be 
no discussion. The present owners will tell the Navy to get out in 
September—and I am now interested in employees and not the em- 
ployer—we will now be faced with the condition, with the Navy own- 
ing the yard, of putting out of se gi damage people now running the 
yard under existing contracts, much above this thing here. And you 
will have no kind of an arbitration. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, my motion is that we increase this to 
ig a figure that they can discuss. They are not going to discuss 

is figure. 

Mr. Harpy. Does the contract that is in existence now preclude the 
condemnation ? 

Mr. Rivers. No, it does not preclude condemnation. 

The Cuarrman. I think this, Mr. Rivers—— 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I think this matter—it is very important. It might 
be worthwhile, as there are some technical and legal questions in- 
volved, that I assign that to the subcommittee of which you are the 
chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. All right, sir. 


Bin Cuairman. To make your recommendation to the full com- 
mittee. 


55066—55—No. 20-23 
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Mr. Rivers. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, because this thing 

The Cuarrman. That is understood. We passed it by. 

Mr. Rivers. Thank you, sir. 

The Cuairman. The next item is naval minecraft base, Charleston, 
S. C., $5,800,000. 

We have already appropriated $158,000 and no contracts have been 
let. 

Mr. Rivers. That isright, sir. 

The CuAmman. What is the trouble down there? This doesn’t look 
like a very important item. How come you havn’t done more than 
$150,000 worth of work down there ? 

Admiral Crark. The next station is the Naval Minecraft Base, 
Charleston, S.C. The present minecraft base is located on a site which 
was originally a small section base, established in 1941, to support small 
craft used for harbor and inshore patrols. It occupies 18.5 acres of 
land, 8. of which are Government owned, the remainder is owned by 
the city of Charleston. The only permanent building on the present 
base is an administration building which is a converted rice mill. All 
other buildings are of nonpermanent World War II construction and 
ail are in very bad condition. In September 1946 the section base was 
designated a minecraft base. 

The Mine Force Atlantic Fleet consists of about 71 ships of various 
types engaged in mine. work. A great many of these minecraft ships 
are of nonmagnetic wooden hulls. These ships need dock and shop 
repair facilities and the present base is deficient in recreational, storage 
and administrative space, training facilities, quarters, and water sup- 
ply. At this present site which is under water at high tide, there is 
no room for current expansion and no facilities to accommodate helli- 
copters now being used in minesweeping operations. Also the pres- 
ence of about 5 hospitals near the present site would greatly curtail 
helicopter operations. 

The land is almost completely filled ground which continues to sink 
every year. Fortunately we have some land available just south of and 
adjacent to the Navy yard. 71 acres of a total of 260 available for 
future expansion, is dry land that is not sinking. It is not being used 
at present and has no other mobilization requirement. 

We are requesting a total of $5,800,000 for the first of two increments 
to provide for the shift of the minecraft base from its present to a 
new site on Government-owned land adjacent to the Charleston Naval 
Shipyard on the Cooper River. This first increment consists of the fol- 
lowing items: 

Base facilities in the amount of $1,140,000 for site development ; 
$2,738,000 is for a quay wall, 3 piers and other waterfront facilities; 
$612,000 is for a new Administration and Training Building. We 
will require an additional $7,200,000 for the second increment in order 
to complete the move of the minecraft base. 

Mr. Chairman, this minecraft base has been spending a great deal of 
money in maintenance that doesn’t appear here, sir. It was built initi- 
ally : fe mes the war as a little section base and we have attempted to 
expand it in order to properly support the minecraft of the 
Atlantic 

The Crarrman. All right. If the committee gives you this 
35,800,000 ; you are going to ask for this amount before the Appropria- 
tions Committee? What priority does it have ? 
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Admiral! Crarx. This is very high priority. 

The Cnarrman. All right, high priority. 

Admiral CLarx. It will be ready to go. 

The Cuairman. I want tocall your attention— 

Without objection, it is approved. 

I want to call attention right in that connection: A few years ago 
we had a little item in one of these authorization bills, after the Navy 
had been requested to make another year’s study, the Bureau of 
Supplies gave it very high priority. Congress followed them along 
and it appropriated a sum-of money—some $10 milion. It so hap- 
pened later on somebody knocked the props out under the priority 
and it doesn’t stand very high. 

Now, the point is this: Is somebody going to knock the props out 
from some of these items that you gentlemen are talking about that 
have high priority and next year we will come in here and we will 
find out that you haven’t done much at Boston, you haven’t done much 
at Puget Sound, you haven't done much at the Navy Model Basin, you 
haven’t done much down here at the Navy Minecraft Base at 
Charleston ¢ 

Now, we are driving at this now: We give you the authorization and 
you get the money. When you come here and tell this committee they 

ave high priority we want it to continue to have high priority, 
because the Department should not be changmg its views within 6 
months or a year after it leaves here. 

Admiral Cuark. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHamrMAN. What comment do you have to make on that? 

Admiral Cuark. I can assure you, sir, that everything im this pro- 
gram is of the highest priority, sir, and we will undertake it as soon 
as we physically and practically can. 

The Cuatrman. Now, it places the committee in a very embarrassing 
situation. When you come in here and some bureau says this is urgent 
and you need it and you need it immediately, and then the committee 
passes a bill upon that strong statement of facts. Then you go before 
the Appropriations Committee and they give you the money. Then 
some 6 or 7 months later, after the budget has even made allocation 
of funds, then you say, “Well, it is not so urgent.” 

Now, of course, I can recognize the fact that changed conditions 
might warrant certain things. But when a bureau chief comes in 
here and tells us these items are urgent, we at least want him to know 
that he is thinking at least a year or 2 years in advance and is planning 
along at least a line that far, instead of having it as classified as not 
urgent. 

Now, the one I refer to is the usual language: “Is justified solely 
on immediate needs.” Now, you are justifying every one of these 
items as you go along on immediate needs, aren’t you? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. ; 

The Cuamman. Exactly. All right. 

Mr. Rivers. Wait, Mr. Chairman. In addition to mobilization. 
Now, get that in the record. 

The Crarrman. On immediate needs. And yet after we give it to 
you and the committee appropriates the money and makes it available, 
then within a year the plans have changed and you say it never was 
intended for immediate need but only intended for mobilization. 
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Now, let’s don’t get in that kind of fix in these items. That is all 
I am trying to do. I have no hesitancy to go along with you if they 
are immediate and you need them, but when you come here and tell 
us—that is the reason I am asking—and I am going to ask every 
bureau chief. Then I am going to follow this out at least next year 
to see how immediate it is. 
Mr. Ketrener. (Aside.) 
The Cuarrman. Yes, I am reading this language—this language 
—_ the urgency of the item to which I referred is from your own 
ooks. 
Mr. Rivers. Let’s hear the answer, Mr. Chairman. 


Admiral Crark. The Navy will continue, sir, to present only proj- 
ects that are urgent. 


Mr. Rivers. All right, sir. 

Admiral CuarKx. Sometimes, .as the chairman said, the conditions 
are changed which makes it impossible for us to conscientiously under- 
take something that we fully intended to undertake at that time. 

We will be most careful in presenting our programs now, and in 
the Seer, OP include none that we can’t foresee the need for. We 


are not asking for authority for anything we don’t intend fully to 
undertake, sir. 


The Cuarrman. All right. Now—— 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman, I have two unanimous-consent requests. 
One is that the memorandum which was handed us by counsel relative 


to the transfer of funds be incorporated in the record at this point. 
The Cuarrman. Without objection. 
(The memo referred to follows :) 


MEMORANDUM TO THE CHAIRMAN AND MEMBERS OF THE COMMITTEE 


At the direction of the committee, I submit the following memorandum with 
respect to the transfer of funds between military public works projects. 

Projects are defended individually before this committee, and again before 
the Appropriations Committee. Funds, however, are granted by the appropria- 
tions act in a lump sum, and the sum granted is always less than the outstanding 
authorization. 

Each appropriation act for the last few years has cited the current public works 
bill (or law, if then enacted) and permits the use of funds being granted for the 
current authorization, and for authorizations granted for the past several years. 
Below is set out a typical example of such a law: 

In 1953 Public Law 547/82—chapter 9, title I—Department of the Navy “For 
construction, installation, and equipment of temporary or permanent public 
works, naval installations, and facilities for the Navy, as authorized by the 
act of June 16, 1948 (62 Stat. 459), the act of June 17, 1950 (Public Law 564, 81st 
Cong.) the act of September 11, 1950 (Public Law 783, 81st Cong.), the act of 
January 6, 1951 (Public Law 910, 81st Cong.), the act of September 28, 1951 
(Public Law 155, 82d Cong.), and the act of , 1952 Public Law --_-, 
H. R. 8120, 82d Cong) * * *” 

The departments, then, establish priorities through administrative action and 
change these priorities as circumstances change. 

Technically therefore, funds are not transferred from project to project since 
the funds never had been attached to any particular project. 

Assuming then, that a project has been authorized by this committee and no 
objection has been made to it by the Appropriations Committee, the final deci- 
sion as to which of the project swill be prosecuted is entirely up to the depart- 
ment concerned. 

To return to the fact that funds are always less than appropriations, the situ- 
ation is made clearly understandable by taking a theoretical example covering 





3249 


3 years. For example, years 1953, 1954, and 1955 authorizations are granted for 
each of these years in the amount of $100 million. For the same 3 years, appro- 
priations have been $75 million each. There are, therefore, $300 million in proj- 
ect authorizations and $225 million in appropriations at the time the Department 
asks for another $100 million in authority for fiscal year 1956. 

Again, it receives $75 million in appropriations and the process continues. The 
priority list, therefore, of the Department is the wholly determining factor as 
to what is built. 


There is a natural tendency to visualize the military public works authoriza- 
tion-appropriation situation as the ideal one; that is to say, that first, the items 
contained in an authorization act continue to have the same urgency for an ex- 
tended period as they had when they were defended before this committee; and 
second, that each year the appropriations equal the authorizations. 

These two prerequisites in fact, never occur. What actually happens is that 
needs change and funds are always insufficient. To repeat again, it is inevitable 
that the Department must establish a priority list and build at any given time 
those which it considers most urgent. 

It is my conclusion, taking into consideration that the ideal situation described 
above never has, and probably never will, occur, that the only means of assuring 
that a particular project or group of projects are in fact prosecuted within any 
given period of time is for the Congress itself to establish the priorities under 
which the department will operate. 

Mr. Bates. I have another request. 

To return to Boston, I think everybody here knows that the ques- 
tion of a carrier for Boston is a pretty hotly debated issue up in that 
area. And with that in mind, I would like to ask some questions con- 
cerning these cranes. 

Mr. Rivers. These what? 

Mr. Bares. Cranes, item (h). 

You have two 50-ton cranes there, Admiral. Is that the type of 
crane that would be necessary in the event it was decided to build 
the carrier in Boston, or are these too small ? 

Admiral Crark. I believe they are too small, sir. I will get a repre- 
sentative of the Bureau of Ships to answer that. 

Mr. Bares. Well now, that was in the newspapers last year, Admiral. 
Every campaign we are going to have to have the same issue come up. 
I would like to have some facts here now, because I think something 
like that might have to be faced on the floor. Now, the question 
specifically: Are these cranes large enough to handle the equipment 
necessary to build the carrier in Boston, and if not, what size is 
necessary and what is the purpose of these particular cranes here ? 

Captain Garrets. My name is Captain Garrels, representing the 
Chief of the Bureau of Ships. 

A 50-ton crane is sufficiently strong and of sufficient capacity to 
build a ship of the size of the largest aircraft carrier now under con- 
sideration or under construction, sir. 

Mr. Bates. Forrestal class? 

Captain Garrets. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bates. Well now, we have had some contrary information on 
that, Captain. The committee understands now beyond any question 
of a doubt that these cranes here are sufficient in capacity to handle 
any kind of a load which might be required to build a supercarrier ? 

Captain Garrets. I do not say, sir, that 1 crane by itself is, but by 
using 2 in tandem or together, making a simultaneous lift, you can 
double the capacity of any individual crane, and we do not at the 
present time contemplate any assemblies or sections in excess of 100 
tons, sir. 
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Mr. Bates. Now, the counsel gives me a question here. He says, 
“Ask about the distance of crane tracks?” 

Mr. Ketiener. Are the tracks wide enough apart to take the For- 
restal deck ? 

Captain Garrers. Are you referring to a drydock, sir ¢ 

Mr. Ketieuer. Yes, sir. 

Captain Garrets. There is no drydock at the Boston Naval Ship- 
yard that is capable of docking an aircraft carrier of the size of the 
Forrestal, sir. 

The CHatrman, Well, I may say, Mr. Bates, under the law, this 
carrier goes to an industrial yard, 

Mr. Rivers. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Bates. All I am doing, Mr. Chairman, is asking a very simple 
question: Whether or not, in the event that a carrier was built in 
Boston, these cranes would be sufficient to carry the load. 

Captain Garrets. As the cranes by themselves ? 

Mr. Bares. That is all. 

Captain Garrets. Yes. 

Mr. Bates. That is all. 

Captain Garrets. But in answer to the crane tracks, the question is 
rather impossible to answer in the fact that there is no drydock there 
capable of handling a ship of that size. 

Mr. Bares. I am merely addressing myself to the question of the 
cranes, Captain. Your answer is in the affirmative. They do have 
sufficient capacity ¢ 

Captain Garrezs. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Put it this way, may I suggest, Mr. Bates: Are 
conditions in the Boston Navy Yard sufficient to permit, if the Govern- 
ment so desires, to build an airplane carrier of the Forrestal type? 

Mr. Harpy. You don’t want that question answered. 

The Cuarrman. Just put it right straight out. 

Admiral Ciarx. No, sir; we are not prepared to now. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarman. All right. Then the answer to the question is that 
the facilities at the Boston Navy Yard are not sufficient to take care of 
a carrier of the type of the Yorrestal, is that correct ? 

Mr. Rivers. For construction. 

Mr. Bares. I assume from what you say, then, Admiral, you don’t 
contemplate building any carrier in the naval yard in Boston? You 
have no plans ¢ 

Admiral Crarx. To the best of my knowledge, we bave not, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. I think that ought to be cleared up. Be- 
cause we don’t want to mislead the people. 

Oif the record. 

(Statement off the record) 

Mr. Bares. I want to know about the Quincy Yard, the Bethlehem 
Shipyard down there at Fore River, isn’t that capable of building a 
carrier ¢ 

Captain Garretts. It would have to be built in a building way. 
Quincy doesn’t have a building dock, sir. The Fore River Yard is 
‘ocated on very restrictive waters, I have not investigated or I am 
sure the Bureau of Ships has not investigated whether it is feasible or 
at all likely that it could be built there. However, it would be an ex- 
tremely difficult process to launch such a vessel at that location, sir. 








mete 

















3251 


Mr. Bates. Do we understand, then, that all of the statistics that we 
went into a year ago and all the bids that were submitted by the Quincy 
Yard were submitted notwithstanding the fact that in your judgment 
without major alterations a carrier couldn’t be built there? Is that the 
situation, Captain ? 

Captain Garrets. I am sorry, sir, I am not qualified to discuss the 
characteristics of the Quincy Yard of the Bethlehem Shipbuilding 
Co., other than what I have said, sir. I was not involved in the awards 
or the consideration of bids on the construction of carriers previously 
awarded, 

If I can get that information for you, I will gladly obtain that in- 
formation from the Bureau and supply it to your committee, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, I suggest, then, that the captain be given 
permission to incorporate in the record at this point that information. 

The Cuairman. Incorporate it in the record. 

Now, to sum up, Admiral and Captain: As I understand it, to con- 
struct a ship of the type of the Forrestal, there are 3 navy yards on 
the Atlantic coast pm of taking care of it, and 1 industrial yard ? 

Admiral Cuark. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuaran. All right. 

Mr. Bates. Now, wait a minute, Mr. Chairman. We have Sun Ship- 
yard and Quincy. I am not satisfied you can’t build it down at Quincy. 
Somebody has been kidding somebody, if that is the situation. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I don’t think we ought to just leave it. 

The Carman. All right. 

Mr. Bares. Have the captain put the facts in the record. 

The CHarrMan. Put the facts in the record. 

Mr. Bares. We are all going to read them over very carefully when 
they get in there. 

(The following information was subsequently furnished by the 


Bureau of Ships :) 


The Quincy, Mass., Shipyard of Bethlehem Steel Co. has excellent overall 
capabilities for building a Forrestal-class aircraft carrier. However, the only 
2 yards which currently have all of the facilities required for construction of 
this class of ship are the 2 yards currently building Forrestal-class carriers, 
namely, Newport News Shipbuilding & Drydock Co., Newport News, Va., and the 
New York Naval Shipyard. In common with all other naval shipyards considered 
qualified and with New York Shipbuilding Corp., Camden, N. J., the other private 
yard in this category, the Quincy Shipyard requires certain alterations and 
additions to facilities in order to build a carrier of this class. 

The Quincy Shipyard would find it necessary either to convert its existing wet 
basin into a graving dock (the alternative for which Quincy has expressed pref- 
erence) or to lengthen inclined building ways and install a tide gate at the 
front of these ways. Moreover, installation of additional electric power at cer- 
tain piers, and some dredging, would be necessary. 

Summing up, the Quincy Shipyard, as well as the New York Shipbuilding 
Corp. and the Newport News Shipbuilding & Drydock Co., is considered quali- 
fied to build Forrestal-class carriers. The additional facilities required by the 
two first-named yards could be readily provided, although at substantial cost. 
Thus, there are three American private yards which, in the Navy's opinion, are 
capable of building Forrestal-class carriers. 

The circumstances of each previous award of a Forrestal-class carrier are 
summarized below: 

(4) The Forrestall (CVA-59), was a prototype requiring extensive design 
work at the time the contract was awarded. There were no firm plans to serve 
4s a basis for solicitation of competitive quotations for construction of this 
ship. The Newport News Shipbuilding & Drydock Co. was awarded the con- 
tract because this firm had virtually all of the facilities needed and most of 
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the requisite production skills, and had had similar design experience on the 
earrier U. S. S. United States prior to cancellation of the contract for building 
that ship. Award to Newport News permitted savings in both time and cost. 

(b>) The New York Naval Shipyard was assigned construction of the Saratoga 
(CVA-60) because of all the naval shipyards this yard possessed the skills and 
facilities necessary to build this ship in the most expeditious manner at the 
lowest cost. Award to the Newport News firm was inadvisable because it 
already had a heavy schedule of naval work. Construction of this carrier by 
the Quincy Shipyard or the New York Shipbuilding Corp., the only other private 
yards qualified for such a project, would have been considerably more expensive 
because of the additional facilities required. 

(c) It was decided to award the third Forrestal-class carrier, the Ranger 
(CVA-61), to a private shipyard principally because of the distressed condition 
of the American shipbuilding industry and the necessity for preserving vital 
skills and facilities. Competitive quotations were received from all three 
qualified private yards. The quotation of the successful Newport News Ship- 
building & Drydock Co. was $28,314,000 lower than that quoted by any other 
bidder. Although this difference in price was a major factor, the Navy Depart- 
ment, in arriving at its decision, considered other factors important to the 
national interest. 

(d) The fourth Forrestal-class carrier, the Independence (CVA-62), was 
awarded to the New York Naval Shipyard. Although it was considered that 
this assignment would result in substantially lower cost to the Government, 
this was not the primary factor. The Act of March 27, 1934, as amended (Public 
Law 135, 73d Cong.), otherwise known as the “Vinson-Trammell Act” provides 
for the assignment of alternate major warships of specific classes to naval ship- 
yards. This is a clear expression of intent on the part of the Congress that the 
Navy maintain the capabilities not only of private shipyards, but of naval ship- 
yards also, for major combatant ship construction. The act further provides, of 
course, that if such assignment is found to be inconsistent with the public interest 
in any year, the vessels may be built in either a naval or private shipyard. Two 
of the three previously authorized Forestal-class carriers had been awarded to 
a private shipyard. 

Cost estimates were obtained not only from the Quincy Shipyard, but from 
other qualified private and naval shipyards. After careful evaluation, it was 
concluded that the New York Naval Shipyard, by reason of “first ship experience” 
and know-how could build the new carrier at a cost many million dollars less 
than that of any other shipyard lacking such experience and know-how. Such 
savings were considered to be very much in the public interest, and no reasonable 


basis existed for requesting an exception to the alternate vessel provision of the 
above-mentioned law. 


The Cuatrman. The next item is the Naval Shipyard, Mare Island. 

Admiral Ciark. Mr. Chairman, may I insert in the record a state- 
ment of the Chief of the Bureau of Ships? I would like to have that 
appear at the very beginning of the questions on these facilities. 

The Cuatirman. Without objection, give it to the reporter. 

(The statement follows :) 


STATEMENT OF Rear ApM. A. G. MUMMA, Cuter, Bureau or Suips, Witn Reearp 
TO Fiscat YEAR 1956 Criass 1 Pustic Works Provects, May 5, 1955 


1956 PUBLIC WORKS PROGRAM 


The Bureau of Ships public works program for fiscal year 1956 has these 
objectives : 

First, to provide urgently required facilities for the prosecution of research in 
the field of mine countermeasures (searching out characteristics that may be used 
in defeating all types of mines); and better designs for antisubmarine surface 
vessels and aircraft carriers, with better controls, maneuverability and sea keep- 
ing qualities at higher speeds under various sea states, and for submarines to 
provide them with these same advantages when submerged or on the surface. 
It also provides urgently required administrative office space for the expanded 
mine countermeasures research program and for a building to house a computer 
in order to solve major research and design problems in minesweeping, elec- 
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tronics (including the fields of radio, radar and sonar), hydrodynamics and 
nuclear propulsion. 

Second, to replace certain piers and quaywalls at key shipyards which were 
originally constructed of untreated timber and/or located on fresh fill. These 
piers and quaywalls are in a dilapidated and hazardous condition and are re- 
quired for current work, for berthing of the reserve fleet, and in advance of 
mobilization; for, should M-day occur prior to replacement, there would be no 
time then to replace them and the mobilization effort would be unacceptably 
delayed. Shipyards affected are Boston, Norfolk, San Francisco, and Mare 
Island. 

Third, to provide urgently needed modernized operational facilities, such as 
blast cleaning, electric power, process steam, dry-dock dewatering pumps, and 
the relocation of the mine-craft base from its present location on the Ashley 
River at Charleston, S. C., to another Government-owned site nearer the Charles- 
ton Naval Shipyard offering better operational opportunities and considerable 
operational savings. These facilities are military requirements and, in many 
instances, amortize themselves in less than 10 years. The self-liquidating proj- 
ects are those to improve the powerplant at Boston, the blast-cleaning and sur- 
face-treatment facility at Mare Island, and the steam test plant at the San 
Francisco Naval Shipyard. 

Fourth, to obtain through purchase certain parcels of land necessary to protect 
the Government’s investment in a national industrial reserve shipyard, to provide 
sites for research facilities, and to acquire tidelands now being filled which are 
required for the orderly development of the San Francisco Naval Shipyard and 
to protect the Government from vastly increased expenditures for these tide- 
lands if acquired even 1 or 2 years hence. Sites for research projects will pro- 
vide facilities for the development of the minesweeping program, tracking and 
observational facilities for test and evaluation of mine countermeasures equip- 
ment under development, and for radio and radar communications wave propa- 
gation studies. 

Fifth, to provide training, recreation and messing facilies and Navy exchange 
privileges to officers and men in isolated locations in order to increase efficiency 
and morale. 

Sixth, to provide housing for 1 officer and 4 enlisted men who must remain 
on an island location to provide surveillance over valuable Government property. 

Seventh, to provide facilities for sound-search stations, a classified project. 

To meet these objectives, $51,454,600 are requested in new authorizations. 
Included are 29 items at 6 naval shipyards, 4 laboratories, 1 naval station, 1 naval 
industrial reserve shipyard, the minecraft base, Charleston, fleet activities, 
Sasebo, and the sound-search project at various locations. 

Detailed justifications have been submitted for each project. In addition, we 
have a number of photographs, maps and charts which may give a better apprecia- 
tion of the projects themselves, the things we are trying to accomplish, or the 
conditions we are trying to correct. 


The Cuarrman. Now, we authorized, since the 80th Congress— 
and all of these figures I am reading are since the 80th Congress— 
$9,661,500. We contracted for $8,572,000. 

You are doing pretty well. 

Now you are asking for $4,553,000. We all know what an important 
part this place is. 

Now, tell us briefly about the waterfront facilities there. 

Admiral Crark. The next station is the Mare Island Naval Ship- 
yard located on the north side of San Pablo Bay opposite Vallejo, 
Calif. This is a major overhaul and construction shipyard for the 
entire Pacific area. The total requested is $4,553,000. ' 

Item 1 is for the rehabilitation of ship repair facilities for which 
we are requesting $3,785,000. This includes the replacement of the 
wooden and deteriorated wharfs at berths 5 and 6 with a concrete and 
timber wharf. The present wharfs are condemned for heavy loads 
and create such a fire hazard that the emergency fire nozzles are kept 
laid out at all times. The ship repair facility building was razed in 
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1947 when the foundation failed and a shortage of covered workspace 
has existed since that time. 

The battery building is inadequate both as to space and charging 
facilities and is incapable of handling the current requirement for 
submarine battery and repair maintenance. 

The second item is for a modern sandblasting facility to replace 
the present open-air sandblast cleaning center. The work is presently 
done in the open where it blows around and is dangerous to the health 
of the workmen and gets into the working parts of valuable machinery. 
We are requesting $768,000 for the building, blast and sand recovery 
equipment. It is estimated that this sandblasting facility will amortize 
itself by savings in less than 5 years. 

The Cuarrman. All right, without objection, we approve that one. 

Naval Shipyard, Norfolk, Va.: Replacement of wharf, $308,000. 

Admiral Ciarx. The next station is the Naval Shipyard, Norfolk, 
located on the southern branch of the Elizabeth River at Portsmouth, 
Va. 

This is one of our oldest and largest yards. It maintains, alters, 
and overhauls all types of fleet ships, except submarines. It also 
maintains and periodically overhauls ships of the reserve fleet. 

We are requesting $308,000 to replace an oil-soaked and deteriorated 
wharf between two drydocks used to handle ships to be docked. The 
new wharf will be of concrete and steel construction. 

The Cuatrman. We have authorized $12 million—$9,012,670. We 
contracted for $6,409,000. About $3 million of the authorization has 
not yet been funded. And I imagine that will be done in a very— 
during this fiscal year ? 

Admiral CrarK. If we get the money, I am sure it can be and will 
be. The Norfolk yard is in the same position as the Boston yard. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Admiral CLrarx. With a heavy workload. 

Mr. Harpy. One question, Mr. Chairman. 

Do I understand that of the existing authorization, $6,628,000 has 
been funded and is now under contract ? 

The Cuarrman. Since the 80th Congress. 

Admiral Crarx. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. It says funded construction not in plant value. I take 
it that has not been completed ? 

Admiral Ciark. It may either be authorized and appropriated for, 
but not started; it may be underway, or it may be completed, but 
actually not taken up on the books at the time this was written, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. You don’t know which is which ? 

Admiral CiarK. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one question 

Mr. Harpy. I would like to get finished getting the answer to this 
question. Admiral Perry was ready to do that. 

Admiral Cirarx. Admiral Perry has the details. 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Hardy, the $6,628,000 consists of two items, 
an electronics shop of $5,738,000. It is 50 percent complete, and the 
estimated date for completion is October 1955, that is, this year. 

Mr. Harpy. That will be completed this year? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 
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The other item is $890,000 for the crane tracks for drydock No. 8. 
That item is presently 63 percent complete and it will be complete 
in July of this year. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, then, all of your funded construction has been 
contracted for ? 

Admiral Perry. That is correct; yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. All right. 

Mr. Rivers. Now Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I want to ask one question. 

In the Norfolk area there is a large concentration of naval ship 
activities. I would like to know when you are going to get busy with 
the construction of the highly important hospital down there. I think 
at least $15 million 

Mr. Harpy. If I might say to my friend from South Carolina: 
I had the pleasure of having Admiral Perry and a few other of his 
associates down there looking that matter over some time ago, and 
I hope that he is going to tell us now that they are going to be ready 
for contract within the next 60 days. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, we don’t realize—this committee doesn’t 
realize the great importance of that hospital. 

The Cuamman. We will get to that—that is in this bill? 

Mr. Ketieuer. No, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Wait a minute, Mr. Chairman. 

We have a vast concentration down there. And I want the Navy to 
get going, because Mr. Hardy has been quite patient. It is at least $15 
million. It takes care of the NATO; it takes care of the many com- 
mands at Norfolk. I want to know when we are going to get started 
there. Because I, myself, have had a lot of questions about that in 
my subcommittee. 

Mr. Harpy. It won’t be too long, will it, Admiral? 

Admiral Perry. I wish I could tell you we would start construc- 
tion within 60 days, but I would be very remiss if I used the 60-day 
figure, because I know we will not get started on construction under 
€ months from now. I think that is the figure I gave you in Norfolk 
at the time we were there, sir. 

Mr. Bennett. Mr. Chairman, may I say one thing at this point? 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bennett. 

Mr. Bennett. As I understand it, other naval hospital programs 
are being held up throughout the country because of the delay at Nor- 
folk. That is what I have been told. Therefore, I have had people 
contact me and urge me to see what can be done about the whole hos- 
pital program. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Bennerr. Just a second. May I finish? I won’t take very 
long. 

Therefore, I certainly hope that this one at Norfolk can be expedited. 
Because apparently it is holding up construction at other places. Why. 
T don’t know. 

The Cuarmman. Well, Admiral, in view of what comments were 
made by the distinguished gentleman to my right, I am also anxious 
to get it under way as early as possible, 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 
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The Cuarrman. Because Bethesda might not be able io afford Con- 
_ the accommodation, and that is a nearby hospital and we might 

ave to goto Norfolk. [ Laughter. | 

So the next item 

Without objection, that item is approved. 

The next item is the New London, Conn., item, $66,000. 

Admiral Ciarx. The next one is the Navy Underwater Sound Lab- 
oratory, Fort Trumbull, located on Fishers Island, about 7 miles by 
water south of New London,Conn. We are requesting 5 sets of family 
quarters to provide housing for key personnel stationed on the island 
to safeguard valuable Government property. The estimated total 
cost is $66,600. This is one of the highest priority items we have in 
housing. 

This is a housing item, Mr. Chairman, for a total of five houses, to 
house the key personnel who must stay aboard that station, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, the—without objection, it is approved. 

The next item is Panama City, Fla. We have authorized $1,254,000. 
We spent $41,000 and we are asking for $3,379,000. 

The bill sets out what we are asking for. This has high priority 
also; does it ? 

Admiral Crark. Yes, sir. This is one of the top priority programs 
in the Navy. 

Admiral Ciark. The Naval mine countermeasures station, located 
on St. Andrews Bay, about 7 miles northwest of Panama City, Fla. 
This station is expanding rapidly in accordance with the added em- 
phasis we are now putting on the mission of developing countermeas- 
ures against all types of torpedoes and mines. The work being done 
here is one of the top priority programs in the Navy. However, 
progress is being seriously handicapped by lack of space and in- 
adequate facilities. We have had a study going on for 2 years to 
arrive at the most practical and economical solution of the existing 
differences. We are now requesting $3,379,000 to carry out this plan 
which provides the most feasible solution of the expansion and con- 
version problems. At the same time we will utilize existing facilities 
to the maximum extent possible. 

The first item is for a permanent type, three-story masonry con- 
struction administration building for which we are requesting 
$357,000. 

The second item is for the acquisiton of 3 parcels of land totaling 
132 acres at a cost of $52,000. This land is now part of the station but 
is under lease and we desire it in fee before we add additional improve- 
ments. 

Item 3 is for a recreation and training building for which we are 
requesting $455,000. This building will house the theater, auditorium, 
snack bar, exchange, barber shop, and recreational facilities. 

Item 4 is for a helicopter facility needed in the work being accom- 
plished at this station. We are requesting $372,000 for the site prepa- 
ration and construction of this helicopter facility. 

Item 5 is for the acquisition of 333.4 acres of land and the construc- 
tion of 8 magazines for the storage of high explosives thereon. We 
are requesting a total of $417,000 for these line items. 

Item 6 is for the acquisition of three small parcels of land and the 
erection of permanent observation towers thereon for which we are 
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requesting $76,000. At present temproary towers are on the parcels 
which are occupied under a revocable permit. 

Item 7 is the second increment to provide a bulkhead dock and work 
aurea for mine vessels and small craft engaged in countermeasure work. 
We are requesting $690,000 and this should complete this item. 

Item 8 is for the second increment of a badly needed laboratory 
building. This is a steel reinforced concrete three-story building. It 
replaces the present laboratory which is housed in a deteriorated con- 
verted barracks building. The $960,000 being requested will complete 
this item. 

The Cuarman. All right. 

The next item is the Portsmouth Shipyard, New Hampshire. 

We have authorized $4,504,000. We have spent $4,311,000, and you 
are asking for $946,000. 

Now, does this have any high priority ? 

Admiral CiarK. Yes, sir, it does. 

The Naval Shipyard, Portsmouth, N. H., is located on the Piscataqua 
River, across from Kittery, Maine. This yard is principally engaged 
in the building, alteration, maintenance, and overhaul of submarines. 
It is an old yard which was established in 1800. 

We are requesting a total of $946,000. 

Item 1 is to provide an additional power cable to connect with the 
local utility company’s outlet in order to meet the yards existing power 
needs. This item is for $155,000. 

Item 2 is to replace the dewatering pumps for drydock No. 2. The 
existing pumps used to pump down water in the drydocks are over 
50 years old and are worn and inefficient. We are requesting $791,000 
for the new pumps and facilities to correct the deficiency. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

The next item is the Naval Laboratory at San Diego, Calif. 

Admiral Crarx. I believe the Naval Shipyard, Portsmouth, N. H., 
is the next one. 

The next is the Navy Electronics Laboratory, Point Loma, San 
Diego, Calif. This station performs research and development work 
in radio, radar, sonar, and related fields. The only item is for the 
acquisition of 13 parcels of land for a total of 398 acres. This is 
the field and annex near the water where measurements are taken 
of the antenna characteristics of ships. It is not very good land 
but the acquisition is necessary in order to provide an interference free 
area needed for electronics research work being accomplished. We 
are requesting $143,000. 

The Cuarrman. All right, without: objection, the $143,000 at the 
Naval Laboratory at San Diego, Calif., which is $148,000 land acquisi- 
tion The next is naval repair facilities,San Diego, Calif., $629,000. 
That is an item we have never heretofore appropriated for. 

Now, tell us something about that. 

Admiral Ciark. The next is the naval repair facility at San Diego, 
Calif. This station provides repair and maintenance facilities for 
service and landing craft. 

We have a single item to replace and relocate a steam line system 
for which we are request ing $629,000.” 

The present pipeline is laid in the ground and has rusted through 
and leaks steam throughout the system. This facility will replace 
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10,500 feet of steam and 10,500 feet of condensate piping with new long 
life piping in an accessible concrete underground trench. 

This is for replacing 10,500 feet, sir, of existing steam and eon- 
clensate line that is in such bad shape now that we are spending a very 
considerable amount of maintenance cost. In fact, the maintenance 
cost on the steam line is about 17 percent of the original cost. And 
this line is so badly deteriorated it needs to be renewed, sir. 

The Cuamrman. Of course you have to clear before the subcommittee 
the land acquisition. And we will have another look at that item. 

The next item is naval repair facility, San Diego, Calif., $629,000. 

Admiral Ciarx. That is the item addressed to by myself. 

The Cuarrman. That is right, it was. 

Admiral Ciark. The last item. 

The next station is the naval shipyard at Hunters Point, San Fran- 
cisco Bay, San Francisco, Calif. 

This isa major shipyard which has facilities for the conversion, over- 
haul, repair, and drydocking of all types of naval vessels. We are re- 
questing 3 items which total $4,369,000. 

The first is to replace the submarine quay wall with one of per- 
manent concrete and steel construction. The present quay wall of un- 
treated timber and piling is badly deteriorated. This item is for 
$1,588,000 and includes paving, utilities, and railroad tracks in the ad- 
jacent area. 

item 2 is for a steam-test plant for which we are requesting 
$1,181,000. This includes a building, eranes, high-pressure test boiler 
and associated equipment needed for the test of modnern main propul- 
sion and auxiliary equipment installation in naval vessels. 

Item 3 is for the acquisition of 6 parcels of land comprising about 
3506 acres in all. Most of this land is submerged tideland which will re- 
quire fill in order to make surface land badly needed for the orderly 
development of the master plans for this shipyard. Delay in the ac- 
quisition will undoubtedly result in added costs since this land is 
steadily increasing in value. We are requesting $1,600,000 for the ac- 
quisition including the creation of this land by filling. 

The Cuarmman. The next item is the Navy Shipyard, San Fran- 
cisco, Calif.: Waterfront facilities, steam-testing facilities. 

We have heretofore authorized $2,091,000, and we spent $72,000. 
And now you are asking for $4,369,000 for the facilities—waterfront 
facilities, steam-testing facilities, andland acquisition. 

We will have to go into the land acquisition before Mr. Rivers and 
Mr. Cunningham later on. 

So without objection, we approve that item. 

Now, that finishes shipyard facilities. 

Now, the next section is fleet base facilities. 

The Navy Department, District of Columbia: Family housing, 
$81,000. 

That is a new item. How many family houses do you propose to 
build here in the District of Columbia ¢ 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Going back to shipyard facilities: Last year there 
was authorized a project at the Philadelphia Navy Yard for re- 
habilitation of drydocks for repair of earrier—— 

Admiral Crark. Yes, sir. 
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‘The Cuatrman. Order. 

Mr. Gavin. That is all right. I want to have their attention before 
I ask the question. 

The question I am asking you: Last year there was authorized for 
the Philadelphia Navy Y: ard the rehabilitation of the drydocks there, 
two drydocks, to take care of carriers of the Forrestal type. I just 
wondered what was being done about that authorization in your 
program here of shipy ard facilities. What consideration is being 
given to that authorization ? 

Admiral Crark. We have no appropriations for that item, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, I realize you haven’t any appropriations. Have 
you made any request for any appropriations for it? 

Admiral Crark. No, sir. | 

Mr. Gavix. What do you intend to do about it? It is just as im- 
portant to the east coast as to any other section of the country, that 
those drydocks be rehabilitated and put in position to take care of any 
demands that may be made upon us in the East. 

Admiral Crark. I don’t believe we plan to request funds for that 
this year, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, would you submit to me any pertinent informa- 
tion you have as to the status of that particular project at this time, 
and when you anticipate requesting funds for that work ¢ 

Admiral CLark. I will be glad to, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. Now, fleet base facilities. 

Navy Department, District of Columbia, family housing, $81,000. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask one question: 

Why don’t you—and Admiral Clark, I want you to hear this—why 
oe *t you provide for some quarters for the Surgeon General of the 

a 

‘Admiral Crarx. We hope to, sir, eventually. We are asking this 
year for three sets of quarters in the Washington area, for the three 
senior naval officers now without quarters. 

Mr. Rivers. I know something of what is going on. 

Admiral CLark. We would like to— 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I know the Chief of Naval Operations, 
I know the Chief of Logistics, and all those jobs get quarters here, and 
in the Gun Factory, and down at MeNair. But you don’t provide a 
thing, Mr. Chairman—I want the committee to hear this—we don’t 
provide a thing for the Surgeon General of the Navy Department. 
And, Mr. Chairman, I think it is long overdue. We ought to have 
some provisions for the man who handles the welfare of not only the 
active force but the dependents of the Navy. 

The Cuarrman. Now, I may say this 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I want Admiral Clark to tell us why, 
now, they are not looking into this very important project. 

Admiral Ciark. We are looking into it, sir, and we intend next 
years if possible, to submit a request for housing for all the bureau 
chiefs. 

The CHarrman. Now, Admiral, while that question is raised—I 
don’t know whether it is pertinent right now, but there is a matter 
that I do want to call to the attention of the committee at the proper 
place in the bill. 
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I do think that we should build quarters for whoever he may be, 
whether a naval officer, Army officer, or an Air Force officer, for the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. The Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 

Now, that is not in the bill, but it has been brought to my atten- 
tion. I understand it has clearance and the plan as told to me was to 
construct on the Naval Observatory buildings to accommodate the 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, with his assistants. 

Now, is this the proper place in the bill, Mr. Kelleher 

Mr. Ketuener. No, sir; that will be a new title all by itself. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Ketiener. Because the Secretary of Defense will provide that. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Well, we will bring that up at the right time. 

Now, go ahead. “The Navy Department, District of Columbia, 
family housing,” $81,000. Where are they to be built and whom are 
they for ? 

Admiral Criarx. The first project under “Fleet base facilities” is 
for 3 units of family housing for flag officers for the total amount 
of $81,000. It is planned to construct these quarters on the grounds 
of the Naval Observatory, Massachusetts Avenue, Washington, D. C. 
They are to be occupied by three deputies of the Chief of Naval Opera- 
tions who are now without public quarters, to enable them to carry out 
their many duties and responsibilities more effectively. 

The CHarrman. Then—now, so the committee can understand it, 
the Chief—the CNO—is quartered there ? 

Admiral CrarKk. Yes, sir. 

The Cuartrman. Then in addition to his domicile you propose to 
have 3 buildings or 3 homes constructed for his top assistants; is that 
correct ¢ 

Admiral Ciark. Three deputies; yes, sir. 

The Cratrman. His three deputies. Without objection, we ap- 
prove that and go to the next item. 

Mr. Keviener. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarmrman. Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ketreuer. I want to ask one question on that, Mr. Chairman. 

What is the limitation in the Appropriations Act right now as to the 
cost of quarters, Admiral ? 

Admiral Ciark. I will ask Captain McFarland, sir. I haven’t the 
breakdown. We have limitations in both size and cost. 

Mr. Ketiener. I am speaking only of money—this item for $27,000 
for flag officers’ quarters. 

Mr. Harpy. Does that include land ? 

Admiral Crark. But in the appropriation bill it is $20,000, sir. 

_ Mr. Kerieuer. $20,000. How are you going to avoid that limita- 
tion with respect to these three houses ? 

Admiral Crarx. I will ask Captain McFarland to testify on this. 
He is the housing man, sir. ’ 

Captain McFartann. The representatives of the Secretary of De- 
fense are prepared to discuss this question of limitations on appropri- 
ations for housing units. 

The Cuarrman. Well, in that connection, may I say; Captain, if 
there is a limitation of $20,000 per unit—and you probably are inti- 
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mating that they are going to ask that that limitation be removed or 
increased ; is that what is coming up ? 

Captain McFartanp. No, sir. The limitation is considered for dif- 
ferent purposes—the cost limitations in the appropriations bill in the 
past and in this present bill have been considered to the 5-foot line, 
whereas the limitations in the Authorization Act have included the. 
utilities which connect to the house at the 5-foot line. 

The Cuarrman. Oh, yes, I see. 

Then instead of putting $60,000 in here—and you figure about 
$20,000 over and above the cost of the construction would be for utili- 
ties; is that it? 

Captain McFartanp. Utilities, access roads, general site prepara- 
tion, and so forth. 

The Cuatrman. I see. 

oy Harpy. My gracious. Then you want the committee to under- 
stan 

The Cuarrman. You can get a pretty good house for $20,000. 

Mr. Hess. Not today. 

Mr. Rivers. You don’t get much. 

Mr. Bates. Not a flag officer, Mr. Chairman. You don’t get much 
today. 

Mr. Rivers. Not for a flag officer. 

The Cuairman. Unless you put some provision right in here, you 
are restricted by that other language and you would have to increase 
that and when you increase that, oy. then, that would make the cost 
of the house out in the field of probably some officer of not quite as 
high a rank too much. 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I hope that this committee will recog- 
nize the importance of a flag officer rank. Throughout the services 
the limitation now imposed on the construction of a building for a 
flag officer, as Mr. Bates has very, very aptly said, is a bad thing. 
And,-Mr. Chairman, I hope that we will go into this thing, because 
it isa bad situation. 

The Cuatrman. Well, as far as this authorization is concerned and 
the record is concerned, we build three houses costing $81,000. 

Mr. Rivers. I hope we will recognize that a flag officer, Mr. Chair- 
man, is entitled to more than this. This limitation is a bad situation.. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, if I might just follow that up just a 
little. I don’t think that we are concerned right now about the limita- 
tion, except insofar as it affects us in authorizing this amount. 

The CuarrMan. (Nods.) ! 

Mr. Harpy. Now, does the present limitation occur in an appropri- 
ations bill only ? 

Mr: Kexieuer. Yes, sir, with respect to money, in the appropria- 
tions bill. 

Mr. Harpy. That is what I am talking about. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. So there is no statutory limitation with respect to fu- 
ture appropriation. 

Mr. Keviener. There is not, sir. 
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Mr. Harpy. The question in my mind was whether or not this item, 
because it exceeds $20,000, would be subject to a point of order. But 
as an authorization, it would not. 

Mr. Keviener. That is correct. 

Mr. Rivers. Of course—— 

The Crarman. The next one is naval station, Green Cove Springs, 
F'la., $72,000. 

What is that for, Admiral? 

Admiral Crark. The second station is the naval station, Green Cove 
Springs, Fla., which is on the Johns River about 31 miles south of 
the city of Jacksonville. This station provides logistic support. for 
assigned Reserve fleet groups; and tug, pilot, and crane services to 
fleet units based at the naval auxiliary landing field at Mayport, Fla. 

The only project for which authorization is being requested for this 
station is power distribution on piers, for $72,000. This is to modify 
the present system on 11 piers to permit the disconnection of one nest 
of ships without interrupting power service to adjacent piers. It will 
improve fire protection and dshumidification of reserve Meet ships and 
reduce maintenance and operation costs. 

That is for power distribution on the docks, sir, to permit us to 
cut out sections of the line. 

The Cuatrman,. All right. 

The next one is naval station, Newport, R. 1. We authorized 
$5,392,000. We spent $4,279,446. You asked for $1,583,000. And 
that is for permanent facilities, as the station is already there. And 
it has high priority? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir, it has. 

The third station is the naval station, Newport, R. L., which is 
located about 3 miles northwest of the city. It provides in-port sery- 
ices for the operating forces and logistic support for dependent activi- 
ties, chiefly the Naval Schools Command and the Fleet Training Cen- 
ter. This station also has only one project, for which: authorization 
is requested in the amount of $1,583,000. We consider this project 
very important and urgent. It is the first increment for the replace- 
ment of existing substandard, temporary, hurriedly built World War 
II barracks. It is essential to provide habitable living quarters for 
the enlisted men. Improved living conditions will effect increased 
operating efficiency by promoting reenlistments and reducing person- 
nel turnover, thereby minimizing replacement training costs, ‘This 
increment is for five 172-man barracks for a total of 860 men. Addi- 
tional future incremental replacements will be required for a total 
capacity in new barracks for 4,000 men. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, we approve that. 

The next is Naval Base, Norfolk, Va.: Waterfront facilities, pave- 
ments, utilities, and land acquisition, $9,972,000. 

ApmrraL Cxark. The fourth activity under Fleet Base Facilities 
is the Naval Base, Norfolk, Va. This base is required to maintain 
and operate facilities for the refitting of all fleet types and complete 
logistic support of operating groups of the Atlantic Fleet, to provide 
berthing for reserve fleet units and to provide fleet training and re- 
training facilities. Authorization is being requested in the total 
amount of $9,972,000. 

The first item is the first increment for extension of the base at an 
estimated cost of $9,800,000. This includes dredging about 2.5 mil- 
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lion cubic yards to a 40-foot depth and placing selected dredged ma- 
terial in back of a 3,650-foot-long new concrete bulkhead to make 
needed land; acquisition from the State of Virginia of the bottom- 
land rights—expected to be without cost; the first of 4 piers, 1,300 
feet long by 50 feet wide; a 1,500-foot-long breakwater; an aircraft 
taxiway leading from the carrier berthing to the adjacent industrial 
air station; and other, collateral facilities. The total cost of this ex- 
tension is estimated at $27.5 million. 

The second and last item is to provide direct current power to the 
existing finger piers, $172,000. This is needed to provide d. c. power 
to existing outlets at the finger piers for some 37 service craft operat- 
ing in the area. Crews of most of these craft are subsisted on board 
due to the operational requirements. The craft need outside direct 
current power while berthed at the piers. The savings generated will 
amortize the cost of the item in less than 8 years. 

This is a very important project, Mr. Chairman. This would give 
us the pier space to handle the new carriers and it is a very important 
one. 

The Cuarrman, Now, I want to talk to you about one item: land 
acquisition. 

r. Harpy. There are several things I want to ask him about this. 

The Cuarrman. J] want to know, and I want the reeord to show how 
much land you want to acquire down in Virginia. Because we are in 
this kind of situation: if we keep on acquiring the land in Virginia, 
we will probably soon have Mr. Hardy’s home and everybody else’s. 

Admiral Crark. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuatrman. Why can’t you go down in other sections to ac- 
quire land except right down in Virginia? Let’s see if we can’t do 
without acquiring more acreage in Virginia. 

Admiral Ciark. Mr. Chairman, this is submerged land right at 
the end of the base, and the State officials, I think 

The Cuatrman. This land is not subject to.cultivation ? 

Admiral Crark. No, sir, it is submerged land. 

The Cuarrman. This land is-—— 

Admiral Ciark. Under the water, 

The Cratrman. This land is under water? 

Admiral Crark. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right, I won’t find any objection to that. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr, Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. I wanted to ask a few questions. I have had to raise 
a few questions with the Navy concerning this project at the time 
the lease was made, because immediately there was aroused a con- 
siderable amount of curiosity in the Norfolk area as to where this 
land was coming from. Well, as of now there is still no official state- 
ment concerning it. Understand, I had the information that this Jand 
was submerged land. But I was distinctly given to understand that 
that was highly classified information and under no circumstances was 
anybody locally to be tald it was submerged land. Now, I would just 
like to know whether this information can be released. 

Admiral CriarK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. So that the people down there can know that aetually 
this acquisition is to come from the bottom of the river outside the 
base there and is not going to involve acquisition otherwise. 
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Admiral Ciark. That is correct. 

Mr. Harpy. We were able to tell them it was not contemplated we 
would be taking private land. But how is this going to run in terms 
of cost ? 

Admiral CiarK. It is anticipated this can be obtained for no cost at 
all, sir. 

The Cuarrman. No cost? 

Admiral Ciark. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, tell the committee—may I put this informa- 
tion in the record, Mr. Hardy ? 

Tell the committee how many acres of submarginal land and how 
far distant will you have to build your piers—— 

Mr. Bares. Submerged land. 

The Cuarrman. Submerged land. 

Admiral CtarK. Have you the acreage, Captain ! 

Commander Hines. 254 acres. 

The CHarmman. What is the information ‘ 

Admiral Cuark. 254 acres, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And how far from the mainland will you have to 
put your piers in to pump in the silt and make the land ¢ 

Commander Hines. Mr. Chairman, the present land stops here. 
We would extend out 3,600 feet in the submerged land. These repre- 
sent the piers in the completed overall project. We are only asking 
for one pier at this time. Selected dredged material from this area 
(indicating) would be deposited back here to form the backup area 
which forms the land acquisition project. 

The Cuatrman. And you contemplate fixing 200—and how many 
acres ¢ 

Mr. Keiiener. 254. 

Commander Hines. 254. 

The Cuatrman. All right, without objection 

Mr. Hess. Just a minute, Mr. Chairman. I was just figuring up 
here. In order to reclaim that land, it is going to cost $2,437,000. 

Mr. Rivers. You have your fleet down there. 

Mr. Hess. It is pretty expensive land. The Navy has continued to 
do that every place they operate. They reclaim land inistéad of buying 
land that could be cleared and utilized. 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman, we have plenty of land up in Boston. 
We don’t have to go fill out. I was down there—They keep building 
and at Norfolk they are going to be out at Camp Henry and Cape 
Charles. 

The Cuareman. All right. 

Admiral Crarx. There is already a shortage right now. At times 
we have to anchor ships so far out that we are delayed in outloading 
task forces at Norfolk. 

Mr. Bares. I know, but we are going to think about Boston a tiny, 
little bit. It is the birthplace of the American Navy. When are we 
going to start thinking about it a little bit. We might build & Tittle 
carrier up there. 

Admiral Crark. It is equally for the new carrier and for the present 
large carriers. 

Mr. Bates. Yes. 
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Admiral Ciark. And for the battleships. 

Mr. Bares. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Cuark. There is a tremendous shortage of docking space 
for all big ships in Norfolk. 

Mr. Bares. That is right. We have a shortage in Boston. When 
are We going to do something up there, Admiral, and try to fix it up 
a little bit?’ No plans whatsoever for some other place to have a little 
carrier one of these years? 

Mr. Wixson. A little carrier or a big carrier ? 

The Cuarrman. I think 

Admiral Crark. I don’t believe there are any expansion plans at 
present to the extent of operating carriers out of Boston, sir, because 
there is no naval aviation industrial yard close by as there is here. 
Here they unload their planes, their duds, and are able to taxi them 
right over to the overhaul stations. 

Mr. Bares. And the more you give them, the more they are going 
to have. 

You see, that was the argument for the second carrier. “Well, we 
already built that one down here. We have all of these facilities. 
We spent all of this money. Now we have to take advantage of that.” 

Now, here we are going and developing a little bit more up there, 
which means that, relatively, Boston has a little less and Philadelphia 
has less. To carry that argument to the extreme, we are never going 
to get anything at Boston, because you have such wonderful facilities 
everywhere else. 

Mr. Gavin. Or Philadelphia, either. 

Mr. Bares. I said Philadelphia, too. 

The Cuatrman. I think at least we should pinpoint somewhere that 
this land acquisition is not going to be high and dry land. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. It is going to be submarginal land and land you 
are going to have to make from pumping it out. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

My. Bares. It is expensive. 

The Cuarrman. Of course it is expensive. 

Mr. Bates. Very expensive. 

The Cuatrman. Now, that is definitely understood. 

Mr. Harpy. I think, Mr. Chairman, you ought to bear this in mind, 
that most of the material going in here has to be dredged out anyway. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Mr. Bates. No finer reason, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cnairman. Without objection, we approve the item. The next 
item is the naval station, Orange, Tex. Personnel facilities of $399,000. 
What do you term “Personnel facilities” ? 

Admiral Ciark. These are a barracks and subsistence building. 

Admiral Ciarx. The naval station on the Sabine River in the city 
of Orange, Tex., is next. It provides shore facilities and logistic 
support for assigned Reserve Fleet groups and nucleus ship repair 
units. Authorization for $399,000 is requested for construction of a 
barracks for 172 men and a subsistence building for 250 men. The 
three existing barracks were originally built in 1941 as temporary 
dormitories for civilian shipyard workers. They are on hydraulic fill 
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which has settled unevenly and caused structural failure in the build- 
ings. Because of their poor condition the repair and rehabilitation 
of these barracks would be economically unsound. The station re- 
quires barracks for 185 enlisted men and, in addition, due to numerous 
ship deactivations there is a requirement to feed 250 enlisted men. 

The Coamman. All right. 

The next station is the Naval Station at San Diego, $57,000. What 
utilities do they have there? Qn line 14, page 16: Naval Station, San 
Diego, Calif., utilities, $57,000. 

Admiral Crark. The next activity is the Naval Station, San Diego, 
Calif. Its mission is to provide in-port services for the operating force 
and logistic support for dependent activities in the area, including Re- 
serve Fleet groups. We are requesting authorization for one project, 
for constructing a 6-inch steam main to connect the South Bay area 
steam system to the main system, for $57,000. It will permit the 
closing of the South Bay steam plant, which has a much larger capacity 
than is required in peacetime, thereby effecting an annual savings in 
operation and maintenance costs of over $42,000. Thus the cost of 
this project will be amortized in less than 2 years. 

The Cramman. All right. 

Naval Training—— 

\ir. Witson. Mr. Chairman, I would just like to point out the very 
modest request that we on the west coast are making on the Navy. 

Mr. Bares. That is right. They have already 

The Cuamman. I would also like to point out what the Secretary 
of the Air Force said about installatioris that have already been placed 
in the great State of California. 

Mr. Bares. We already have so much. 

The CuatrmMan. Next item is the Naval Station, Treasure Island, 
San Francisco, $3,147,000. 

Admiral Crarkx. The Naval Station, Treasure Island, San Fran- 
cisco is the next station in our program. It is situated in San Fran- 
cisco Bay and its mission is to provide in-port services for the fleet, and 
logistic support for dependent activities in the area. Several training 
schools for officers are located at the station and it also.serves as a 
receiving station and separation center. 

item 1 will provide an adequate bachelor officers’ quarters for 402 
officers. There is a firm daily average requirement for 400 officers and 
there are peak demands for 625 officer accommodations. The existing 
bachelor offiers’ quarters is a temporary building constructed to house 
186 officers but because of the demand beds for 290 officers have been 
installed. The bulk of the BOQ occupants are student officers who 
mtist study in their rooms and the space deficiency and noise created 
by nonstudent or transient officers causes serious interference to study. 
In addition, for these substandard living spaces the resident officer 
must pay his full rental allowance; therefore, each room is costing its 
occupants an average of $180 per month for 117 square feet of floor 
space. This amount would pay for a very comfortable apartment of 
several times that amount of space. The morale problem and study 
problem combined with the real deficiency in space makes this item one 
of high urgency and we are asking $3,085,000 for a new bachelor officers’ 
quarters. 

Item 2 is for a power cable with associated switching equipment: to 
allow the Navy installations on Yerba Buena Island to be supplied 
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from Treasure Island and thereby eliminate the power company meter 
on Yerba Buena Island. Annual savings of $5,000 per year will re- 
suit from this item for which we are asking $62,000. 

The CuHarrman. The next station is Naval Air Station, Tacoma, 
Wash., of $3,024,000. 

Admiral Ciark. The Naval Station at Tacoma, Wash., is our next 
project. The mission of this station is to provide shore facilities and 
logistic support for Reserve Fleet groups assigned and nucleus ship 
repair units. The station maintains in preservation 36 reserve fleet 
ships including 24 escort carriers. 

The item for which we are asking at this station is the reconstruc- 
tion of pier 4. This pier was constructed in 1942 of untreated timber 
superstructure. It is 2,800 feet long and normally provides berthing 
space for 12 escort carriers. The pier decking is so badly deteriorated 
that the safe loads have been reduced to 100 pounds per square foot. 
The operational loading requirement is 300 pounds per square foot. 
About 30 percent of the supporting piles are deteriorated from marine 
borer infestation. The fire-protection system is badly rusted and of 
questionable reliability. The pier is beyond economical repair and 
constitutes a serious fire hazard to millions of dollars worth of ships. 
The pier has an immediate mobilization requirement for use in re- 
activating escort carriers and for use as an industrial outfitting pier. 
Present scheduling for periodic overhaul and other Reserve Fleet uses 
requires this pier reconstruction prior to July 1, 1957. It is an urgent 
requirement for which the Navy request is $3,024,000. 

Now, this is a new item, is it not ? 

Admiral Criark. Yes, sir. This is for the reconstruction of a pier 
that is in very bad condition. It is a pier where we have 24—rather, 
in that area we have 24 escort carriers of the Reserve Fleet and we 
can’t work at this pier because it is so rotted that we can’t get equip- 
ment on it safely. 

The Cuairman. Then this is for building a pier / 

Admiral Cuiark. This is for replacement of a pier; yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman—— 

Admiral Ciark. The construction, rather, Mr. Chairman—recon- 
struction of the pier. 

Mr. Rivers. What is the rise and fall of the tide in that part of the 
country ? 

The CHarrman. Put that in the record. 

Admiral Crark. I will see if I have a west coast sailor here, or I 
can get it for the record. 

(The information referred to follows :) 


The mean tidal range is 8.1 feet and the diurnal range is 11.8 feet. 


The Cuarrman. WitHout objection, the item is approved. 

The next item is Naval Station, Tongue Point, Astoria, Oreg., 
personnel facilities, $92,000. 

Admiral CiarK. This isa naval station, all right. 

The Cuarreman. All right, naval station. 

Admiral Cuark. The last station of this class is the Naval Station, 
Tongue Point, Astoria, Oreg. Its mission is to provide shore facilities 
and logistic support for Reserve Fleet groups assigned, nucleous ship 
repair units, and the Assistant Industrial Manager, Astoria, Oreg. 

The only item proposed is for the provision of proper fire-escape 
exits from bedrooms of 364 public quarters. These quarters are two 
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story, multiple-family units and it has become apparent that the pres- 
ent exits are not located to give emergency egress if large fires orig- 
inate in the living room or kitchen. The item would provide for the 
removal of a fixed metal window in one bedroom of each apartment 
and the substitution therefor of an exit door. We are requesting 
$92,000 for this item. 

The Cuarrman. Where you use the words “personnel facilities” you 
mean barracks and things of that kind ? 

Admiral Cuarxk. In this case it happens to be family housing. 

The Cuarrman. Family housing? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Well, let’s get all that understood. 

Admiral Ciark. We don’t propose to build any houses, sir. This 
item is simply for cutting fire escapes in the present structures. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Admiral Ciark. Where they cannot get out of the bedrooms in case 
of fire. 

The Cuatrman,. All right. 

Admiral Ciark. And in 364 apartments, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Vou consider that an urgent item ¢ 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Next is aviation facilities. 

( The statement follows :) 


The Bureau of Aeronautics’ portion of the Navy’s fiscal year 1956 public works 
authorization request totals $296,666,500. Of this, $161,876,900 is requested for 
the development of aviation facilities within the continental limits of the United 
States, and $134,789,600 is requested for the development of our stations over- 
seas. 

Before going on with a detailed examination of individual projects, I would 
like te review, with you, the expanded and modernized base development pro- 
gram, designed for use by high performance aircraft and from which stems the 
need for the fiscal year 1956 authorization program. 

The modern jet-propelled aircraft is a weapon of tremendous power, daily 
increasing the horizons of altitude and speed while shrinking the horizons of 
time and distance. At the same time, they need longer runways on which to 
take off and land, more air room in which to work, more fuel to take them high 
and fast, more people to keep them flying. 

The operations of modern jet-propelled aircraft have required a complete rea- 
nalysis of airfields and base facilities, flying training areas, target and gunnery 
training areas and airspace requirements of naval aviation. When the jets have 
completed their missions, they must be brought down rapidly and precisely to 
keep them from exhausting their fuel supply. Coming in fast from high and far 
and probably through an overcast sky, there is no time to search for the base, 
hence the urgent need for the latest and best in navigation aids and electronic 
control equiment. The necessary flat approach angles to runways dictate that 
obstructions be removed and rigid restrictions on obstacle control be initiated. 
Because of the high speeds, the margin for pilot error in jets is low as is the time 
for pilot reaction to a hazardous situation. Every effort must be made to elimi- 
nate airfield hazards. : 

Your attention has been invited many times in the past by both the Air Force 
and the Navy to the fact that, because of the blast from the jet engine, parking 
areas must be larger, and both parking areas and taxiways must be heat and 
blast resistant, and of heavier construction. High rates of fuel consumption 
require more fuel storage and arrangements to provide high rates of fuel delivery 
to the aircraft. 

As we modernize our aircraft carriers with stronger and angled flight decks, 
steam catapults and improved arresting gear, so must we modernize the aircraft 
facilities ashore which support the fleet. 

The disparity between the World War II aviation facilities and those required 
for our new aircraft is tremendous. This situation was foreseen several years 
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ago and plans were developed to link modernization with expansion of the Shore 
Establishment with the idea in mind that new construction could proceed in a 
logical manner, and efficient facilities would be constructed at a minimum cost. 

You are familiar with the broad outlines of the plan with its master jet fields, 
and supporting fields for specialized missions such as carrier landing practice, 
gunnery and bombing and navigation. These complexes, in their turn, are sup- 
ported by a seaport and industrial station which provide major aircraft overhaul 
and repair facilities, and in most cases, berths for aircraft carriers. 

In addition to the foregoing fleet-support stations, there are stations whose 
functions provide other essential elements of naval aviation. The training sta- 
tions which produce new naval aviators and now must provide increasing num- 
bers of jet pilots, research and development stations, which are a part of the essen- 
tial design, development engineering, test and evaluation process so vital to the 
forward progress of naval aviation; specialized stations to support the design, 
development, test and tactical evaluation of new weapons and weapons systems; 
the Naval Reserve air stations where our Aviation Reserve keeps ready; our 
overseas stations located strategically throughout the world. 

The authorization of the 3d Marine Air Wing as part of the Navy’s air strength 
has created the need for a permanent base for the home porting of the groups 
and squadrons of which this wing is comprised. It is planned to develop the 
Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Beaufort, S. C., as a permanent base for the 
38d Marine Air Wing. To that end, $11,096,000 was authorized in fiscal year 1955 
for the major initial increment of this development. A second increment of 
authorization is requested in this program to continue that development. 

So much for the basic plan to expand and modernize the Naval Aviation Shore 
Establishment. Originally, it was estimated that the total cost of the entire 
modernization and expansion program would be something over a billion dollars, 
and that the program could be completed within a 4-year period. Ensuing events 
have caused changes in both estimated costs and times of completion. Interna- 
tional tensions have increased the need for aircraft, aircraft carriers, and shore 
facilities. The role of naval aviation in continental air defense has been expanded 
and more clearly defined. 

The need for more family housing at our stations has been recognized. Costs 
of construction have risen. Nevertheless, much progress has been made, and 
though we are just starting in some areas, we are close to completion of the 
original program in others. 

High performance aircraft are supplanting piston engine aircraft as fast as it 
is possible to do so. The total operating strength of naval aviation has in- 
creased but slightly during the past several years to its present approximately 
10.000 aircraft. 

On the other hand, the number of jet aircraft within this operating strength 
will rise to an estimated 4,400 by the end of fiscal year 1957. Since many of the 
facilities requested in the 1956 public works program could not be completed by 
that time, it can be appreciated that the major portion of this authorization pro- 
gram constitutes present-day requirements of naval aviation. 

The fiscal year 1956 public works authorization will constitute a real step 
forward in providing a modern shore establishment for naval aviation. The 
objectives to be achieved are outlined briefly as follows: 

(1) Continue the development program for major fleet-support stations to 
insure a high degree of readiness for air-groups and ASW squadrons. 

(2) Provide modern airfield facilities in the naval air training command to 
provide an annual output of properly trained pilots to the fleet and ultimately to 
the Naval Reserve. This requirement dictates that two new airfields be de- 
veloped in the south Texas and Louisiana areas. 

(3) Continue the modernization of the Navy's aircraft overhaul and repair 
establishments. 

(4) Undertake a major program for obstruction removal and acquisition of 
property rights for flight safety and to guard against obsolescence of our plant 
account. 

(5) Provide facilities for the operation of that portion of continental defense 
and early warning which has been assigned naval aviation. 

(6) Continue to develop those facilities required to support the research and 
development programs of naval aviation. 

(7) Provide 1,201 units of family housing in areas in which housing is a critical 
requirement. 
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The Cuatrman. Naval auxiliary landing field, Alice-Orange Grove 
area, Texas. Airfield pavement and landing acquisition, $1,487,000. 
We heretofore authorized $1,996,000. We spent $1 million—or you 
spent $74,000. Now why are you so slow in making your contracts in 
reference to building up that vicinity ? 

Captain Lams. Mr. Chairman, Alice-Orange Grove area is a new 
field. We had planned to put it at a town called Alice, Tex. We 
received authorization for this field 2 years ago. When we came to 
negotiate with the city, we could not come to terms with them for the 
use of their airport. Therefore, we came up here last year, and repro- 
gramed this item to Alice-Orange Grove area. Our request now is 
for additional land in order to build the runway which ts been au- 
thorized. 

Captain Lams. The naval auxiliary landing field, Alice-Orange 
Grove, Tex., will be used as a carrier landing practice field for planes 
based in Kingsville, Chase, and Corpus Christi. 

Item 1 is for taxiway and parking apron paving which are needed 
in case a plane is forced to land completely instead of taking off imme- 
diately after it has touched down. The project comprises 8,000 feet 
of taxiway and 10,000 square yards of plane parking area. We are 
asking $948,000 for this item. 

Item 2 is the acquisition of the land to build the runways previously 
authorized at this station and for the approach zones to 4,000 feet from 
the ends of the runways. The request for land acquisition is $539,000. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, you will have to clear before the subcommittee the land acqui- 
sition. Without objection, we approve this item. 

Now, the next item is Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Barin Field, 
Foley, Ala. We heretofore authorized $226,000. We have only spent 
$17,001. And you are asking for $151,000. What is this for? 

Captain Lame. Barin Field provides facilities to support primary 
and basic flight training. This is for runway lighting. We at pres- 
ent are using flare pots on a runway used by students which is extreme- 
ly wasteful of man-hours to install and service but also is dangerous 
when the pilots are inexperienced. 

The CHatrman,. All right. The next is Naval Auxiliary Air Sta- 
tion, Chase Field, Tex. We here authorized $4,711,000 and we spent 
$4,039,000, and you are asking for $1,953,500. 

This is an urgent item ¢ 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmrman. You are not going to come back here later on and 
tell us that you changed your mind and you don’t need this base, are 
yous 

Captain Lamp. This is one of the most important fields in the train- 
ing command. Without it we cannot continue to train jet aircraft 
pilots. It is used in the advanced training of jet aircraft pilots. 

The first item is for high-speed jet fueling stations. Practice has 
shown the type of fueling stations proposed to be the most economical 
and satisfactory. They will be able to dispense fuel which would 
otherwise require 20 tank trucks. We are asking for $284,000 for 
this item. 

The next 3 items requested are for an enlisted men’s club at $203,000, 
a chief petty officers’ club at $100,000, and a commissioned officers’ mess 





(open) for $307,000. There are no such recreational facilities avail- 
able on this station and all items are required for morale purposes. 
The station is 70 miles from Corpus Christi and 80 miles from San 
Antonio and the nearby towns are unable to supply necessary recre- 
ational facilities for the planned capacity of 2,000 officers and men, 

Item 5 is fora supply facility. There isa deficiency in supply ware- 
house space of 40,000 square feet for which we are requesting $300,000 
to correct. 

Item 6 is to provide a photographic laboratory. Such a facility is 
necessary to posers gun camera film exposed daily in gunnery train- 
ing of jet pilots. No photographic laboratory exists on the station 
and much of the film js classified which prevents its processing by 
civilian concern. We propose to meet this deficiency by building a 
lean-to on an existing building to house a photographic laboratory and 
we are requesting $41,000. 

Item 7, for the acquisition of land is required to construct a pre- 
viously authorized and funded runway. This runway is essential to 
maintain the training schedules. <A total of 325 acres in fee and 29 
acres of drainage easements will be required for which we are request- 
ing $178,000. 

The last item for this station is family housing. The number of per- 
sonnel eligible for housing based on planned strength is 251 officers and 
518 enlisted me. We are requesting $540,000 to provide housing for 2 
senior officers, 5 junior officers, and 33 enlisted men. 

The Cuarman. Allright. Naval Air Station, Corpus Christi, Tex. 
We have authorized $11,085,000. You spent $7,572,000. And you are 
asking for $664,000. 

Captain Lams. The Naval Air Station, Corpus Christi, Tex., pro- 
vides facilities to support advanced flight training, aircraft overhaul 
and repair, and serves as a primary aviation supply point. 

Item 1 requested for this station is a radar air traffic control center. 
This facility is essential to control the extremely heavy air traffic 
around this station and to provide an all-weather landing facility 
which will accommodate the large numbers of jet aircraft which it is 
called upon to handle. The present ground-controlled approach facil- 
ities will control only 1 plane at a time with a range of 30 miles. The 
proposed facility will contro] aircraft to a range of 100 miles and feed 
jets into the landing pattern at 45-second intervals. We are request- 
ing $607,000 for this item. 

[tem 2 is for acquisition of surface easements on accreted lands. The 
land in question was dredged during the World War IT and no agree- 
ment has been reached with the State of Texas. Surface easements 
which will be satisfactory to all parties can be procured and the Navy 
is Pequesting $2,000 for this purpose. 

Item 3 is for a building for explosive decompression chamber. The 
facility is to simulate the conditions encountered by pilots at high alti- 
tudes and to train and familiarize pilots in escape procedure and sensa- 
tions. Weare asking $55,000. 

The Cuarrman. The main amount is for acquisition of lands. That 
isanoldstation. Without objection, we approve it. 

The next is Naval Air Station. Glynco, Ga. We heretofore author- 
ized $16.221.000, and you spent $8,938,000. You are asking for 
$1,886,000. This is lighter than air, is it not ? 
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Captain Lams. It is lighter than air and also there is a combat 
intelligence center school located at this station, sir. 

The Naval Air Station, Glynco, Ga., is located 10 miles northwest 
of Brunswick. Its mission is to support combat intelligence center 
officers’ training, airship pilot training, regular operations of fleet 
airships, and to provide hangar maintenance for airships. 

The first item we are requesting at this station is a heavier-than-air 
hangar and parking apron. This hangar is required to accommodate 
the aircraft to be used in connection with the combat intelligence 
center training program which will have 87 aircraft operating by 
July 1956. Weare requesting $1,299,000 for this item. 

Item 2 is for roads, parking area, walks and services in the hangar 
and public works areas. These facilities are required to serve the new 
hangar and public works buildings. We are requesting $173,000 for 
this item. 

Items 3 and 4 are requests for a public works department trans- 
portation shop at $166,000 and a public works office, shop stores and 
shop building at $248,000. The present public works shops are located 
in numerous small buildings scattered throughout the station which 
are inadequate as well as uneconomical and inefficient. The workload 
of the station and public works department is increasing and the new 
facilities are necessary. 

The CHarrMan. What kind of school ¢ 

Captain Lams. Combat intelligence. 

The CuHatrman. Combat intelligence. Without objection, the item 
is yt 

he next is Naval Air Station, Hutchinson, Kans. Utilities, 
$81,000. That isa new item. 

Captain Lams. Hutchinson, Kans. 

The Cuatrman. There has been no money heretofore appropriated. 

Mr. Ketiener. Since the 80th Congress, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Is that close to Olathe? 

Captain Lams. West of Olathe, sir, 150 miles. 

The Naval Air Station, Hutchinson, Kans., provides facilities to 
support multiengine flight training activities. There is only one item 
requested, the replacement of the steam distribution system. This re- 
placement is necessary because the present steam system was installed 
12 years ago and was of short-life materials. When the station was in 
caretaker status from 1946 to 1952 no maintenance was performed on 
the system and it is now leaking excessively and is far past economical 
repair. Weare requesting $81,000 for its replacement. 

he Cuarrman. We approve that item. 

Next is Naval Air Station, Kingsville, Tex. We heretofore author- 
ized $1,706,000, and we spent $9,611,000 and you are asking for 
$3,686,000, in land acquisition there. How many acres of land in the 
area do you contemplate purchasing. 

Captain Lams. The Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Kingsville, Tex., 
is located in Klegerg County. Its mission is to support single engine 
aircraft flight training. 

The first item requested is for the first increment of an aircraft 
maintenance hangar. This hangar is required to perform mainte- 
nance in support of the increased jet training program. We are ask- 
ing $1,358,000. 
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The next item is for a control tower on the south field. It isa replace- 
ment item to eliminate an old wooden control tower which is so badly 
deteriorated that strong steel guy wires have been required to brace 
it against high winds. We request $134,000 for this replacement. 

Item 3 is for a parachute left. No parachute packing facility exists 
at the station to service the more than 750 parachutes required in the 
training program. Every 60 days all parachutes must be unpacked, 
dried, and repacked and this is accomplished by transporting them all 
to Corpus Christi. This :wasteful process is costing $10,000 a year in 
transportation alone and to correct it with this new facility we are 
requesting $126,000. 

Item 4 is a radar air traffic control center. The heavy air traffic at 
the station and the requirement for instrument flight training makes 
this project essential. The same justification as was presented for 
the Corpus Christi item applies equally here. We are asking $392,000 
which includes the electronic equipment of course. 

Item 5 is for a 200 officer bachelor officers’ quarters. The present 
quarters are crowded, unsafe and substandard. Adequate and modern 
quarters must be provided not only to correct a numerical deficiency 
but also to promote good morale among the students in training as 
jet pilots. We request $737,000 for this item. 

Item 6 is for a commissioned officers’ mess (open). The present 
commissioned officers’ mess is a small area in one of the subsistence 
buildings. The officer and cadet personnel number 654 and the pro- 
posed facility is necessary to afford them the minimum recreational 
outlet required. The request is for $328,000. 

The next item is for a supply warehouse. The station must stock 
a 90-day stock level in aviation supplies. The lack of proper and 
adequate parts storage can seriously affect the aircraft maintenance 
program. We have a deficiency of 30,000 square feet of storage space 
and we are requesting $236,000 for this warehouse. 

Item 8 is for a public works garage. The present facility is entirely 
inadequate to maintain the 130 pieces of standard transportation 
equipment and the additional specialized equipment such as crash 
cranes, tow trucks, refuelers, etc. peculiar to aircraft operation. Some 
of the specialized equipment is too large to enter the present garage. 
The present garage would be used as public works shops and storage 
when the new facility is constructed. We are asking for $269,000 for 
this garage. 

The last item is for land acquisition to permit the construction of a 
previously authorized runway and to complete the end zones of exist- 
ing runways. Easements for drainage is included in this item for 
which we are asking a total of $106,000. 

We intend to request 95.54 acres at North Field, and 327.94 acres at 
South Field. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Captain Lams. There are two fields at this station. 

The Cuarrman. All this land acquisition has to be cleared by the 
subcommittee, and then submitted to the full committee. Naval Air 
Station, Memphis, Tenn. We have heretofore authorized $13,220,000, 
and you have used $13,050,000. You are asking for $759,000. 

Captain Lams. That is the headquarters of the technical training 
command at Memphis, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 
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Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one question just for in- 
formation ? 

Where is that located in Mempliis ? 

Captain Lams. I beg your pardon ? 

Mr. Brooks. Where is that located in Memphis? 

Captain Lams. Just outside the city of Memphis, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. North, south, east or west ? 

Mr. Rivers. West. 

Mr. Brooks. West—-you mean on the river bank ? 

Captain Dawson. At Millington 

The Cuarmman. Mr. Brooks asked where it is loeated in the Mem- 
phis area? Where is this base? 

Captain Dawson. Millington. 

The Cuaikman. Come around here, somebody, and answer it. 

Captain Dawson. The answer is Millington. It is southwest-—— 

Mr. Rivers. It is on the Mississippi banks. 

Mr. Brooks. Is it south or north of Memphis ? 

Captain Lams. Fifteen miles north-northwest of Memphis, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. On the Mississippi River. 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

The mission of the Naval Air Station, Memphis, is to support the 
naval air technical center, the headquarters of the Chief of Naval Air 
Technical Training, and facilities to support Naval and Marine Air 
Reserve training. 

The first item requested is for water supply storage facilities. The 
present water storage amounts to only half that required by criteria. 
An extremely dangerous lack of fire-fighting capacity exists. The 
Navy Inspector General’s Office repeatedly cites this requirement for 
the safety of the station. We are requesting $183,000 for an elevated 
water tank and associated piping. 

The second item is for improvement of the central heating plant to 
meet the heating load created by new construction. At times the pres- 
ent plant operates at 200 percent of designed capacity. The work will 
include installation of one additional boiler to generate 100,000 pounds 
of steam per hour. We are asking for $576,000. 

The Cuairman. All right, the next is the Naval Air Station, Pensa- 
cola, Fla. We heretofore authorized $26 million and we contracted 
for $25,529,000, and you are asking for $3,453,000. That will prac- 
tically finish that Pensacola base, will it not ? 

Mr. Keirurr. I have a question on this, sir, when you are through. 

The Cuarrman. Admiral? 

Captain Lams. The Naval Air Station, Pensacola, Fla. has a mis- 
sion of providing facilities to support Naval Air Training Command 
activities, the aircraft overhaul and repair program, berthing of a 
training carrier, and transport aircraft. It also serves as a primary 
aviation supply point and as Headquarters, Chief of Naval Air Train- 
ing Command. 

Item one is for a radar air traflic control center. Pensacola is an- 
other area of heavy air traffic where such a facility is required. We 
are asking for $308,000. 

Item 2 is fora suysistence building at Forrest Sherman Field. At 
present 1.200 enlisted men and 500 cadets are being transported a dis- 
tance of 3 miles for each noon meal. We are requesting $407,000 for 
this item. 
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Item 3 would provide for correction of a deficit in plane parking 
area at Forrest Sherman Field amounting to 76,000 square yards. 
This amount would accommodate only the planes presently planned 
for the field. Unless it is provided taxi accidents and delays will re- 
sult. ‘The request is for $1,091,000. 

Item 4 is for an aviation fuel truck filling stand to load both aviation 
gasoline and jet fuel. The item is required to carry out efficient fuel- 
ing practices. The Navy is asking for $99,000. 

Item 5 is for the architectural and engineering development of plans 
and specifications for a new overhaul and repair building. I would 
like to discuss this item further at the end of this project. 

Item 6 would provide a building to house the human disorientation 
device soon to be delivered to the school of aviation medicine. This 
device is estimated to cost $500,000 and the structure to contain it will 
need to be available when it is delivered. We are asking for $104,000. 

Item 7 is for a bore sighting target range. This is an item to check 
the accuracy and to adjust the sights of aircraft guns. It is essential 
to gunnery training of pilots. We are requesting $65,000. 

The last item is for ready ammunition lockers at Forrest Sherman 
Field. No such facilities exist at this field for ammunition storage 
and excessive delays and inefficiency result during gunnery training of 
pilots. The Navy request for this item is $43,000. 

1 would like to explain one item in this request, Mr. Chairman. 
That is, we are planning a new overhaul and repair shop at Pensacola, 
which is the headquarters of the Air Training Commnd. This project 
is eventually going to cost us $34 million. At present, we have very 
inadequate and unsatisfactory overhaul facilities at Pensacola. They 
are scattered in some 70 buildings. Some of these buildings date back 
into the 1800’s. It is a most uneconomical operation. 

We are requesting in this program $1,336,000 in order to conduct a 
design study of this new overhaul and repair facility. If this advance 
planning and design money is authorized, we will return here next 
year with a request. for a $34 million project for this overhaul facility. 

The CuarrMan. You think it costs architectural engineers a million 
and a half for making a survey and to coordinate all of these different 
buildings into one big building where all repair could be done? 

Captain Lamp. That is the estimate of the Chief of the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks, sir. 

The Cuamman. How many buildings are being used now? 

Captain Lams. 70 buildings. 

The CHarrMan. 70. 

Captain Lamp. 70. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

You have 70 buildings down in Pensacola which are facilities for 
repairs being carried on, is that correct ? 

Captain Lams. That is correct, sir. 

The CHatrrman. And what you want to do is concentrate it in the 
one building. 

Captain Lams. One building. 

The Cuamman. You mean to tell me it is going to cost $1 million 
to reach a decision on that ? 

Captain Lamp. It is going to cost $1 million to complete contract 
designs for this proposed building. 
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The Cuairman. When you say contract designs, that means*the 
architectural plans for drawing the new buildings? 

Captain Lams. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. That is all. 

Mr. Gavin. Who does that? 

Will that be done by the Department of the Navy or civil engineers? 

Admiral Perry. That will be done by private architects-engineers, 
Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. Of the Department of the Navy? 

Admiral Perry. No, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Outside? 

Admiral Perry. Outside; yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. May I say: as I understand the work will be done 
this way. That is in what naval district? 

Admiral Perry. That is in the Sixth Naval District, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. Headquarters where? 

Admiral Perry. Headquarters at Charleston, S. C. 

The Cuamman. All right. Then what would happen: Bureau of 
Yards and Docks at Charleston would make some negotiations with 
some architects in that area or somewhere in the country, and tell him 
to go there, and then draw plans and specifications to build your build- 
ing ¢ ‘ 

Admiral Perry. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. When you got your plans and specifications picked 
out, you will be back here to ask for some money to build it. 

Mr. Gavin. $34 million. 

Admiral Perry. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Does the knowledge you have of the problems presented 
by jet aircraft add greatly to the expenditure for this overall problem ? 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. We have conducted a feasibility study, 
sir, and an outside engineering firm has examined our overhaul facili- 
ties at Pensacola and they have come up with the decision that this 
is the best solution to build an overhaul shop. 

The Cuatrman. I think that is a sound business way to run it. 

Mr. Bennett. May I ask a question, Mr. Chairman ? 

I would like to ask a question: Is any of this work overhaul and 
repair work that is going to be done in Pensacola—is that now being 
done in Jacksonville ¢ 

Captain Lamp. No, sir. 

Mr. Bennert. All work which has heretofore been done at Pensa- 
cola? 

Mr. Rivers. That is the reason I asked that question. 

Captain Lams. Pensacola will maintain the same load it has had 
in the past, although there will be additional aircraft stationed there, 
and Jacksonville overhaul shops will remain the same. 

Mr. Rivers. You are not contemplating moving any overhaul work 
from Jacksonville to Pensacola ? 

Captain Lamp. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Wait 1 minute. 

Mr. Bates addressed the Chair first. 

Mr. Bares. Captain, during the last 2 years—I don’t know what 
the present situation is, but you know that during the last 2 years, the 
reservists have been flying F6F’s down from Florida to New England 
for overhaul and repair. 
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Which would lead me to the conclusion that you have facilities 
down there but you don’t have them in New England. Will you tell 
us something about that? : hue 

Captain Lame. We do have overhaul and repair facilities at Quon- 
set, R. 1. 

Mr. Bares. I am familiar with Quonset. But the fact they are fly- 
ing in crates—and a lot of them are just crates—down to Florida over 
the weekend and leaving them and picking up another ship and go 
back, would lead me to the conclusion that you do have facilities in 
Florida but you don’t have adequate facilities in New England. 

Now, will you tell me about that ? 

Captain Lams. No, sir; Mr. Bates. Each overhaul and repair facil- 
ity that we have in this country is set up for a certain type of work. 
Quonset handles one type of planes and Pensacola handles another, 
and Jacksonville handles an additional type of plane. 

The Cuarrman. Admiral 

Wait. Mr. Bates. Mr. Bates raised a question that disturbs me. 
You mean to tell the committee that you are taking planes from the 
New England area and carrying them to Florida and Georgia or South 
Carolina and Mississippi to be repaired ¢ 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrMan. Well, now, why haven’t you established more con- 
venient repair facilities in other sections of the country ? 

Captain Lams. We have overhaul and repair facilities, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The Cuatrman, All right. 

Where is the overhaul and repair facilities, coming up the Atlantic 
coast from Pensacola where is your next one? 

Let’s get it. 

Captain Lams. Coming up the coast from Pensacola, our first one 
is at Pensacola. Our second is at Norfolk, Va. Our third overhaul 
facility is at Quonset, R. I. Going west from Pensacola 

The Cuairman. Wait 1 minute. As far as the Atlantic seaboard is 
concerned, we have three. One at Pensacola 

Captain Lams. And Jacksonville. 

The CHatrmMan. One at Pensacola, 1 at Jacksonville, 1 at Norfolk, 
Va., and 1 at Quonset. 

Captain Lamp. Quonset Point, R. I. 

The CuatrMan. Quonset Point, R. I. 

And one at Cherry Point, for the Marine Corps. 

The Cuarrman. Allright, and one at Cherry Point. 

All right. The only justification of a plane going from New Eng- 
land area down to Jacksonville, or to Pensacola is the type of the plane 
or the type of the repair, or what is it ¢ ‘ 

Captain Lams. Both the type of the plane, and the type of repair, 
sir. 

_ The Cuairman. Then the facility at Quonset, R. I., is not so estab- 
lished it could do all kinds of repair, or is it special repair ? 

Captain Lamp: Quonset, R. I., or any C. & R. shop can do any minor 
repair. 

It is only when a major repair is involved that we fly them to the 
station that specializes on that type of plane, sir. : 
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Mr. Rivers. Well, where is that ? 

Captain Lams. The carrier planes are overhauled at Quonset Point. 
They are overhauled in Norfolk. The training planes are overhauled 
in Pensacola, and at Jacksonville. The transport and patrol-type 
planes: some are overhauled in Corpus Christi. 

The CHatrMan. Well, it looks like, Mr. Bates, he has given a pretty 
good explanation. 

I was a little disturbed about it at first when you approached the 
subject matter. But I think you made a good explanation. 

Mr. Bares. May I finish, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CuatrMan, Yes. 

Mr. Bares. Do I understand, then, that regardless of the type of 
plane, it is where you use the plane. For instance, a carrier plane, 
which can be reciprocating engine or a jet plane: that kind of a plane 
would be repaired, if it was a carrier plane, at Quonset Point, R. I.? 

Captain Lams. At Quonset and at Norfolk, sir. 

Mr. Bares. And at Norfolk. Now, I don’t know what the situa- 
tion is down at Florida, but I do know all your F6F parts are either 
down at Norfolk or down at Alameda. As a matter of fact, you have 
them coming out of ears in both places. Why would they be going 
down to Florida, for all your spare parts ? 

The CuarrmMan. Order. 

Go ahead, Admiral, and answer the question, if you can. 

Captain Lams. I will have to gather the information and submit 
it for the record on that particular point. 

The Cuarrman. All right, submit it for the record, Mr. Gavin, do 
you have any particular questions ¢ 

Mr. Gavin. Yes; I can’t understand 

The CuarrMan. Wait 1 minute. 

Mr. Bares. He has the information now, I think. You don’t have 
it? 

Captain Davison. I can give you that information. I am Captain 
Davison, Bureau of Aeronautics, Shore Establishments Division. 
There is in process a conversion program of fighters to radio-controlled 
target-drone aircraft that has been in progress at Pensacola. It is 
more economical once you start a program of that type to conduct it 
all at one location. That is the reason the fighters are being flown 
there, sir. 

Mr. Bares. I know you get the target drones and using the F6F 
for it, and so is the Air Force at White Sands. You are using the 
F6F’s off carriers for drone purpose. I understand that. But 1 
didn’t understand all of your F6F’s going down to Florida are using 
for drones. Is that the situation 4 

Captain Davison. I don’t know that all of them are, sir, but that 
is one purpose of taking them there. 

Mr. Bares. Well, it was my understanding they brought them down 
and picked up a ship they might have left a few weeks ago and flew 
that back to New England, and left the old one down there for over- 
haul. I know that some of them are being used for drones, but I 
didn’t think that all of them were. I know we gave a lot to the French. 
But I understand that they are being used for drone purposes ? 

Captain Davison. I should like to amplify the details of the pro 
gram for the record, if that is satisfactory, sir. 





3279 


In addition to the locally generated workload, the Naval Air Sta- 
tion, Pensacola, is designated as an overhaul point for the following 
types of aircraft: PBY5/6A and PBM5A amphibian patrol planes; 
UF-1 utility amphibian planes; F6F-—K_ overhaul and conversion to 
radio-controlled target aircraft, SNJ, SNB/JRB, T-28 and T-34 
training-type aircraft. 

These overhauls are concentrated for efficient processing by the 
same workmen and supply support in order to attain the economy in- 
herent in production-line operations. In like manner, other models 
are processed at other points. For example, AD attack aircraft are 
cmaiinlen at Quonset Point and Alameda, F3D fighters at Quonset 
Point and San Diego, and so forth. Obviously it would not be eco- 
nomically feasible to overhaul all types at every place. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Now, the next item—Mr. Gavin, do you 
have a question ? 

Mr. Gavin. Yes, I want to ask a question. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. I can’t understand why when you have fifteen, sixteen 
thousand personnel in your engineering corps that you have to go 
outside and spend with the civilian engineering firm a million and a 
half to develop the plans and specifications on a project report on this 
base we just referred to a minute ago. 

Why isn’t it done within the Department? Why is it necessary to 
go outside ? 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Gavin, the 15,000 men that you speak of are 
enlisted men, very few of whom are competent engineers. They are 
truckdrivers, concrete makers, laborers, carpenters, et cetera, but not 
draftsmen. We couldn’t possibly use those people to prepare plans 
and specifications. As a matter of fact, all of them at the present time 
are being used in work overseas, or if they are in this country they are 
under training. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, what is the matter of going to the United States 
engineers ¢ 

Has any application ever been made for them to develop any plans 
and specifications on these various projects ? 

Are they qualified to do a job ? 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Gavin, they do exactly what we have the civil 
Sng NOIRE corps of the Navy do. They go out and hire private 
ce nitects-engineers to prepare the plans and specifications for these 
jobs. 

The Cuatrman. I 

Admiral Perry. If we tried to keep on our payroll enough engineers 
and draftsmen to prepare all of these plans and specifications, the bill 
to the United States would be rather staggering. 

The Cuatrman. Now, in that connection—I am glad Mr. Gavin 
brought it up. This just merely shows—some of us don’t look with 
too much favor on the Government trying to do everything. Now, 
of course, they have to hire architects and engineers. And they are 
doing the right thing to do so. If you want the Government to do 
all that work, as the admiral just said, put all the architects in the 
service and then let the Government pay for it. 


But I ask Mr. Gavin where are you going to get the money to pay 
for it? ' 
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Mr. Gavin. Well, I could ask the chairman the same question on 
all of these projects where you are going to get the money. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I want to say this 

Mr. Gavin. The facts are that we have approximately 150,000 per- 
sonnel in the United States engineers. We have 25,000 personnel in 
the Department of the Air Force. We have fifteen, sixteen thousand 
in the Department of the Navy. And out of that group, I just won- 
dered why it was necessary to go outside. 

Their name says Engineering Corps. Now, whether or not they 
have men that are qualified to develop these plans and specifications 
on these projects is questionable in my mind. I just asked the question. 
Maybe it is cheaper to go outside. If itis 

The Cuarrman,. Of course, it is cheaper. 

Mr. Gavin. If it is, it is all right with me. 

The CHatrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Gavin. But I am just asking why it can’t be developed within 
the engineering corps. 

The Cuarrman. Well, Admiral Perry answered. And of course 
they are on sound ground in employing civilian architects throughout 
the Nation. 

Mr. Gavin. I don’t yield to the gentleman. The point we are trying 
to make: We had the unification legislation and then we had other 
agreements between the services. I can’t understand why these facili- 
ties aren’t coordinated into one unit, to eliminate duplication, and all 
three branches of the service covering the same matters. 

I think the time has come when there should be some kind of an 
investigation made as to just whether or not this unification means 
what it said it means in the law or whether each branch of the service 
is going its own respective way and develop its facilities in its depart- 
ments anyway they see fit. 

The Cuarrman. Well, in reply to that let me say each service has 
a military mission and it must prescribe what facilities it needs to 
carry out its military mission. 

Now, the next item is Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Port Isabel, 
Tex. 

Mr. Ketiener. This is a new station, sir. 

The CHatrman. This is a new station. That is Port Isabel, Tex. 
Airtield pavements, aircraft maintenance facilities, operational facili- 
ties, administrative facilities, communication facilites, fuel-storage 
facilities, and so forth. That’s a new Naval Air training station, is 
that right? 

Captain Lams. That is right, sir. 

The Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Port Isabel, Tex., is located about 
70 miles south of Corpus Christi. Its mission will be to serve as a jet 
aircraft weapons staging facility. It is ideally situated for this mis- 
sion and its site was selected after exhaustive study by the Navy. The 
Navy proposes to take over a former Army Air Corps field and to 
modify it for this function. Since this is a new facility the justifica- 
tion for the items are all on a basis of original need except where some 
items can be acquired by renewal of the old Army Air Force installa- 
tion. I willenumerate the item and its cost. 

Item 1, operations and administration building, $159,000. 

Item 2, control tower, $155,000. 
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Item 3, barracks and subsistence building, $380,000. 

Item 4, fuel storage and unloading facility, $348,000. 

Item 5, ordnance facilities, $195,000. 

Item 6, outdoor recreation facilities, $27,000. 

Item 7, rehabilitation of roads, $60,000. 

Item 8, perimeter fence, $25,000, 

Item 9, Navy exchange, $89,000, 

Item 10, rehabilitation of hanger, $152,000. 

Item 11, runway, taxiway, and parking apron, paving, drainage, and 
lighting, $3,391,000. 

Item 12, utilities, $450,000. 

Item 13, land acquisition and relocation of highways and utilities, 
$103,000. 

The CHarrmMan. Now, give us the reasons why it is necessary in the 
first instance to have a new station. 

Captain Lams, We have expanded our aviation training program to 
turn out 3,100 qualified pilots per year. Over half of these pilots will 
be trained in operation of jet aircraft. We must expand our facilities 
in the training area to take care of this load. 

This particular field is a gunnery field; it is located on the Gulf of 
Mexico 70 miles south of Corpus Christi. At one time it was an Army 
airfield. We need this field in order that planes may land there, be 
equipped with armament—bombs, ammunition—and fly out over the 
guif to our targets for gunnery practice. 

The Cuairman. Now, where do these planes that are going to use 
Port Isabel come from ¢ 

Captain Lams. These planes are home based at Kingsville, Chase 
Field 

The Cuarrman. Wait 1 minute. Kingsville, Tex., Corpus Christi, 
Tex. 

Captain Lams. And Chase Field, Tex. 

The Cuarrman. And Chase Feld, Tex. 

Now, that is a radius of how far? 

Captain Lamp. About 150 miles, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. All right. 

Now, let’s see. Then you tried to locate this in a vicinity where you 
already had three Navy Air training stations / 

Captain Lams. That is right, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now—the next one, then—let’s see now. Then you 
have the other stations that would be at Pensacola—then, they come 
out of the Alice-Orange area. That isa training station. 

Captain Lams. That isa bounce field, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Captain Lams. The home port for training pilots in south Texas, 
the advanced training, is at Corpus Christi, Kingsville and Chase 
Field. Those are the main stations. Now, when we speak of Alice- 
Orange Grove, that is an outlying field, where the pilots go from 
Kingsville 

The Cuarrman. I see. 

Captain Lams. And practice landings. 

The CHatrMan. I see. 

Captain Lams. Now, when we go down to Port Isabel, it is very un- 
safe to fly planes over populated areas and through heavily saturated 
airlines with ammunition and bombs aboard. 
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The Cuarrman. How many naval air training stations have you? 

Captain Lams. In 

The Cuarrman. In this area of the country. Just the number re- 
ferred in the bill ? 

This is for the whole United States, this section ? 

Captain Lams. In the southwest area, in the training command, we 
have Corpus Christi, which is the headquarters of the advance training 
command. We have an auxiliary field at Kingsville, Tex. We have 
an auxiliary field at Chase—— 

The Citarrman. You have only nine in the bill. Is that all you 
have ? 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir, in the bill there are nine fields. That is 
not all. That is the ones we are requesting improvements at this year. 

The Cuarrman. In this area you only have nine? 

Captain Lams. Yes. 

The CHarrman. How many have you all over the United States 
in the total number of naval air training stations ? 

Saptain Lame. I will have that in just a minute. Thirty-three 
training stations. 

The Cuarmman. Thirty-three. Then the committee understands 
that later on you will be coming here and asking for each locality 
practically the same thing you are asking now for these training 
stations ? 

Captain Lams. For the training stations, yes, sir, and we will be 
coming here next year and asking for additional training stations, 
sir. 

The Cuarrman. And establishing new training stations? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrman. Now, why can’t these present training stations 
be 

Mr. Rivers. Expanded ? 

The Cuarrman. Be enlarged, or why can’t we use them in their 
present capacity, in view of the fact that we are not increasing our 
naval aviation any more than what it is today ? 

Captain Lams. We are increasing our jet-trained pilots very much 
over those that we have had in the past few years, as more and more 
jet aircraft come off the production lines. 

The Cuarrman. You have nine here now. 

Captain Lame. Yes, sir, in this bill. 

The Cuarrman. And these 9 training stations are going to force 
you to have 2 new training stations of the kind that you are talking 
about now ¢ 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That can fly out over the water and drop the bombs 
and do the firing over the water ; is that right? 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Captain Lams. The new ones I am speaking of, other than Port 
Isabel, will not be used for gunnery training. 

The Cuarrman. How many men will a stationed at Port Isabel 
when it is at its maximum ¢ 

Captain Lams. There will be 4 officers and 90 men permanently 
stationed at this field, sir. 
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The Cuarrman. Four officers and 200 men. 

Now, what will be the capacity of planes that can utilize that at 
one time ? 

Captain Lams. There will be 216 landings a day, we estimate, from 
this field, sir. The jets will come in from Kingsville, Chase, land 
there and take on ammunition, fly out over the target, come back and 
take on more ammunition, fly back again and at night go back to their 
home fields. 

The CHarman. How many feet of runway do you contemplate 
will be constructed ¢ 

Captain Lams. Eight thousand feet. 

The Cuarrman. In your program, how much do you estimate the 
land will cost, and how many acres of land ? 

Captain Lams. Mr. Chairman, we will buy 1,152.1 acres from the 
city of Port Isabel, for $1,000. 

There is a transfer of United States Government land from the 
Department of Interior of 242.3 acres. There is 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman, May I ask a question ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Why is there any cost entailed in that, Captain, 
on the transfer of land from one Government agency to another? 

Mr. Trencken. The answer is that those sums are on the estimated 
amount to clear title, to make title searches to be sure—— 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Legal fees and so forth ? 

Mr. Trencken. Legal fees and so forth. 

Mr. Rivers. Let me ask you something—Mr. Chairman, at that 
point may I ask, Mr. Chairman? A thousand acres of land is not 
much for a jet base. 

The CHamman. Well, the jet base will only be used for landing. 
The runway is the main thing. 

Allright. Then the land is not costing very much, about $1,000—— 

Captain Lams. No, sir. The total land will cost, with a highway 
relocation and a drainage relocation, will cost us $103,000, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The Cuarrman. I thought you said the land was only costing $1,000 ? 

Captain Lams. I was reading off the individual items and from 
whom we have purchased the land. 

The Cuarrman. Then, what will be the total cost of 1,000 acres of 
land you have to buy ? 

Captain Lams. The total acreage is 1,400 acres—— 

The CuHamrman. Well, part of it is to be transferred. 

Captain Lams. The total cost will be $103,000, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, that is fixing it up. 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Is that what we have to pay the owner of the land? 

_Captain Lams. That is what we have to pay the owners of the land, 
sir. : 
Mr. Keiiener. $13,000 for the land 

The Coarrman. What? What isit, Mr. Kelleher? 

Mr. Kei.tener. $13,000 for the land, $70,000 to relocate a road, and 
$21,000 to relocate a drainage canal. 

The Cuamman. Why can’t we get some land where we don’t have 
to relocate a road ? 
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Sometimes the Department just says “I want this,” but if they look 
around a little and see they would have to move utilities—why couldn’t 
you find some land there that hasn’t a road on it, that would be just 
as easy to find ? 

Captain Lams. This was a former army air base, Mr. Chairman, 
and after an investigation down there, when we were looking around 
for a new field, it developed that it was much cheaper to take over 
this former army field, buy a little additional land, extend the run- 
ways, than it would be to go out and establish an entirely new field. 

The Cuarrman. I think you are on sound ground. That is along 
the line that we all love to see happen. 

All right. 

Mr. brooks. Mr. Chairman, before you get off that, I would like 
to ask something. 

Where is the Greenway 3 from that ? 

Is it north or south of Port Isabel ? 

Captain Lams. Would you mind repeating the question, sir? 

Mr. Brooks. Greenway 3—the civil aeronautics channels for flying 
in commercial aviation, 

Captain Dawson. That is up in Louisiana. The civil airways 
here—— 

Mr. Brooks. Does it extend west beyond Huston ? 

Captain Dawson. The airways are west and south of Isabel. 

Mr. Brooks. It is south of Isabel ? 

Captain Dawson. The one going into Brownsville. 

Mr. Brooks. You are going to have to fly through Greenway 3? 

Captain Dawson. No,sir. From here the planes will go straight out 
to sea and conflict with no areas. 

Mr. Brooks. You say Greenway 3 is south of Isabel—lIsabel is south 
of Greenway 3? 

Captain Dawson. I am not sure of the designation, sir, but the com- 
mercial airways—the one that goes to sea is south of Isabel. The one 
that goes up north into Texas is west of Isabel. 

Mr. Brooks. West. 

Captain Dawson. All our flying will be over the gulf. 

Mr. Brooks. No commercial flying immediately north ¢ 

Captain Dawson. No, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. Where these planes that come in, are they going to 
cross the commercial airlines ? 

Captain Dawson. No, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Won’t cross Greenway 3 at all ? 

Captain Dawson. Won’t cross any commercial airlines, except 
through the Corpus Christi area. 

Mr. Brooks. You mentioned 4 or 5 bases. Are any of those going 
to cross Greenway 3 ¢ 

Captain Dawson. They do not. They have the area set aside. They 
have certain levels at which they can pass over, that are already set 
up, but they can cross at any level in clear weather. 

Mr. Brooks. Are they going to cross through Greenway 3 ¢ 

Captain Dawson. Yes, sir, but it is Green 6. 

Mr. Brooks. They will cross. How many crosses will you have 
through Greenway 3, a day ? 





Captain Dawson. Just about as many as the airplanes as are in 
the air, sir. They do not climb and maneuver within the airways, but 
they can cross over the airways. 

Mr. Brooks. They have the schedule of the number of crosses, but 
nonetheless they will have to cross Greenway 3. 

Captain Dawson. Up around the parent stations. 

Mr. Brooxs. What planes from what bases will cross Greenway 3? 

Captain Dawson. The jets training out of Chase and doing their 
training will go out and at some time or other will cross over Green 6 
and back, when they are going back into their station. 

Mr. Brooks. They will do that to get to Port Isabel ’ 

Captain Dawson. Yes, they will, sir. 

The CHatrmMan. But they will be so high that it will not interfere 
at all with the commercial traffic. 

Captain Dawson. That is right, sir. It will not interfere in any 
way with the present channels. 

The CuatrmMan. In other words, it is like a bridge over another 
company’s railroad track ? 

Captain Dawson. That is right, sir. 

The CuatrMan. It won't interfere at all? 

Captain Dawson. That is right, sir. 

The Cuatrman. It won't interfere at all? 

Captain Dawson. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Now wait just a minute, about that. How high is too 
high for commercial aviation ? 

Captain Dawson. I believe, if my memory serves me correctly, about 
6,000 feet in that area. 

Mr. Brooks. 6,000. 

Captain Dawson. Because commercial planes are making short hops 
and they don’t normally get up over 6,000 feet in that area. 

Mr. Brooks. So that you are going to fly above 6,000. You are 
perfectly safe. 

Captain Dawson. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. And that would apply to Green 3 all the way through, 
wouldn’t it, over to New Orleans? 

Captain Dawson. No. In this area there is an airspace agreement 
that the CAA has and the crossings over the airways are controlled by 
the CAA, under instrument conditions. 

Mr. Brooks. I understand they are always controlled by Civil Aero- 
nautics there. 

Captain Dawson. That is right. 

Mr. Brooxs. You work out an agreement. Nonetheless they are 
going to have to go through Green 3. 

The Cuatrman. Well, of course, that is true all over the United 
States. 

Captain Dawson. That is right. 

The Cuatrrman. Certainly. 

Mr. Brooks. I don’t think so, Mr. Chairman. Because we come to 
that later on. But I just wanted to lay the foundation for its coming 
up. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one further question ? 

The Cuatrman. Yes. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Captain, I am just asking for information, You 
said this thousand dollar item was for legal fees. 











3286 


Do you employ your own counsel or do you have your own legal 
staff search the title, or how do you work that? 

Captain Lams. I will request Mr. Tiencken, who is the head of the 
Real Estate Section of Bureau of Yards and Docks, to answer that 
question, please, sir. 

Mr. TrencKen. We employ local counsel to search the title for us. 
And, of course, the search is made and then it is referred to the Depart- 
ment of Justice and checked by them. 

But all of the work is done by private individuals on a contract basis. 

The Cuarrman. You make a contract with the lawyer and the law- 
yer makes the search and then turns it over to the district attorney ? 

Mr. Trencken. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. And the district attorney then certifies to the De- 
partment ? 

Mr, Trencken. Right. 

The CuatrmMan. Now let me get this. Did you appoint a board to 
make a survey as to the reasons why you established this at Port Isa- 
bel, Tex. ? 

Captain Lams. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrrman. How long was that board out and who were the 
members of the board ? 

Captain Lamp. I believe Captain Martin, who is present in the room, 
was a member of that board, sir, and I will request him to come for- 
ward and answer any of your detail questions on selection of airfields. 

The CuatrMan. Captain, will you please come around, if you are 
in. the room ? 

Mr. Rivers. That comes in what naval district ? 

Captain Martin. Eighth Naval District, sir. 

The CuarrMAN. Now, Captain, were you a member—have you his 
name? 

Captain Martin. Captain H. V. Martin. 

The Cuatrman. Captain, were you a member of the board that was 
appointed to make a survey for the establishment of new bases in con- 
nection with naval air training stations? 

Captain Martin. Yes, sir; I was. 

The Cuarrman. How many were on that board? 

Captain Martin. There were five members from the Chief of Naval 
Air Training, from the Chief of Naval Air Advance Training and 
a member from the District Public Works Office of the Eighth Naval 
District. 

The CHamrman. Anyone there—— 

Captain Martin. Oh, excuse me, sir. 

Are we talking about Port Isabel? 

i The Carman. I am talking about Port Isabel, or about your board, 
rst. 

Captain Martin. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I was talking about your board. I was trying to 
get the composition of your board. 

What Bureaus were represented on your board ? 

Captain Martin. That would be the representatives that were re- 
quested by the Bureau of Yards and Docks to be assigned from the 
training command plus a representative from the Bureau of Yards 
= Docks who was stationed at the office of the district public works 
officer. 











3287 


The Carman. Then your board had on it officers of the training 


corps. 

Hepiei Martin. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And then they had the Public Works representa- 
tive from the Bureau of Yards and Docks ? 

Captain Marrin. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And how many members were there ? 

Captain Martin. There were six. 

The CHarrman. And did you go there in person or did you just 
examine some documents ? 

Captain Martin. In the case of Port Isabel the board did not inves- 
tigate that site. The only site that the board, as constituted, looked 
into was in connection with New Iberia. 

The CHarrman. All right. We will get to that later on. 

Then, who determined that Port Isabel was the proper place? 

Captain Martin. That was selected by the joint efforts.of the Chief 
of Naval Air Advance Training and the Chief of Naval Air Training. 

The Cuamman. And what was the yardstick in determining Port 
Isabel ¢ 

Captain Martin. We found that in the operating of the jets from 
the stations which were located a considerable distance from the oper- 
ating areas, that is the gunnery operating areas, that in order for them 
to perform efficiently they had to be refueled in order to proceed to 
the gunnery areas after having gotten to the coast. 

We looked up and down the coast for sites near the Corpus Christi 
complex, which also contains, of course, Kingsville and Chase Field, 
but we found that it was impossible to obtain property. 

The Port Isabel site was available inasmuch as it had been turned 
over by the Army to the local political subdivision who were willing 
that we go in. 

It offers the proximity to the gulf which is required and also offers 
the availability of property. 

The Cuarrman. Well, now, let’s get this straight. 

Now, how far, then, is Corpus Christi from Port Isabel? 

Captain Martin. It is approximately 70 miles. 

The CuHarrman. 70 miles. 

Captain Martin. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, didn’t you say something just awhile ago 
about one of the factors was the refueling of planes from Corpus 
Christi ? 

Captain Martin. Well, Corpus Christi in itself was not the im- 
portant station that had to be taken care of. 

The Cuarrman. All right, how far is Kingsville—is Kingsville and 
Corpus Christi very close together ¢ 

Captain Martin. They are about 50 miles apart. 

The Cuarrman. How far is Kingsville from Port Isabel? 

Captain Martin. It is about 50 or 80 miles. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Why couldn’t the training take place from the parent base? What 
is the need of sending a plane from Kinsgville down to Port Isabel 
and then from Port Isabel on either target ? 

Why couldn’t you go from Kingsville right direct to your target ? 

Captain Marttn. May I invite the attention of the chairman 

The Cuatrrman. What? I can’t hear you. 
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Captain Martin. May I invite the attention of the chairman to 
the sketch here which is shown over here. Kingsville is about 50 
miles from the coast. We have found that if they have to run that 
far, that by the time they get to the operating areas they are short 
of fuel. Also, they are traveling with bombs, rockets, or machinegun 
ammunition aboard over property which is inhabited. 

The Cuarrman. All right. In reply to that last line of thinking, 
how far is Port Isabel from the target ? 

How much 

Captain Martin. Well, they go directly out into the gulf and we 
re targets south of Corpus Christi between Port Isabel and Corpus 
Christi. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Captain, don’t you know there is no industrial 
communities of any magnitude from Kingsville to the gulf? 

Captain Martin. That is essentially true, sir, but 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Captain Martin. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. You are not flying over Corpus Christi. You are 
just flying from Kingsville right over ranchlands out and wastelands, 
until you hit the ocean. 

Captain Martin. That is right, sir. However, there are still people 
there. There is still—it is owned by private individuals. But the pri- 
mary purpose of getting a gunnery field was to allow the planes to 
land and be refueled prior to proceeding to the operating areas. 

The CuHatrrMan. You mean to tell the committee that they only fly 
from Kingsville down to Isabel for the purpose of refueling, only a 
distance of 50 or 60 miles, and a jet is so limited in its capacity that 
it has to be refueled after making a little trip like that ? 

Captain Martin. Well, sir, it isn’t a question of just going to the 
coast. They have to go well out over the water in order to fire. 

The Cuatrman. Yes, know that. I know that. 

Captain Martin. And the jet’s range is found to be so limited that 
in order to get a full hour and a half over the targets and out ia the 
gulf, that they had to be refueled. 

The CHarrman. Then the reason why you want this base—now if 
there were any industrial activities between Kingsville and the coast 
I think you would have a good point that it would be dangerous to be 
flying bombs over that and loaded ammunition over that industrial 
center. But there is none. 

Then the only reason why you want Port Isabel is because it is close 
and because then it can refuel over there and it would give them a 
longer time to stay out in the gulf over their target ? 

Now, then, after they drop | the bombs, then do they fly to Port Isabel 
or come on back to Kingsville ? 

Captain Martin. It depends upon how much fuel they have left, 
whether they have any bombs or ammunition remaining aboard. 

The Cuairman. If they have fuel left and they have ammunition 
left, why, they don’t go to Port Isabel and they go on to the home base, 
do they not? 

Captain Martin. Not necessarily. It is not particularly efficient to 
return to the home base with armament aboard or loaded because it 
has to be taken off and that sometimes tends to slow up the operations 
of the home field. 
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Not only does the provision of Port Isabel provide the good points 
which have been presented, but also it tends to increase the capacity 
of the home fields, in that the number of landings involved in gunnery 
takeoffs and return to port for rearming if the plane is going back to 
sea—it will be—increases the possibilities of the other fields because 
the gunnery hops are not landing there. 

Mr. Bates. Now, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuamman. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. Captain, will you show us exactly where your target 
area might be located ? 

Captain Dawson. If I may answer that. 

Mr. Bares. That map will do. 

Captain Dawson. On Padre Island, located just about here are some 
ground targets. The gunnery training area itself is out in this gen- 
eral area [indicating |. 

Mr. Bares. As far as fuel is concerned now, from what you indicate 
to me there on the map, it is just as far from Kingsville to the target 
as it is from Port Isabel to the target. 

Now, how are you going to save any fuel there ? 

Captain Dawson. There is more to it than that, Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. Tell us about it. 

Captain Dawson. At these three main fields are about 300 jets. 
They are not all involved in gunnery at the same time. There are 
only about 15 or 20 from each field. But when they are taking off 
from that runway, when they are loaded with armament, you have to 
stop all other operations, because with the rockets on them, you can’t 
have them lining up down the runway with other planes sitting in 
front of them. You have to stop all your operations when you are 
taking off on gunnery training. 

Mr. Bates. Let’s try to determine, Captain. We have been going 
from one thing to another. What is the primary reason? Is it gaso- 
line or armament or is it congestion, or just what is it ? 

Captain Dawson. It is a combination of all of them. 

Mr. Bares. Well, we got into the situation of armaments a little 
while ago, and then we said that was not the important thing, and the 
thing was the lack of fuel. Is that correct or not? 

Captain Dawson. That is correct. Any time you have to go over 
50 or 60 miles to get to your gunnery area, you are going to reduce your 
time in that area. 

Mr. Bares. All right. Now, if it is a question of fuel, from looking 
at that map there it indicates to me that it is just as far as—just as far 
from Port Isabel to your target as it is from Kingsville to the target. 

Captain Dawson. There isa difference of about 50 miles, sir. 

Mr. Bares. How far is it from Kingsville to Port Isabel ? 

Captain Dawson. From Kingsville to Port Isabel is about 120 or 130 
miles. 

Mr. Bares. 120 miles. Now, it looks to me as if you are splitting 
the distance there on your target. Certainly not far from it. 

Captain Dawson. Yes, sir. But that is just for the fixed target. 
That isa part of it. 

Mr. Bares. Well, now, where is the other one, Captain 

Captain Dawson. Now, the gunnery area—do you have the other? 

Mr. Bares. Sometimes they look a little distorted on the map, Cap- 
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tain. But will you show us so we can be satisfied now as far as fuel is 
concerned ? 

Captain Dawson. This gunnery area out here is the one that we 
are primarily concerned with. 

Mr. Bates. That is right. 

Captain Dawson. To come from in here, to come out into this 
area 

Mr. Bates. That is right. 

Captain Dawson. And get time to fly up and down here for any 
length of time requires more fuel, than to come right off the field here, 
go smack into the area and start your runs. You would get more time 
in the area shooting your guns from Port Isabel than you would if you 
come from Kingsville and have to fly all this way out here before you 
can ever get toa clear area to fire. 

Mr. Bates. It is difficult for me to see much of a difference there, 
Captain. 

How much time do you actually save, Captain, in air? How much 
time do you save in the air as a consequence of making that change? 
It looks to me about the same on the map. All you have to do is turn 
around and get on your pattern after you come out of Kingsville. 

Captain Dawson. When he comes out from here, Kingsville, sir, 
right over land, you have about 40 or 50 miles over land and then you 
have to have—have to go another 25 miles out before you get to the 
firing area. 

Mr. Bates. All right. Now, how far 

Captain Dawson. So far that as far as your gunnery training is 
concerned, it is just wasted. You are just flying out to get to the point. 

Mr. Bates. You do that from Isabel; don’t you? 

Captain Dawson. No, sir. Isabel is right on the coast here. You 
come out about 15 or 20 miles and you are in the midst of your training 
area and can start your run. 


Mr. Brooks. You are on the edge of your training area and not in 
the midst ? 


_ Captain Dawson. Yes, sir, you are right on the edge and you can 
just start your training. 

The Cuarrman. Members of the committee, it is 12 o’clock—— 

Mr. Brooxs. May I ask this one question before you adjourn? 

Where is that green 3 in reference to that map? 

Mr. Hanasury. Mr. Brooks, it is not on this map. 

Mr. Brooxs. Where should it be if it were on there ? 

Mr. Hanapory. It would be over here, much to the east [indicating 
off the map]. 

Mr. Brooks. Is it up and down or crossways or what ? 

Mr. Hanasury. Green 6 comes across here [indicating]. 

Mr. Brooxs. That is green 6 over there? 

Mr. Hanapory. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. It bends around, then? 

Mr. Hanasury. And it comes over here into Laredo, over here, sir. 
That is green 6. 


Mr. Brooxs. You are going to have to cross it to get down to your 
new base. 

Of course I was told by Captain Martin that that was an extremely 
important matter, not to cross the greenways. That was what was 
told to me, that it was extremely important to stay out of it. 
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It seems to me you are going to run all your planes right through 
green 6 in order to get to your new base. Is that true or not? _ 

' Mr. Hanasoury. We will have to go through from Chase Field; 
yes, sir, we would have to go through green 6. 

Mr. Brooks. You would have to go through green 6. 

Mr. Hanapory. Yes,sir. From Kingsville, we would not. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, now 

The CHarrMan. Wait 1 minute, Mr. Rivers. Let him answer the 
question. 

Go ahead, now. 

Mr. Hanasury. From Kingsville we would not have to go through, 
sir. 

Mr. Rivers. May I inquire from the gentleman from Louisiana if 
he will yield ? 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. Does that increase the hazard of commercial flying, as 
the gentleman is trying to bring out ? 

Mr. Brooks. I was told, and I think it is true, what they want to 
do is get their bases for gunnery, especially in such a location, they 
won’t have to cross these ways there, and so as to avoid the hazard of 
conflicting with civil aviation having a crack at them, that is all. 

The CHarrman. But at the same time, let’s assume they do cross 
them. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, that is right. 

The Cuatrman. The crossing is so there is no danger to commercial 
operations; isn’t that right ? 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s find out about that. 

The Cuarrman. That is what I am trying to do. 

Mr. Rivers. You want to find out. What is the hazard to com- 
mercial aviation or any other kind of aviation. 

Mr. Hanapury. Most of these operations, Mr. Rivers, would be 
tT under visual flight rules, and the hazard would not be un- 

ue. 

Mr. Rivers. I am glad to find that out. 

Mr. Brooks. Of course that is what I was told. I would like for 
Captain Martin to tell me whether that is true or not. 

Captain Martin. I was a member of the board that selected the 
bases. 

Mr. Brooks. Isn’t that true about greenway—green 3 and green 6, 
that you don’t want to cross them because it is a hazard ? 

Captain Marrin. It is very desirable to avoid them. It is very 
desirable not to have to cross commercial airplanes with students flying 
the planes. 

Mr. Brooks. Of course it is a danger crossing them. 

Captain Martin. If it were possible, we would locate all of our sta- 
tions at such locations that it would be unnecessary to cross them. 

Mr. Brooks. If you put this new base in here you are going to do 
exactly that. It is going to provide more crossings of that green 6; 
isn’t that true? 

Captain Martin. We will have to cross green 6 in some respects— 
not to go to the gunnery areas but going to and from the parent sta- 
tions. 

Mr. Brooxs. That is right. 
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The Cuarman. Let me ask this question: Has this been cleared by 
CAA? Do you have to clear it with CAA as far as the Navy is con- 
cerned ¢ 

Captain Lams. Not to our knowledge do we have to clear our air- 
fields with CAA. 

The CHatrmMan. Have you ever cleared any ? 

Captain Lams. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Wurson. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooxs. After you start your operations you have to clear it 
with CAA. 

Captain Lams. Only where there is to be a conflict of patterns do 
we confer with CAA, 

The CHatrman. Now, Captain, are you the chairman of the board ¢ 

Captain Martin. I was the senior member; yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And you made the recommendation after you made 
the inquiry ¢ 

Captain Martin. When you say “you,” I assume you mean, of 
course, the board ¢ 

The Cuarrman. The board. 

Captain Martin. The board as a whole made the recommendation. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Captain Martin. To the Navy Department, who also investigated 
the situation and used their judgment in the selection of the site. 

The CHarrman. All right, we understand. 

Now, we will take a recess until Monday morning at 

Mr. Wirson. Mr. Chairman, one question. 

The CuarrMan. One minute. 

Mr. Witson. Might there be more hazard for the airplanes coming 
off Kingsville armed—Kingsville or the other bases, armed as they 
cross the commercial traffic pattern, than if they came down unarmed 
down to Port Isabel and then went out into their training field? Isn’t 
that a prime consideration ? 

Captain Lams. That is one of the primary considerations, sir, why 
we selected this field. 24 units of family housing for officers (4 senior, 
20 junior), $385,000. This project provides quarters for 24 key officer 
personnel at this isolated station where there is no adequate commu- 
nity support available. 

The CuatrmMan. Admiral, we will see you back Monday morning at 
10 o’clock. 

We will take a recess until Monday morning at 10 o’clock. 

Admiral Ciarx. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. Thank you very much, Admiral. 

(Whereupon, at 12: 06 p. m., the committee recessed until Monday, 
May 23, 1955, at 10 a. m.) 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C., Monday, May 23, 1955. 
The committee met at 10 a. m., the Honorable Carl Vinson, chair- 
man, presiding. 
The CuarrMan. Let the committee come to order. 
This is a continuation of the hearing on H. R. 5700. 
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Now, we have reached the point in the bill on page 15, we were con- 
sidering Port Isabel. I am going to ask that Port Isabel and New 
Iberia be temporarily passed over, because there is controversy about 
these two places. We will get back to them when we take up the Day- 
ton and Baltimore item. We will set down a particular day for all 
these items that are in controversy. ; Wain 

Now let’s go to page 18: “Fleet support air stations, Naval Air Sta- 
tion, Alameda, Calif., aircraft maintenance facilities,” and so forth 
and so on. 

The facts are that since the 80th Congress we have authorized 
$22,881,400. We spent $16,176,691. They are asking for $3,729,000. 
And I see you have some land acquisition in there, Admiral. How 
much land do you propose to acquire and why is it necessary to acquire 
any additional land 4 

Captain Lams. Mr. Chairman, this land will result from dredging 
the channel that we propose to deepen into Alameda. We now own 
70 acres on top in which we will put fill, and there are 54 acres of 
submerged land owned by the State of California. They have no 
objection to our filling this land and will—— 

The Cuarmrman. Asa matter of fact, Alameda is practically made— 
or the naval base there is made on dredged land, is it not? 

Captain Lams. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrMan. I recall some 25 or 30 years ago going to Alameda 
before we ever established any naval installation there, and I asked 
where the land was, and the man says, “Well, you are on top of it now.” 
And we took a little boat going across there. So they made Alameda 
auite an outstanding naval installation by dredging. And that is 
what this proposes to do ¢ 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrMan. Approximately how many acres? 

Captain Lams. Fifty-four acres, sir. 

The CuairMan,. Fifty-four acres. All right. 
we will approve Alameda. 

Captain Lamp. The first of our fleet support air stations for which 
we are requesting public works authorization is the Naval Air Station, 
Alameda, Calif., which is located on the eastern shore of San Francisco 
Bay south of Oakland. Its mission is to provide facilities to support 
regular operations of fleet carrier, reconnaissance, antisubmarine and 
transport aircraft. Also it supports the overhaul and repair program 
and serves as a primary aviation supply point. ; 

The first item we are requesting is an aircraft cleaning and stripping 
shelter. The determination of the extent of overhaul depends upon 
information available only from. completely cleaning and stripping 
the paint from the aircraft. The process of stripping uses very caustic 
solvents which to be both safe and effective must be used indoors. We 
“re requesting $547,000 for this item. 

Item 2 is for seadrome lighting. The night operation of seaplanes 
requires adequate landing lane lighting. At present the landing lane 
hghts are mounted individually on buoys. They are difficult and costly 
to service and maintain and their reliability is poor. The construction 
of the new south bay bridge will necessitate the realinement of the 
lanes and the current trend in seaplane design indicates that the lanes 
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will have to be extended nearly 5,000 feet in the near future. All these 
conditions will be corrected or met with the new facility for which 
we are requesting $182,000. 

Item 3 will provide for dredging an entrance channel and turning 
basin to accommodate the Midway and Forrestal class carriers. The 
dredged material will be used to make additional useful land. We are 
requesting $3 million for this project. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

_ Naval air station, Atlantic City, N. J., storage facilities and utili- 
ties, $233,000. We heretofore authorized $3,670,000. We have spent 
$2,718,439. Now you want $233,000 more. This is a permanent instal- 
lation ? 

Captain Lams. This is a permanent installation. 

The naval air station, Atlantic City, N. J., provides facilities to sup- 
port regular operations of fleet carrier and air development aircraft. 

The first item is for provision of additional supply warehouse area. 
The material to be accommodated is now being stored in the open. 
It consists mainly of aircraft materials and parts which are readily 
subject to deterioration. Only 57,000 square feet of storage space is 
now available at the station and the total requirement is for 112,000. 
We are requesting $188,000 to provide 20,000 square feet of warehouse 
space. 

Item 2 is for an access road to the magazine area. The lengthening 
of a runway for jet operations has cut off the access to the magazine 
area via the old road. A road which is in accordance with Bureau 
of Ordnance criteria for safety characteristics must be constructed. 
We are asking for $45,000 for this item. 

The CHatrman. All right. Without objection, we will O. K. that. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Brown Field, Calif., family housing, 
$214,600. We have heretofore authorized $4,022,000, and we spent 
$3,320,685. Now you want to build $214,600 worth of family houses. 

How many family houses will that be? 

Captain Lams. That will be 15 units for key personnel who must 
live at this field, sir. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Units? 

The Cuatrman. What is the military activity carried on at Brown 
Field, Calif. ? ‘ 

Captain Lams. The Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Brown Field is 
9 miles southeast of San Diego. Its mission is to provide facilities 
to support regular operations of fleet aircraft, assigned guided missile 
programs and field carrier landing practice. The only item requested 
is for family housing. There are 178 officers and 307 enlisted men 
eligible for housing. We are requesting housing for 2 senior officers, 
3 junior officers and 10 enlisted men for an amount of $214,600. 

The Cuarrman. Is this a permanent installation ? 

Captain Lams. It is a permanent installation. 

The Cuairman. How high, now, do these three items I have read, 
Alameda, Atlantic City, and Brown Field, stand on the priority 

Captain Lams. They are high on our priority list, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. What did you say? vase tL! 

Captain Lams. They are high on our priority list. 

The Cuairman. Now he : 

Captain Lams. We will fund these facilities and build them this 
year, if we receive the appropriations. 
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The Cuarrman. Are you going to ask for the appropriations ? 

Captain Lams. We are, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Well, let’s assume that the Congress makes the 
appropriation available, passes the bill, then can the committee under- 
etic os are going to try to carry out all of your items set out in 
this bill? 

Captain Lams. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuairman. You are not going to say “We will postpone this 
for some further consideration” or “We will not build it until next 
year” ? 

Captain Lams. We will try to start construction on each field that 
is in this program, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What I am trying to develop for the record is: 
Every item in this bill, as far as the Navy is concerned, is one of 
urgency and immediate construction ; is that correct ? 

Captain Lams. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. And you are so going to try to convince the budget 
to make the money available ? 

Captain Lams. We are, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, is there anyone who has any control over 
this besides Mr. Floete and Mr. McNeil as to when you get ready to 
construct them ? 

Captain Lams. Only in the case of stations where base rights are 
involved, sir. We cannot start any construction until the State De- 
partment completes negotiations with foreign countries. 

The Cuatrman. I am talking about in continental United States. 
What has the State Department to do with it ? 

Captain Lams. They conduct the negotiations for base rights with 
foreign countries, 

The CuHarrman. Well, I am not talking about foreign countries. 
Iam talking about here in the United States. 

Now, have all these items been cleared by Mr. Floete’s office? 

Captain Lams. They have, sir. 

The Cuarrman.. Been cleared by Mr. McNeil? 

Captain Lams. They have, sir. 

The CHarrman. Then we are not going to be confronted with the 
proposition that Mr. McNeil or Mr. Floete might say, “Well, we 
don’t think you should do this, the Alameda or Atlantic City or 
Brown Field, or any other base in this bill” ? 

Captain Lams. We do not know how much money the Bureau of 
the Budget has recommended for this program, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Well, the Bureau of the Budget has recommended 
for this year $455 million. 

Admiral CuiarK. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is—— 

Admiral Crark. Mr. Chairman, that is the Secretary of Defense 
that made that recommendation. I don’t believe the Bureau of the 
Budget has come out with figures. 

The Cuatrman. I know. Of course the Bureau of the Budget will 
probably go along with the Secretary of Defense; will it not? 

Admiral CiarK. I can’t answer that, sir. 

The CHarrman. Well, neither can I. All right. 

| Laughter. | 
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The Cuarrman. Well, What I am trying to prove now is that. all 
of these are urgent items. 

Captain Lams. They are all urgent items. 

The CHarrMan. All right. Your next one is Naval Air Station, 
Brunswick, Maine. You got some land acquisition there. 

Now, wait 1 minute. eretofore, we authorized $21,811,000, and 
you have spent or contracted for $18,334,587, and you are asking for 
$3,200,000. 

Now, this is a permanent station, of course, is that correct ? 

Captain Lams. That is correct, sir. 

The CuHarrman. And tell us about the land acquisition, and why it 
is necessary to acquire any land. Why isn’t this base big enough now ? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

In 1954 we obtained—fiscal year 1954, we obtained authorization 
for acquisition of 600 acres of land. In this program we are request- 
ing magazines to be built on that land that was previously authorized. 
We require also, and it is in this program, 150 acres of land for a 
railroad right-of-way, plus the location for 1 small-arms magazine. 

We bring our ammunition in by rail to the magazine area. This 
land will give us the right-of-way into the magazine area. 

The Cuatrman. Now then, this land acquisition is one hundred and 
how many acres? Youalready got authorization 

Captain Lams. There is 150. 

The Carman. 150. Have you acquired the 600 acres previously 
authorized ? 

Captain Lams. We are negotiating for it now, sir. I will have to 
refer that to the Bureau of Yards and Docks. 

The CHarrman. Why couldn’t you use that 600 acres instead of 
taking this 150? Six hundred acres for this facility is rather a large 
area of land, is it not? That is a square mile; 640 acres is a square 
mile. Why couldn’t you use what land you have there, instead of 
acquiring any additional land to build railroad tracks ? 

Captain Lamp. It is due to the shape of the airfield, sir. This small 
piece of land that we were authorized and are now purchasing is in 
one corner and in order to get into it by railroad, we have to buy this 
additional acreage. 

The Cxarrman. It is absolutely necessary to have this 150 acres? 

Captain Lamp. It is, sir. 

The Cuatrman. What is the total acreage up there at Brunswick, 
Maine? 

Captain Lamp. The total acreage at Brunswick, Maine, is 2,261 
acres, that we now own. 

The CuarrmMan. Two thousand—what ? 

Captain Lams. Two hundred sixty-one, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Well now, that is a large tract of land. How many 
personnel have you there? 

Captain Lams. At this station we have at present 215 officers, 1,912 
enlisted men, and 361 civilians. We plan by the end of 1957 to have 
409 officers, 2,651 enlisted and 361 civilians, sir. At present we have 
49 aircraft on this field. By the end of 1957 we will have 93 aircraft 
on this field. 

The CHatrmMan. Well, of course, you are expanding and no doubt 
probably you will have to have your land. But here is the thought 
I am trying to get across: The Government buys land all the time. 
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After we continue what we are doing now, a large percentage of the 
land in the country will be in Government hands. And where we can 
possibly get by without buying land, we should try to do so. 

Mr. Hess. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question there ? 

The CuatrmMan. Mr. Hess. 

Mr. Hess. Do I understand correctly here, Captain, that with fiscal 
year 1954 funds you are buying 600 acres / 

Captain Lame. Yes,sir. 

Mr. Hess. That is in addition to the amount you are asking for 
here ¢ 

Captain Lams. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Hess. So the figure you gave us was not correct, when you said 
the total was 2,261 acres. 

Captain Lams. That we own at present, sir. 

Mr. Hess. Well, haven’t you acquired the 750 acres under the 54 
Act ¢ 

Captain Lames. It is in the process of acquisition. We have not 
actually got title to it as yet, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Has it been cleared by the committees of the House ? 
Has it been cleared by 

Mr. Hess. Mr. Rivers’ subcommittee. 

The CuatrmMan. Mr. Rivers’ subcommittee, this 700 acres of land ? 

Captain Lamp. It is up before the subcommittees for clearance now, 
sir, that is, the 1954 authorization and purchase. 

‘The Cuatrman. When was it sent in, Mr. Kelleher ? 

Mr. Keviener. I don’t think it is yet before us. 

The Cuatrman,. It hasn’t come up. I don’t recall it coming up 
here. 

Now, the point I am trying to make there is: Last year you had au- 
thority to do it and here a year has gone by and you liaven’t acquired 
it yet. So it doesn’t seem to be very important. 

Captain Lams. It is very important, but we have had difficulty with 
the negotiations, although I will have to refer that question to the 
Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Admiral, do you know anything about the reason 
why you haven’t acquired the land up to date or made any effort to 
accuire it or submitted it to the committee for clearance so they could 
study it? 

Admiral Perry. We have conducted negotiations throughout the 
year, sir. We have succeeded in completing those negotiations, and it 
is my understanding that presently the project itself and the acquisi- 
tion of this land is before the Secretary of Defense for clearance. Of 
course, it has to be cleared by him before we can bring it down to Mr. 
Rivers’ committee or the Senate committee for final clearance. 

The Cuatrman, Allright. 

Admiral Perry. That is the status at the present time. 

Captain Lamps. The Naval Air Station, Brunswick, Maine, is lo- 
cated 26 miles northeast of Portland. Its mission is to support regular 
operations of fleet reconnaissance and antisubmarine aircraft. 

Item 1 is for composite approach lighting. It is required to furnish 
high intensity lighting off the end of the instrument runway. This 
will fill the gap between the end of the ground controlled approach 
and the point of touchdown. We are requesting $82,000 for this item. 
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Item 2 is for a central heating plant (second increment). The cen- 
tral heating plant is an essential requirement in the climate of this 
station. The plant will be complete with the construction of this in- 
crement. We are requesting $918,000 to complete this heating plant. 

Item 3 is for airfield paving and soil stabilization. This item is re- 
quired to strengthen the cross wind runway vital to the all weather 
operation of heavy patrol planes to be conducted from this station. 
We are asking for $222,000 for this item. 

{tem 4 will provide a 500 seat theater. The station has no theater 
to serve a planned strength of 409 officer and 2,651 enlisted men. The 
Navy is requesting $266,000 for a theater. 

Item 5 is for a fire alarm system. The station has had several dis- 
astrous fires with a loss of three lives and over $500,000 worth of 
property. Proper reporting systems might have initiated quicker re- 
sponse from the fire fighting equipment. For this demonstrated lack 
of safety equipment we are requesting $53,000. 

Item 6 is for fire protection systems. Automatic sprinkler equipment 
or fire detection equipment would be installed in vital buildings under 
this item. $143,000 is requested. 

Item 7 will provide supply warehouse facilities. There are now $5 
million worth of materials requiring 20,000 square feet of space stored 
outside and this item will provide only space for that uncovered ma- 
terial. We are requesting $300,000 for this item. 

Item 8 is for ordnance facilities and land acquisition. It is neces- 
sary to provide for rail delivery of ammunition because of icy road 
conditions in wintertime. The location of the magazine area makes 
this item the most economical way of obtaining the required facility. 


Most of the item’s cost is in trackwork and land acquisition. The Navy 
is requesting $245,000 for this item. 

Item 9 is for water mains. This item provides for an adequate sta- 
tion water supply and a fire fighting reserve. The present water sup- 
ply must be augmented by a connection to off-station sources. We are 


asking for $95,000. 

The next item is for communications facilities. It will provide the 
second increment of VHF or UHF transmitter facilities to conform 
to the latest aircraft radio requirements. This item is an operational 
necessity. We are requesting $151,000. 

Item 11 is for a bachelor officers’ quarters with mess. There are.no 
permanent bachelor officers’ quarters at this station to meet the 
planned officer complement of 409. This project will provide per- 
manent bachelor officers’ quarters for 76 officers. $686,000 is requested 
for this item. 

The last item provides for the construction of a compass rose. It is 
a facility which rotates a plane through a full 360 degrees to check 
the accuracy of its compass. It is a standard air station requirement 
and none exists at this station. We are asking $39,000 for this compass 
rose. 

The CuatrMan. Without objection, we approve this item. 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question at this point? 

The CuHarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Gavin. The other day, Admiral, you said—what were we dis- 
cussing, the plans and specifications for one million and a half, that 
would have to go outside to civil engineers. 

Admiral Perry. I think the figure was 1,336,000. 
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Mr. Gavin. What is that? 

Admiral Perry. The overhaul shop at Pensacola, Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. Pensacola? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. The other day when I interrogated or asked for infor- 
mation relative to the Civil Engineer Corps of the Nav y, you gave me 
figures of 15,000 personnel and 1, 700 officers ; is that right ? 

Admiral Perry. In round figures, that is correct, yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. I was wondering what this statement was in the Sunday 
Post of yesterday in which it said, “The Navy was directed to reduce 
its 19,000 civil engineering civilian staff. The House in approving its 
budget pointed to the reduced size of the fleet and concluded Navy’s 
public works operations could be trimmed.” Which is right, 19,000 
or 16,700? 

Admiral Perry. The 19,000 figure that you have just quoted, Mr. 
Gavin, if you will note the paper says they are civilian personnel. 

Mr. Gavin. I thought I asked you for the total number of personnel 
in the Navy. Is this 19,000 in addition to the 1,700 officers and 
15,000-—— 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. What? 

Admiral Perry. The figures that I quoted you when we last had a 
discussion were only for officers and enlisted men. 

Mr. Gavin. Officers 

Admiral Perry. Officers and enlisted men. 

Mr. Gavin. Yes. 

Admiral Perry. Those are the figures. . 

Mr. Gavin. And these 19,000 in addition for engineers is in addi- 
tion to—— 

Admiral Perry. That is not only engineers, Mr. Gavin, it is admin- 
istrative personnel. It may include truck drivers 

Mr. Gavin. Well, anyway, the whole total then 

Admiral Perry. 19,000, yes, sir, that is correct. 

Mr. Gavin. 19,000. 

Admiral Perry. That is correct. 

Mr. Gavin. So that would give us 35,700 in the service or civil, 
outside. But they are all in that particular branch, engineering 

Admiral Perry. That is right. 

Mr. Gavin. Regardless of what they may be? 

Admiral Perry. That is right. 

Mr. Gavin. That is entirely different. 

Now, relative to your stating that you had to go outside to secure 
engineers, I don’t quite agree with you on that. I think that the 
United States engineers are eminently qualified to develop the 

lans—— 

Admiral Perry. Now, are we talking 

Mr. Gavin. Wait a minute. Let the admirals get through. I want 
Admiral Clark to hear this. 

You said you had to go outside; that there wasn’t that kind of 
experience and ability within the services to develop these plans. 
I understand the Army engineers are in a position to develop the plans 
and specifications and the complete project report at any kind of a 

project; that it is not necessary. 
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Now, the point I am trying to make is this: If we were in an 
emergency and there was a shortage of personnel, that would be all 
right. But we are not in an emergency, and when any other branch 
of the service can use the services of any other service under the 
unification and the coordination of facilities, 1 think you should 
first find out whether or not the United States engineers are qualified 
to handle this Pensacola job before you go outside to spend 114 million 
to do the job. 

That is what I am driving at. I am driving at what you said, that 
you had to. I don’t think you have to. 

Now, if we are going to effect economies within the services, it is 
about time we start to coordinate. 

And I wish that I had General Eisenhower, or President Ejisen- 
hower’s statement made back in 1945, when he said there was no use 
of having 2 branches of the Quartermaster—3 branches of the Quarter- 
master Corps, 3 branches of the Engineer Corps, 3 branches of every- 
thing; that it was the purpose and intent of the unification to coor- 
dinate the facilities so that you were operating well. And he pointed 
out if we went in on a landing some place and you had 3 Quartermaster 
Corps and you had 3 corps of everything, that the confusion would 
be terrific. 

The CHarman. I 

Mr. Gavin. Or words to that effect. 

So the point [ am trying to make here is that it is about time that 
the branches of the service use the United States engineers when it is 
possible to do so. 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Gavin, I can only give you one answer to that. 
And I think I gave it the other day when we had our previous dis- 
cussion, and that is as regards the preparation of plans and specifica- 
tions the Corps of Engineers of the Army follows exactly the same 
policy as the Navy. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Admiral Perry. That the Civil Engineering Corps of the Navy and 
the Corps of Engineers of the Army hire outside architect engineers 
to prepare the majority of these plans and specifications. 

Mr. Gavin. Not at all times. 

Admiral Perry. Well, we don’t do it at all times, Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. No; I don’t agree with you on that. 

The CHamman. Well, wait 1 minute, now. I will tell you what we 
do. I suggest, Mr. Kelleher, you prepare a letter to the Secretaries 
of the services and to the Secretary of Defense, on the question raised 
by Mr. Gavin, as to whether or not the Bureau of Yards and Docks 
or the engineers are so organized that they can do all their draft work 
without employing anyone else. And also find out is either one so 
organized that they can take on the work of the other, and get the in- 
formation for the benefit of the committee. 

Mr. Kettener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. That is, I might say 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Gavin. We take Pensacola as a base. 

The Cuarmman. That is right. 

Mr. Gavin. Whether or not the United States engineers could pre- 
pare the plans, specifications, and a complete—— 
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The Cuamman. I think Mr. Kelleher understands. 

Mr. Gavin. Permit me to continue, will you, Mr, Chairman? 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. A complete project report. 

The Cuairman. All right. We will take it up. 

Now, the next one is the Naval Air Station, Cecil Field, Fla. 

Mr. Coie. Mr. Chairman, since there has been somewhat of an in- 
terruption, I would like your indulgence to inquire as to when might 
be the appropriate time for me to raise the question of an additional 
item for the Naval Academy in connection with aviation ynerss, 

The Cuairman. Well, when we come down to that point in the bill; 
I have Admiral Boone here to discuss the matter. I am not going to 
overlook it. I just don’t know where is the proper place in the bill. 

Mr. Keiiener. The Nava] Academy has an item in the bill and that 
perhaps would be the appropriate place. 

The Cuairman, When we get down to the Naval Academy, we will 
take that up. 

Mr. Core. Since this is to be aviation training, I thought perhaps 
it should go in here. 

The Cuairman. This is fleet air support training. This is training 
for the fleet. I think it falls into a little bit different category 

Mr. Corr. At any, rate—— 

The Cuamman. We are going to take it up. We have Admiral 
Boone, and he has been here 2 or 3 days. We asked him to come over. 
We want to have a thorough hearing. I hope the facts and circum- 
stances will be such that we can act favorably on it. We have all been 
concerned about it for a long time. 

Now, the next one is the Naval Air Station, Cecil Field, Fla. 

Now, this is a permanent station. We previously authorized $23,- 
108,600. We spent $18,453,439. And now they are asking for $7,400,- 
000. 

Now, give us a little breakdown about this place. What is Cecil 
Field ¢ 

Captain Lamp. Cecil Field is one of our principal master jet 
fields to support fleet operations. We have been modernizing this 
field for a number of years. We operate 300 to 400 aircraft from this 
field. This increment that we are asking for here is another step in 
the moderization of this field, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, where is Cecil Field located ? 

Captain Lamp. Cecil Field is 13 miles west of Jacksonville, Fla. 

The Cuamman. Yes. I remember that quite well. We went down 
there once. 

Now, when we spend this $7,400,000, plus all this, it will make 
around $30 million, and that will practically fix that field up to meet 
the fleet requirements ; will it not ? 

Captain Lams. No, sir. After we have this increment, we estimate 
that we will require approximately $14 million to complete this field. 

The CuarrmMan. $14 million more ? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. Our request for the $7,400,000 is broken 
down as follows, Mr. Chairman. 

Item 1 is for one 8,000-foot runway and two 500-foot taxiways to 
support its mission as a master jet field and we are asking $1,926,000. 

The next item is a request for $517,000 to provide the second incre- 
ment of warehouse space for aeronautical parts. 
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The third item is for the second increment to complete a mainte- 
nance hangar necessary to operational schedules for which we are 
asking $1,168,000. 

Item 4 provides for utilities required by the growth of the station. 
These utilities include electric power, water mains, sanitary lines, 
steam lines, and roads and walks to properly provide for new struc- 
tures. Our request is for $862,000. 

Item 5 is the second increment of the high-speed refueling stations 
which are necessary to the efficient operation of a station of this size. 
Weare asking for $577,000. 

Item 6 is for recreational facilities. This station has very inadequate 
recreational facilities and personnel must travel 15 miles for recrea- 
tion. This item includes a 500-seat theater and outdoor athletic 
fields. We request $428,000. 

Item 7 is a gunnery bore sighting range for four positions. It is 
needed to maintain the accuracy of aircraft guns which must be 
checked after every firing of 2,000 rounds. For this range we are re- 
questing $150,000. 

The next item is for the fourth increment of ordnance facilities for 
storage of ammunition and for an ordnance shop. The facility is 
needed to furnish facilities to meet the ammunition-storage criteria 
and we are asking for $557,000. 

Item 9 is to provide for a gatehouse and security office. It is to re- 
place a building which is beyond economical repair. We are asking 
$53,000. 

The last item is for an adequate bachelor officer’s quarters with mess. 
The deficit in bachelor officer spaces is, by actual survey, 234 officers. 
This item will provide space for 150 officers and we are requesting 
$1,162,000 for its acomplishment. 

The CHatrman. How many planes are you going to base there? 
How many planes are you using ? 

Captain Lams. We are planning to base 337 aircraft at this field, 
sir. 

The Cuatrman. And this field now—tell the committee what you 
mean by fleet support air stations. Is it stations on the mainland 
where the planes fly from the ships to the mainland ? 

Captain Lams. That is one use of it. 

The Cuarrman. All right. What is the other use? 

Captain Lams. When our aircraft carriers come in from overseas 
or are going into overhaul, we transfer the air groups that were in 
the carrier to these master jet fields. Cecil Field is one of them. 
The entire time their carrier is in the yard, they are conducting ad- 

vance training from these fields. They are conducting gunnery train- 
ing, navigational problems, tactics. Likewise, when we are organiz- 
ing an air group to go out and join a carrier, that is already operating 
in the Far East, we will say, or the Mediterranean, we train this 
carrier group as a composite operating group at these master jet 
fields. 

The Cuatrman. Now, the carriers are not in any yards at these 
places? You haven’t any navy yard down at Jacksonville, have you? 
You have at the mouth of the St. Johns River, do you not? 

Captain Lams. Well, if a carrier were going into New York, for 
example, for overhaul, we might send the air group to Cecil Field. 
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The Cxairman. Oh, I see. It doesn’t mean the yard being adja- 
cent to the airfield ? 

Captain Lams. No, sir. 

The CuairmMan. Because at Alameda—at Alameda you would have 
to go to Mare Island or Hunters Point. 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Or some place there. And Atlantic City, you 
would be at Brooklyn or Norfolk or some navy yard. And then when 
the ship is in the port, whatever port it is in, then the aircraft fly 
off that ship and down to these bases and there they maneuver and 
train until they get ready to go back on the ship; is that correct? 

Captain Lams. That is correct. Or if a new air group is being 
organized, they will be assembled at a master jet field such as Cecil 
and trained as a group. 

The Cuareman. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. How far did you say that was from Jacksonville? 

Captain Lams. 13 miles, sir. 

Mr. Bray. I notice the third item on beyond this is “Naval air 
station, Jacksonville, Fla.” It is not the same place? 

Captain Lams. No, sir. 

Mr. Bray. How far is that from Jacksonville? 

Captain Lams. I beg you pardon ? 

Mr. Bray. How far is that from Jacksonville, the Jacksonville 
Air Station, that is the third item beyond this on the bill? 

Captain Lams. Just outside of the city of Jacksonville, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Then they are quite close together, aren’t they ¢ 

Captain Lams. That is correct, sir. 

The CHarrman. One is at the mouth of the river and this is up 
in the St. Johns River. 

Mr. Hess. No. The naval station at Jacksonville is up the St. 
Johns River, too. 

The CuairMaAn. Well, Mayport is at the mouth of the river. 

Mr. Bray. About how far apart there are these stations? 

Captain Lams. They are approximately 13 miles, sir. 

Mr. Bray. I don’t want to try to suggest how the Navy should 
operate their air, but I know—I was aware of those two stations close 
together. And you have some other fairly close there. Is it neces- 
sary to operate with all the expense and continue to build those two 
sarcoma. that close together? Can’t one take care of the other, or 
can't it! 

Captain Lams. Mr. Bray, we have what we call a master jet com- 
plex. It consists of a seaport facility 

Mr. Bray. Now, where is that? 

Captain Lamp. That can be, well, for example 

Mr. Bray. In this case where is it ¢ 

Captain Lams. Jacksonville would be our seaport facility. 

Mr. Bray. Yes. 

Captain Lams. There we do most of our overhaul and repair work 
on the planes. Then we have the master jet field from which the 
planes actually operate and train. That would be Cecil Field in this 
instance. 

Then we have outlying fields where they conduct their gunnery 
practices or their navigation practices. 
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Mr. Bray. At which one of those do you use gunnery practice? 

Captain Lame. Cecil Field, sir. 

Mr. Bray. You use Cecil Field or naval air station, Jacksonville? 

Captain Lams. We fly out of Cecil Field and we have several other 
smaller fields in that vicinity. We have a landing strip at Mayport 
and at Sanford. 

Mr. Bray. You call Jacksonville a small auxiliary station? 

Captain Lamp. No, sir; we call that the main overhaul station for 
that area. 

Mr. Bray. And it is even more so than Cecil Field? 

Captain Lams. Is more what, sir? 

Mr. Bray. It is even a larger station than Cecil Field? 

Captain Lams. It does not operate more aircraft, but it does more 
work there; yes, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. Where is the repair—where are the planes repaired, 
at Cecil Field or at 

Captain Lams. At Jacksonville, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. At Jacksonville. 

Now, these stations were established in accordance with the Hep- 
burn report some years ago. 

Mr. Hess. Not Cecil Field. Jacksonville was. 

The CHarrMan. Jacksonville was, as a repair base. 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

_ The Cuarrman. And there is no need to have a repair base unless 
you have some field adjacent, in that vicinity, where the training can 
take place. 

Captain Lamps. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hess. Mr. Chairman, we were told in 1939, when the Hepburn 
Board report was before us, that this station at Jacksonville was to be a 
fleet airbase. Now you have a duplication of it in Cecil Field. Don’t 
they do any of that training there any more at Jacksonville? 

Captain Lams. They do some training there; yes, sir. But since 
the advent of the jet aircraft, we have had to go out from these seaport 
fields and build up or modernize special fields with long runways to 
take care of the jet training, sir. ; 

Mr. Hess. There wasn’t sufficient room at the Jacksonville station ¢ 

Captain Lamp. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right—— 

Mr. Brooks. Where is Mayport, Fla.? Is that close by? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. Is that on that map that you showed us? 

The CHarrman. At the mouth of the St. Johns River. 

Mr. Bray. You mean that jets could not operate out of the Jackson- 
ville field ? 

Captain Lams. I didn’t mean to say they could not operate. I say 
they can land and take off there, but we cannot operate a large number 
of jets from that field, sir. The field is too congested. 

Mr. Bray. Well, it still would be congested when you get one 13 
miles from there. It is still in your air pattern, isn’t it / 

Captain Lamp. No, sir. The pattern of Cecil Field does not cross 
the Jacksonville pattern, sir. 

The CHarrman. Where is Mayport, now? Mr. Brooks wants to 
know. 

Mr. Brooks. I would like to know how far it is from this. 
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Admiral Ciark. Mr. Chairman, I have a chart here. 

Mr. Brooks. Is it part of the same complex? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

Captain Lamp. It is 15 miles east of Jacksonville. 

Mr. Brooxs. Thirteen miles east ¢ 

Captain Lame. Fifteen miles. 

Admiral Criarxk. Fifteen. 

Mr. Brooks. Fifteen. 

The Cuatrman. Then the committee can understand that next year 
you are coming here for $14 million more, and all of this large expan- 
sion is due to the jets coming in the picture instead of the conventional 
i of plane that they were originally built for ? 

Captain Laws. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Gavin. I have a question, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. I wonder if the gentleman would put that chart up 
again—not that one, but the other one. We can see that. 

(Chart displayed.) 

Mr. Gavin. What is the radius of those three fields?) So many miles 
to = field 

Captain Dawson. Within 30 miles, sir. 

a Gavin. Yes. And what is the other one, to the right ? 

Captain Dawson. Within 30 miles. They are all supposed to be 
within a radius of 30 miles. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, you certainly have a bunch of planes there based 
in one spot there, it would seem to me. And you say that this one field 
we are talking about now will accommodate 337 planes; is that right 

Captain Lams. Cecil Field 

Mr. Gavin. In other words, we are bunching our hits all in one 
spot. Supposing we did have an attack and you had 337 planes on 
that base? One direct hit would certainly put millions of dollars, 
hundreds of millions of dollars’ worth of equipment out at one time. 

The CHarrman. Well 

Mr. Gavin. If it is a question of whether or not it is good policy 
to develop so many fields in a highly congested area, basing thousands 
of planes in the three fields. 

The CHarmman. Of course, Mr. Gavin, you know there is no plane 
yet developed from which you can fly from enemy territory down to 
Jacksonville. You might knock out Philadelphia and Detroit and 
that section where there is very heavy industrial 

Mr. Gavin. We might do a little planning here now. Maybe we 
are thinking 10 years ahead when they would develop such a plane. 

The Cuairman. That is the reason I think they are on the right 
line, because they are getting beyond vulnerable areas when they 
get ‘down deep into the Southeast. And that is the only section— 
and I am serious about this—that is the only saction of the country, 
that and the deep Southwest 

Mr. Brooks. That is right, Southwest. 

The Cuatrrman. That couldn’t be bombed. We all know that with 
refueling that California, Washington, Oregon, Detroit, the deep 
Central West—that is the reason we have installations that the Fed- 
eral Government established all over the country. 


Mr. Coxe. Is that the reason we are putting all the airfields down 
in the sunny South? 
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The Cuarrman. No, the reason they put them in Florida is because 
of the nice weather down there, just like they did in California. 

Mr. Corx. It isn’t because of the range? 

The CHatrmMan. Not a bit. They are located where they want it 
to be in the sunshine and good weather. They put them down there 
just like they did in other sections. I think they ought to distribute 
them. They never distributed, We are not establishing but one new 
one in Florida. 

Mr. Bennetr. Mr. Chairman, I would like to point out this complex 
around Jacksonville is not unique. 

The CHatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Bennett. Every place where they have a master jet base com- 
plex it is exactly like the one in Jacksonville. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, Cecil Field is approved. 

Now we go to the next item, El Centro, Calif., Ordnance facilities 
and land acquisition. 

Now, we heretofore authorized $4,125,000. We spent $4,182,021. 
And we are asking for $366,000. Now, where is El Centro? Isn’t 
that in the Imperial Valley? 

Captain Lamp. It is 110 miles east of San Diego, Calif., sir. 

The Cuatrman. How many miles? 

Captain Lamp. One hundred and ten. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. It is down in the valley, isn’t it? 

Captain Lamp. It is, sir. 

The Cuatrman, It is in the Imperial Valley. 

Captain Lams. Imperial Valley. 

Mr. Miter. Over a high range of mountains. 

The CHatrMan. Yes, I have been down there. I was there in 1916. 
It is rather warm. 

How many acres of land are you going to acquire down there? 

Captain Lams. We are requesting 210 acres. 

The Cuarrman. How many? 

Captain Lams. Two hundred and ten acres. 

The Cuarrman. How many have you there now? 

Captain Lams. We have at present 1,200 acres owned by the Gov- 
ernment and 1,266 acres leased, that is, acres. 

The Cuarrman. And this is ordnance facilities, the main thing? 

Captain Lams. That is correct. The request contains an ordnance 
loading ramp. That is a concrete parking area on which rockets, 
bombs, and ammunition can be leodéd on aircraft; 150 to 170 aircraft 
are to be loaded daily. The land is to provide the proper safety dis- 
tances around the ordnance magazines previously authorized and 
those which we are requesting in this bill. There is a deficiency in 
rocket and high-explosive magazines and we propose to build necessary 
ammunition storage facilities. We are requesting $282,000 for the 
loading ramp, $84,000 for the land and $225,000 for the magazines, 

The Cuarman. That is right. All right, without objection, we 
will approve that. 

Mr. Cote. Mr. Chairman. 

I notice they anticipate spending in the future more than they have 
already spent in the past so far. You have already spent around 
$15 million. What are the projected plans for this base? 

Captain Lams. This base is a World War II base, with all tempo- 
rary buildings. We use it for gunnery training for planes operating 
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out of Miramar master jet field. Eventually we will have to replace 
all of the temporary buildings at this station. That is the $25 million 
estimate. 

I have a list here which I can submit, sir. 

The Cuamman. How much are you going to ask for next year? 

Why doesn’t this wind it up now? I am trying to get you out of 
business somewhere. I have been making very poor progress up to date. 
But I am going to do my level best to get one station completed, and 
just maintenance and repair. : 

How much are you going to ask for next year on this? 

Captain Lams. We will ask next year only for those operationally 
urgent requirements that we require or some replacement which will 
be self-liquidating within a 10-year period. 

The Cuamman. Then, with this, we can understand you are prac- 
tically as large as you contemplate being and you have practically 
finished ? 

Captain Lame. In an expansion, as far as we know at present, sir, 
yes. 

Mr. CoLe. What do you mean by the expression, the project will be 
self-liquidating in 10 years? 

Captain Lamp. I mean that in any facility where we find that our 
maintenance costs are running very high, then we come in here with 
a request for a replacement project. 

Mr. Cote. I see. 

The CHarrman. Without objection, we approve the item. 

The next item: the Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Fallon, Nev., 
operating facilities, community facilities and personnel facilities. 

We have heretofore authorized $9,528,000. We have contracted for 
$3,911,000, and you are asking for $1,041,000 now. 

Briefly, tell us something about this place. 

Captain Lams. Fallon, Nev., Air Station is 220 miles northeast of 
Alameda, Calif. This field serves as a gunnery training field for the 
Alameda complex. That is, Alameda is the seaport air station; Mof- 
fet Field is the master jet station, and Fallon is the gunnery station. 

Eight units of family housing for officers (2 senior, 6 junior), 
$131,700. This item provides quarters for eight key officer personnel 
at this isolated station which has recently expanded its mission. This 
is a second increment in a program to relieve a critical housing situa- 
tion in an area where no adequate community support is available. 

Our pilots come in from the fleet or before they go to the fleet, and 
we take them up to Fallon for 2 to 3 weeks intensive gunnery training. 

The first item we are requesting is a recreation building with a com- 
bination chapel, theater, and gymnasium, bowling alleys, Navy ex- 
change and library. The isolated location of the station requires an 
adequate recreation facility. We are requesting $420,000. The second 
item is for 2 barracks buildings to accommodate 344 men. These bar- 
racks are needed to house units assigned to the station for training. 
The sum of $558,000 is requested. The last item is for a live firing 
bore sight range. This is a one position range for checking the dis- 
persal pattern and accuracy of aircraft guns for which we request 
63,000. 

The Cuarrman. I see. 

Captain Lamp. We have bombing ranges there and air to ground 
targets. 
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The Cuarrman. All right. Without objection, we approve that 
item, 

Naval Air Station, Jacksonville, Fla. Airfield pavements, commu- 
nication facilities, operational facilities, and land acquisition. 

Now, up to date, since the 80th Congress, we authorized $23,759,000. 
We spent $16 million. And they are asking for $2,224,000. 

How much more land have you got to acquire down there? 

Captain Lams. Mr. Chairman, this land acquisition is for bombing 
targets. Now, the purpose for the use of these bombing targets is 
highly classified. It goes into new techniques that we have developed, 
and which I believe the committee would be very interested in. I 
would like to take 5 minutes to have this new bombing technique ex- 
plained. I would like to request that all persons, including naval 
officers, who do not need to know about this project 

The Cuairman. We will come to that later on. Make a note of that, 
then, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Kztirner. Yes, sir. 

The CuammaNn. That we will ask the captain and the admiral to 
come back here to tell us about the new technique in bombing. 

And how many—but that has nothing to do with how many acres, 
does it, how many acres do they need ? 

Mr. Ketiener. 2,560. 

Captain Lames. 2,560 acres of land are involved in these bombing 
targets, sir. 

The CHatrman. 2,560. How large an acreage have you there at 
Jacksonville? Isn’t this the old National Guard site? 

Captain Lams. One of them is; yes, sir. It is at four different 
locations, this land acquisition. 

Mr. Bennett. It isn’t anywhere near the base, is it? 

Captain Lams. No, sir. 

Mr. Bennett. No. It is quite distant. 

Captain Lams. One of the targets is at a place called Etonia—— 

The Cuatrman. First tell me how many acres of land you have 
down there for the Jacksonville Air Base now. 

Mr. Ketieuer. ( Aside.) 

The Cuarman. 3,200 acres. Then this will be about 5,700 acres 
you will have then? 

Captain Lame. This land we are asking for this year, Mr. Chair- 
man, is not at Jacksonville Air Station. It is at targets which are in 
the vicinity of Jacksonville. 

The Cuarrman. All right. But you have there now 3,200 acres of 
land, at Jacksonville? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And this land will be some miles away from Jack- 
sonville ? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarirman. But it should be charged against the Jacksonville 
land acquisition. And that gives us the picture as to how much land 
you have in connection with Jacksonville. 

Captain Lams. There are these other items in addition to the land 
acquisition for Jacksonville. 

The first item is for communications facilities improvements to 
increase the reliability of the station’s transmissions to aircraft. It 
has been determined that remote controlled antenna locations are 
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required to provide positive control of aircraft operations. We are 
requesting $419,000 for this item. 

The second item is for a fleet logistic air wing terminal to properly 
accommodate the passengers using the terminal and the customs, immi- 
gration and courier services who must have spaces in the terminal 
building. We are asking for $102,000. 

Item 3 is for a photographic laboratory of sufficient size to meet 
the requirements now being placed upon it. The present laboratory 
is being used 7 days a week and 24 hours a day but is still falling 
behind in workload. The laboratory is so small and overcrowded that 
not even all the equipment to be used can be set up at the same time. 
The sum of $236,000 is being requested for thisitem. _ 

Item 4 is to construct a taxiway connecting the seaplane area and 
land-plane area. The patrol planes operating from Jacksonville are 
now land-planes but they are using the old seaplane parking and 
repair facilities. The taxi route between that area and the runways is 
long and hazardous because of obstructions. Minor accidents have 
occurred. We are requesting $344,000 to correct this situation. 

Item 5 is fora warm-up apron. This is a replacement item necessi- 
tated by the extreme deterioration of the present apron. Our request 
is for $201,000. 

The last item is for bombing targets which I believe will be discussed 
at a later time. 

The Cuatrman. All right, without objection, we will approve that 
item. 

Now, the next item is Naval Air Station, Key West, Fla. Fuel- 
storage facilities and boathouse. 

We previously authorized $9,367,400. You have contracted for 
$8,673,000. You are asking for $211,000 more. This is a fuel-storage 
facility and a boathouse. What kind of boathouse are you going to 
build there ? 

Captain Lams. We have 14 boats at this air station, sir. They are 
worth $535,000. They are in the main rescue boats. The present 
boathouse that we have is deteriorating and falling apart. If we leave 
these boats outside, they will deteriorate and fall apart. So we are 
building this small boathouse to shelter these rescue craft for $49,000. 
Also we are requesting $162,000 for storage of 10,000 barrels of avia- 
tion jet fuel to support the planned jet operations from this statian. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Mr. Kelleher calls my attention to the fact 
that we have some opinion from the Comptroller General in regard to 
something relating to the Key West base. What is it, Mr. Kelleher? 

Mr. Ketirner. Yes, sir. You will recall, Mr. Chairman, in 1940 
and 1941 it was agreed that a commission of the State of Florida and 
the Government would jointly participate in constructing a line +128 
miles long to bring water down to that area. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Keener. Both to the naval installations and to the public. 

The Cuarrman. They bring it out of Homestead, Fla., down to 
Key West. 

Mr. Keriener. That is right. It went through a lot of different 
machinations in the process, including the fact that the commission of 
the State of Florida could not pay its share. It paid $1 million-odd, 
and then afterward by an act of Congress that $1 million was re- 
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turned to them with the idea that they are to start all over again and 
enter into new negotiations. And that was done. 

The Comptroller points out a number of things in his opinion, but 
one of the things of especial interest to the committee, I think, is that 
the committee report stated as follows: 

No agreement or amendment of agreement shall be entered into by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy under the authority of this section or section 3 of this act until 
such time as the Secretary or a representative of the Secretary designated by 
him has consulted with the Armed Services Committees of the Senate and of the 
House of Representatives with respect to all details of such agreement or an 
amendment of agreement. 

Now, as a matter of fact, the water rates, the amount charged for 
the surplus water, was changed on at least 1 occasion and perhaps 2, 
and the Navy Department did not come to the committee to discuss it. 
When asked by the Comptroller General why they didn’t, they said 
that since it was not a basic change in the contract, that they felt that 
they did not have to. 

However, the committee report doesn’t indicate that it has to be a 
basic change. Itsaysany change at all. 

I draw your attention to that. 

The CHamman. Well, I suggest that we call the Department’s 
attention to the ruling of the Comptroller, but at the same time we 
are not charged with the responsibility of inquiring into contracts. 
We are only charged with the responsibility of acquisition and dis- 
posals of realty. Unless there is some language in the appropriations 
bill with reference to water rates, why, we wouldn’t have anything to 
do with it. 

Mr. Ke.itener. Except that in this particular case, because of the 
interest of the committee in the construction of this line and the con- 
tracts that related to it, it asked that the Department come up and 
check when they were going to make changes. 

The Cuamrman,. Oh, we did that. 

Mr. Kevtener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Oh, I remember quite well. Admiral Moreell—. 
You see, here is the background: 

During the WPA days they went into Key West and built a water 
system there, and they had no water. And that was to give employ- 
ment and add the hydrants and everybody have the mains and pipes 
and everything. But they had no water except what was falling off 
the roofs of the houses. That is where Key West got its water, except 
some water they used from the bay there, by taking the salt out. 

Admiral Moreell came before the committee and we authorized $2 
million to build a pipeline from Homestead, Fla., across all the Keys. 
Ang in that law—did we say they had to come up here and we would 
review the contract ? 

Mr. Kertitener. Not in the law, but when the RFC decided the 
State of Florida could not make its contributions, then Congress 
passed a law authorizing the return to the State of Florida of one- 
million-odd dollars that they had contributed. The report on that biil 
contained the language I quoted. 

The Cuarrman. Well, tell them to come up here and talk with us. 
We talk about everything. We might as well go on that subject. 

Naval Air Landing Field, Mayport, Fla., waterfront facilities, com- 
munications facilities, and security facilities, $738,000. We author- 
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ized $4,275,000. And we contracted $3,535,000. They want $738,000 
more. 

Now, what is that for? 

Captain Lams. Two units of family housing for officers (1 senior, 
1 junior) and 3 units for enlisted men, $74,000. 

This item provides quarters for 2 key officers and 3 key enlisted per- 
sonnel at this isolated station. There are no existing quarters at this 
activity and no adequate community support. 

At Mayport we have a small facility where a carrier can come it 
and go alongside of a dock, sir. Now we have one carrier operating 
there practically all the time, and frequently we have another carrier 
operating in the Gulf of Mexico. 

The Cuarmman. Then 

Captain Lames. In order 

The Cuairman. Then at Mayport a carrier can come up to the 
docks ¢ 

Captain Lams. One carrier. 

The CuHamrman. One carrier. 

Captain Lams. We are asking in this program for mooring piers 
so we can berth a second carrier in the Mayport station, sir. The mis- 
sion of Mayport is to support gunnery, bombing, and rocket training 
and also to serve as a carrier landing practice field. 

The first item is a request for $149,000 for security fencing around 
the station. There is only barbed-wire fencing there now. 

Item 2 is for communications facilities to provide for reliable control 
of aircraft essential to the safe conduct of practice landings. The 
request is for $249,000. 

The last item is for the second aircraft carrier mooring facility. It 
consists of two cellular type mooring islands, a small pier and services. 
Our request for this item is $340,000. 

The CHairmMan. Without objection, we approve the item. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, may I ask just a question ¢ 

I notice you have estimated future appropriation request of $14 
million. I observe over in the extreme left-hand column that you 
say the plant value is included with Jacksonville. The Jacksonville 
figure shows $68 million, with an additional future anticipation of 
$29 million. 

I take it that this $14 million is in addition to the $29 million at 
Jacksonville and will eventually be included in the total plant value 
at Jacksonville, is that right? 

Captain Lamps. That is right, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, how much more of this have you scattered around 
at these additional places like this that eventually are going into 
the plant value at Jacksonville? 

Captain Lams. That is the only one, the only station I know of in 
that area, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. How about this one we were talking about awhile ago, 
Cecil ? 

The Cuatrman. Yes, Cecil. 

Captain Lamp. Cecil Field has its own plant account. It is a 
question of plant accounting. 

Now, Jacksonville takes care of the plant account for Mayport. 
Therefore, the property is taken up on the records at Jacksonville. 
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Mr. Harpy. Well, why did you show this separate here if it is 
not going to show up eventually in the plant account at Mayport? 
Why didn’t you show it in with Jacksonville? 

Captain Lams. Well, we deliberately showed it this way, sir, so 
you would know what is going into that station in the future. 

Mr. Harpy. Yes, but if we don’t know what already has been spent 
there, how much help is this to us? How much we have already in- 
vested at this particular location. 

The CHarrman. At Mayport. 

Captain Lame. I can furnish it to you for the record, sir. I do 
not know it at the moment. 

Mr. Harpy. You see, sticking this $14 million out here doesn’t 
mean anything, if you say the rest of it is included in the Jackson- 
ville plant account. 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

The CuHaiman. It is a good deal of money. I remember quite well 
when we made previous authorizations, when we established May- 
port. And since the 80th Congress, I understand, and of course 
this is just 4 years back, we have spent, or authorized $4 million. Now 
you put in the record how much is the total investment at Mayport. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I thought we ought to have that. But 
just by comparison, it shows, the book shows, now a total of $68 million 
at Jacksonville in plant account. 

The CuatrmMan. That is just at Jacksonville. 

Mr. Harpy. No, from what he says it includes Mayport. 

Mr. Hess. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. No—— 

Captain Lams. Does that include Mayport? 

Mr. Harpy. That includes Mayport. Now, you have approxi- 
mately $30 million, almost $30 million more for Jacksonville, in addi- 
tion presumably to what is programed this year, which is $2 million; 
is that right? 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. So you have about $32 million more coming for Jack- 
sonville, and $14 million more. So you have a total of $46 million 
in addition at Jacksonville and Mayport to add to your $68 million. 
So then your plant at Jacksonville and Mayport is not two-thirds 
completed ¢ 

The Cuarrman. That is right. Now I tell you what youdo. Now 
you take Cecil and you take Jacksonville and you take Mayport and 
you tell us how much has been authorized anak spent there and how 
much you will need to finish those three bases. 

Mr. Hess. Let’s get the acreage, too, Mr. Chairman, on that. 

The Cuarrman. And get the acreage, too. All right. Now you 
can leave out—you charge against Jacksonville this land for this par- 
ticular purpose. Get that up and bring it up here in the morning. 

(The material referred to is as follows :) 


The plant account, authorization and appropriation since the 80th Congress, 
authorization requested fiscal year 1956, estimated future appropriations re- 
quired, and the land acreage, not including the land requested in fiscal year 
1956, for ALF Mayport, Fla., NAS Jacksonville, Fla., and NAS Cecil Field, Fla., 
are listed as follows: 
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Authori- . Land acre- 
Authoriza- | Appropri- zation Farag age not 
Activity tion since | tion since | requested ro vlation including 
80th Cong. | 80th Cong. | fiscal year P os ired fiscal year 
1956 nae 1956 





ALF Mayport 1 $11, 475, 000 | $4,275,000 | $4, 275, 000 $738, 000 |$14, 023, 000 2 2, 003. 2 
NAS Jacksonville_........--| ! 64, 417,875 | 23, 759, 997 | 19,689,000 | 2,224,000 | 29, 459, 000 3, 236. 31 
NAS Cecil Field 1 29, 304, 000 | 23, 108,600 | 22, 367,000 | 7,400,000 | 14, 424, 000 3 5, 881. 86 























105, 196, 875 | 51, 143, 579 | 46, 331,000 | 10, 362,000 | 57, 906, 000 9, 383. 37 





1 Includes funded construction. 
2 Includes 462 acres to be acquired with fiscal year 1955 funds. 
3 Includes 1,276 acres to be acquired with fiscal year 1954 funds. 


The Cuamman. Without objection, we approve Mayport 

The next one is Naval Air Station, Miramar, Calif. We have 
authorized $36,506,000, and we have spent $26 million. Now you are 
asking for $4,370,000 more. Now let’s see—storage facilities, train- 
ing facilities, personnel facilities, fuel dispensing facilites, commu- 
nity facilities, and utilities. When are we going to finish this base? It 
looks like this is a pretty large base and we have spent a heap of 
money. 

Gantali Lams. We still have a requirement after this year’s request 
of $32 million, sir. 

The Cuamman. Now let’s see. How many men have you there 
now ? 

Captain Lams. At Miramar at present we have 341 officers, 2,571 
enlisted personnel, and 490 civilians. Our planned strengths are, for 
the end of 1957, 647 officers, 4,427 enlisted personnel, and 495 civilians. 
We have 188 aircraft at this field. We plan this field for 455 aircraft. 

It is a master jet field and was built of temporary buildings more 
than 10 years ago. Many building replacements can continue to be 
expected. 

Our first item is for supply and inflammable storage facilities. The 
deficiency in storage space is 85,000 square feet and the lack of storage 
space results in a high percentage of grounded aircraft because of 
inability to stock all required spart parts. We are requesting 67,000 
square feet at a cost of $563,000, which includes collateral items. 

The second item is for a combat training tank necessary to train 
pilots in water survival, helicopter rescue, and aircraft ditching; 
$256,000 is requested for this item. 

Item 3 is for a 50-officer bachelor officers’ quarters. The officer 
housing facilities at this station are deplorable. This is the second 
increment of a replacement program planned at this station and we 
are asking for $354,000. A deficit of space for 124 officers will exist 
after this item is constructed. 

Item 4 is a barracks replacement. The present barracks are sub- 
standard, leaky, poorly heated, and beyond economical repair. $2,432,- 
000 is the amount we are requesting to correct this deficiency. 

Item 5 is for fueling stations. These will be high speed stations 
capable of refueling eight aircraft simultaneously at a rate of 400 gal- 
lons per minute each. They are required to support fleet air opera- 
tions. We are requesting $281,000. 

Item 6 is for a steam line to the theater to eliminate an oil-fired 


system which is costly to operate and maintain. We request $102,000 
for this item. 
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Item 7 will provide a surfaced road between the jet engine shop and 
the testing and run-up area. The existing road presents a hazard to 
costly and delicate jet engines. We are asking $50,000 to surface this 
road. 

The last item is for a chapel to replace the one destroyed by fire in 
1954. We are requesting $332,000 for this item. 

The CHarmman. Well, now, are these bases requirements being jus- 
tified from the number of planes with the fleet? 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir; that is correct, sir. 

The CuHairman. Now, have you a ceiling or have you a minimum 
requirement as to the number of planes that you have with the fleet, 
some 10,000 now? How many planes are you driving at? 

Captain Lamps. This is based on the 10,000 active airplanes that we 
have at present. That is, all our field planning is based on that figure, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All based on that? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Then if we go above 10,000, all this has to be ex- 
panded more? 

Captain Lams. We will acquire more. 

The Cuarrman. All right. We have approximately 10,000 today ? 

Captain Lames. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. You are meeting the requirements as 
the fields exist today; are you not? 

Captain Lamp. No, sir; we are not. 

The CHarrman. What? 

Captain Lams. No, sir. We count in this planning the facilities 
that we are asking for. 

The CHatrman. Point out where we have failed to meet any re- 
ee and any training program on account of the lack of the 

acilities that you are calling for in this bill. 

Then following your statement, it is not efficient. We are not up to 
standard, then ¢ 

Captain Lams. Mr. Chairman, I didn’t finish my statement. I 
will continue and I will say we are not meeting the requirement based 
on the new modern jet aircraft that are coming into the Navy each 
month and each year. 

The Cuarmman. Now 

Captain Lams. We have been able to meet our requirement as long 
as we were completely equipped with propeller-driven aircraft. But 
as we modernize in aircraft, we also have to modernize our fields, 

The Cuamman. Then, if we had not brought in jets, the fields would 
have been large enough to have met the requirements ¢ 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And it is due to a new type of plane, the jet, that 
is calling for all this expansion ? 

Captain Lams. The jet, and there are modernized, more modern 
propeller-driven planes than we had during the war coming in now. 

The Carman. To make your case, you have to put it entirely on 
jets. Because it makes a stronger case when you say, “The reason we 
have to do all this is on account of the jets.” And that is correct; is 
it not? 

Captain Lams. That is correct. 

The CHarrman. Without objection—— 
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Mr. Wisson. Mr. Chairman, I have a question. 

The Cuairman. We approve this item. 

Mr. Witson. I have a question on that item. 

The Cuatrman. What is the trouble? 

Mr. Wixson. I am concerned about this item 30, this bachelor offi- 
cers’ quarters, the second increment. 

Mr. Wuson. Under personnel facilities. It says here the condi- 
tions under which some of the bachelor officers are stationed at this field 
are housed are deplorable. That is an understatement. I was through 
the bachelor officers’ quarters and they are living in tar-paper shacks 
out there. And those are the very men that we tried to get to stay 
in the Navy under this Career Incentive Act. 

And I wonder if you are building sufficient quarters there for—you 
are only taking care of 50 officers. Isn’t it possible to expand that 
one item to increase the facilities for bachelor officers? They are 
living 2 in 1 room and in very substandard facilities there. 

Isn’t it possible that you could expand that particular item ? 

Captain Lamp. We intend to come up later—we require 324 rooms 
at Miramar. We have existing or under construction 150 rooms. 
Therefore, we have a deficit of 174 rooms. 

We are asking in this program for a BOQ with 50 rooms in it. Next 
year we will come up with additional BOQ requirements, 

The Cuatrman. All right. Without objection, we approve this 
item. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Barres. Can we get some explanation of item 2, this combat 
training tank, which serves for helicopter rescue and abandoning of 
ship and ditching of aircraft, on a 50-meter tank? You want to tell 
us about that, Captain ? 

Captain Lamp. We have a requirement, Mr. Bates, at every air 
station for a combat training pool to train aviators in water survival, 
to train them in ditching a plane, to train them in getting out of a 
plane, to train them in the use of their lifejackets and their liferafts. 
In addition to the training facility provided, it does provide a recrea- 
tional facility ; that is, outside of training hours we permit the person- 
nel at the station to use it as a swimming pool. 

Mr. Bates. Now, how do you use this for abandoning ship and the 
ditching of aircraft, if it is also used for a swimming pool ? 

Captain Lame. Outside of training hours we use it for a swimming 
pool. We take the equipment out of the pool or segregate it at one 
end, and it becomes a normal swimming pool. 

Mr. Barres. You have some sort of makeshift planes in there ? 

Captain Lams. We have models and special training equipment, 
yes, sir, that are put into the pool. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman, I would like to announce that the Sec- 
retary of the Navy has just agreed to name the flying field at Miramar 
after Adm. Mark Mitscher. It is going to be known as Mitscher Field 
from now on. He was the pilot’s admiral and was very well known 
to naval aviators. 

I think it is very fitting that a big field like this should be named 
in honor of this person. 
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The Cuarrman. Well, that is a matter for the Secretary, is it not? 

Mr. Wuson. He has already approved it. 

The Cuarrman. He has? All right. 

Now let me ask you one question that always worries me, in think- 
ing about military installations in California. How is the water out 
there? Have you any trouble with water for this field ? 

Captain Lams. No, sir, not in this area. 

The Cuamman. All right. 

The next one 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I am intrigued by this point Mr. Bates 
raised and I am just wondering whether the captain can tell us 
whether the Air Force also has these survival Pax that the Navy 
uses for training purposes that they can double as swimming pools. 

Captain Lamp. To the best of my knowledge, they do, sir, and all 
of the pilots that fly over water are trained in the ditching procedure. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, maybe we ought to get Mr. Kelleher to 
take another look at this Air Force book and see whether they have 
these combat training tanks and swimming pools on the same installa- 
tions. Maybe they don’t need them both. Maybe they are not using 
them for the double duty. They have a lot of swimming pools in here 
this time. 

Will you check that for me, Mr. Kelleher ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. The Air Force has justified some of their 
swimming pools on the same basis that the captain justifies theirs. 

Mr. Harpy. But they listed them as swimming pools. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is correct. 

Mr. Lankrorp. It is a swimming pool that at one end has a cockpit 
coming down to the water at one end. 

Mr. Harpy. We ought to have the same thing, for both the Air 
Force and Navy. 

Mr. Gavin. You wouldn’t want to do that, then you would have 
unification. [ Laughter. ] 

The CuarrmaNn. I agree with you on that. 

Now the next item is Moffet Field, Calif. We authorized $16,676,- 
000. We contracted for $15,334,000. And you want $2,581,000 in this 
field. 

Now, what is this for? 

Captain Lams. Naval Air Station, Moffett, is 36 miles south of 
San Francisco. It provides facilities to support regular operations 
of fleet carrier and transport aircraft and the Ames Aeronautical 
Laboratory. 

We have at present 398 officers, 2,840 enlisted personnel, and 582 
civilians. Our planned personnel figures for end 1957 are 419 officers, 
3,024 enlisted men, and 537 civilians. This field is our main master 
jet field in the San Francisco area. 

The CuarrmaNn. Now since this makes—this is off the record. 

(Statement off the record.) 

The first item is for aircraft fuel pipeline to pump jet fuel from the 
unloading pier to the storage tanks and thereby eliminate need for 
truck delivery ; $188,000 is requested. 

The second item is for a parachute building. The present building 
does not provide facilities to meet criteria for parachute handling. 
In addition, facilities are required to perform maintenance on sur- 
vival gear and liferafts. We are asking for $152,000 for this item. 
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Item 3 is for widening taxiways to provide sufficient pretakeoff 
holding and engine runup area. The present lack of area seriously 
curtails flight operations and we are requesting $380,000 to provide 
this increased area. 

Item 4 is for a 2,000-foot extension to a runway made necessary by 
encroachment upon the southern boundary of the field by private 
construction and the Federal Highway 101 bypass which has forced 
the point of touchdown to be moved 2,000 feet to the north. For this 
item we are asking $1,811,000. 

The last item is for relocation of the compass rose which, because 
of station growth, is now in a very inconvenient location where its 
use interferes with other more important operations; $50,000 is re- 
quested for its relocation. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now the next one is the Naval Air Station, Norfolk. 

Mr. Bates. Do they have a combat-training tank at this station? 
It is a master jet one, Mr. Chairman. 

The CrHarrMAn. I imagine they have everything they need there. 

Mr. Bates. One way to make sure they are well trained in this 
particular function. 

Captain Lams. We have one there, Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bates. You have one already there. It is the old swimming 
pool you used to have there? 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bates. Do they use it for a combat-training tank? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarman. Mr. Johnson. 

Mr. Jounson. Admiral, I would like to ask you a few questions 
about the Crow’s Landing—that auxiliary field at Crow’s Landing. 
When I was out there several years ago and also last year they were 
still having a controversy as to the location of that landing station. 
The planes go right over the top of the small town and the whole town 
was terrorized. 

Now, have you made your peace with those people yet about that? 

Captain Lams. I will request Captain Dawson of the Office of 
the Chief of Naval Operations to answer that, sir. 

Captain Dawson. The situation seems to be worked out quite satis- 
factorily with the town now; yes, sir. 

Mr. JoHnson. In what way? The ones that write me about that 
claim that it is so noisy that they can’t conduct their schools there, 
because the planes go very low over that place and to the landing place. 

Captain Dawson. They are reorienting the flight patterns, to re- 
move as much of the noise as possible, sir. That has not been com- 
ag eliminated, but it appears to have satisfied the community 
there. 

The Cuarrman. All right. The next one—— 

Mr. Jounson. Wait a minute. There is one other problem that we 
have out there that I think has a great deal of merit to it. For some 
reason or other you placed this auxiliary field on the richest piece of 
land in that whole valley. That is literally true; the richest piece 
of land in California. 

And why couldn’t you have moved that field out toward the hills, 
toward the foothills? 
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Captain Dawson. The site, sir, was originally picked out a 
World War II and in the expansion of this program we endeavore 
to use sites in existence, rather than go out to new territory. 

Mr. Jounson. Was that erected at the beginning of the Second 
World War? 

Captain Dawson. It was selected during the Second World War, 
sir. The exact date I don’t have at hand. 

Mr. Jonnxon. Originally they used to have the bombing ranges 
over in the hills and you were burning up all the feed for the sheep- 
men. Then they moved it over to this rich land. I wish you would 
think this matter over, to think about it, to see if you can move it 
further toward the hills. 

The Cuatrman. Do I understand, Mr. Johnson, that notwithstand- 
ing you want the field there, you don’t want them to have the partic- 
ular land because it is very fertile and then you don’t want them to 
bomb because it disturbs the grazing? Let’s not try to have our cake 
and eat it, too. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, we will take it in Indiana. We don’t 
have anything there. 

Mr. Jounson. They do the bombing in the Sierras now. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, we approve Moffett Field. 

The next one is Norfolk, Va. Aircraft-maintenance facilities, 
training facilities, communication facilities, operational facilities, and 
land acquisition. 

Heretofore we have authorized $18,994,000. We have spent $14,- 
686,000. You are asking for $5,260,000 more. And I want you to 
tell me how many acres of land you propose to acquire there. 

Captain Lamp. The land acquisition in this program is again in 
connection with bombing targets. 

The Cuarrman. Now how many? 

Captain Lamp. The land acquisition is again in connection with 
the bombing targets and we are requesting the authorization to pur- 
chase Parramore Island. 

The Cuairman. What island ? 

Captain Lamp. 7,000 acres. Parramore. 

Mr. Ketirner. Parramore. 

The Cuarrman. Parramore Island. 

Now I have a letter. Read this letter from the Congressman from 
that district, our colleague, Mr. Robeson. I will take this off the 
record. 

(Statement off the record.) 

The CuarrmMan. Well, we will pass over the acquisition of lands here 
for the time being. And that applies also to Jacksonville—well, I 
don’t care. This is off the record. 

(Statement off the record.) 

The Cuarman. I do think very seriously 

Mr. Bennett. You haven’t any complaints from Florida. We 
would be glad to let them have this land. 

The Coarrman. That is right. 

We must go ahead. Make a note of this. We pass over the acqui- 
sition of land. 

How much is the acquisition of land amount to in this book? 

Captain Lams. 7,000 acres, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. How many? 
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Captain Lame. At Norfolk, 7,000 acres. 

The CuarrMan. Seven thousand acres. What is the cost of it? 

Mr. Keviener. $300,000. 

The CuatrmMan. $300,000? 

Captain Lames. $300,000, including construction. 

The Cuarrman. All right . Make a note that we approve Norfolk, 
minus, for the time being, the acquisition of the land. _We will have 
a little statement on that later on. 

Mr. Harpy. I think, Mr. Chairman, we are going to need to get into 
that land acquisition thing. I do want the committee to understand 
that actually this land is not in Norfolk. 

The Cuatrman. Oh, I know that. Now read Mr. Robeson’s letter 
there. It is on Parramore Island. 

Mr. Ketirner. Actually, Mr. Chairman, he has written you 3 let- 
ters and in each 1 of them 

The CuarrMan. One ought to cover. 

Mr. Kextiener. Yes, sir. He has transmitted you the letters from 
local people objecting to land acquisition. His first letter is that of 
May 9, 1955. 

DEAR COLLEAGUE: Enclosed herewith I send you a copy of letter which I have 
received from Mr. Milton T. Hickman, attorney at law, Painter, Va., together 
with copy of enclosure referred to. 

I understand the provision under which the Navy Department would take 
over Parramore Island is included in H. R. 5700, page 20, line 5, where “land 
acquisition” is referred to. I believe your committee is now holding hearings 
on this bill. 

I hope that the facts set forth and the petition of these people may be carefully 
considered in connection with this matter. 

The Cuatrman. Now we approve everything in this item except 
$300,000. All right. We will come back to that and see about that. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, before we pass on from this. 

The CuairmaNn. Yes, sir; Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. I would like to raise a question in connection with the 
other 2-acre acquisition in here, which has to do with a bombing range 
at Albemarle Sound. 

Now, Pimlico Sound. We have apparently three bombing targets 
included at Norfolk. Two of them are in North Carolina and the 
other one is in Virginia. Recently there apepared in the Norfolk 
paper considerable discussion of this Parramore Island proposition, 
with the statement that it was made necessary because the Navy was 
giving up a bombing range which was the subject of a hearing before 
this committee, Mr. Chairman, 2 or 3 years ago, involving one Mr. 
Adams. 

The Cuarrman. If we give up a bombing range, why, nobody can 
use it. So many duds are on the fond, why it is dangerous for anybody 
to use it. 

Mr. Harpy. The question I wanted to find out right now is whether 
actually the piece of land that was involved in a bombing range on 
this coastal highway between Virginia Beach and Nags Head— 
whether that actually be given up or whether it is still 1 of these 2 that 
is left in this book? 

Captain Lamp. No, sir; it is going to be given up, sir. These that 
are in the book are not on the coastal highway. 

Mr. Harpy. Then the committee can understand that this piece of 
land that we had a hearing on—— 





3320 


The Cuatrrman. I remember. 

Mr. Harpy. You recall it. 

The CuHarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. That that particular piece of land is about to be de- 
clared surplus? Or what isthe status of it ? 

Captain Lamp. I am not familiar with the particular piece of land, 
sir, that you are speaking of. 

Mr. Ketiener. Perhaps Mr. Tiencken could answer that, sir. 

Mr. Trencxen. The piece of property you are talking about is down 
at Duck, N.C. 

Mr. Harpy. That is correct. It is the one that Mr. Adams was in- 
terested in. 

Mr. Trencxen. That is correct. We have been negotiating con- 
tinuously with him. We haven’t come toa conclusion. But the Par- 
ramore Island is a substitute. And if we got Parramore Island, then 
we would be prepared to excess the Duck site. 

Mr. Harpy. That is why I raised this question. You say Parra- 
more Island is a substitute for that piece of land; is that correct? 

Mr. Trencken. It is partially a substitute. 

Mr. Harpy. If my memory serves me correctly, Mr. Chairman, at 
the time that authority was given for a right of way through that par- 
ticular piece of property. 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. An agreement was made with the people that were put- 
ting up the toll road that they would provide a substitute target, 
bombing target. 

The Cuatrman. That isright. 

Captain Lams. Mr. Hardy 

Mr. Harpy. That is why I raised the question. 

Captain Lams. We have to have Parramore Island for this new 
type of bombing. We will use Parramore Island, if you authorize it, 
for two other types of bombing, in which case we will not need the 
targets that are on the coastal highway. 

The Cuatmman. Well, why can’t you do all that type of bombing 
down in Florida? Now, you see, you are in this kind of position: 
These airplane carriers come into port. And you’ve got these support 
air stations all up and down the Atlantic coast and the Pacific coast. 
They don’t have to be adjacent to the repair yard. Why couldn’t they © 
fly on down there in Florida and use one bombing place for different 
carriers that are in port ? 

Captain Lams. Mr. 

The Cuamman. What is the use of having so many of these bomb- 
ing places ? 

Captain Lams. Mr. Chairman, in this new type of bombing we have 
to have bombing targets in the vicinity of every master-jet complex. 
We are at present training or will be in Jacksonville training over 600 
pilots a year in this special technique. There are just not enough 
targets down there. There is not enough air room to train more than 
600 pilots. 

The Cuatrman. You say not enough targets ? 

Captain Lams. Not enough targets and not enough air room. 

The CuatrmMan. Wait. There isthe Okefenokee Swamp down there 
and there are plenty of other lands down there that never could be 





brought into production, and why shouldn’t they be used instead of 
going in and dusting an island where people have built homes on?_ 
~ Captain Lamp. It also would be very expensive to transfer air 
groups, say, from Norfolk, with all their accessories, down to Jack- 
sonville. ; 

The Cuairman. Well, Norfolk is overcrowded now. We all admit 
Norfolk is overcrowded. Everybody admits it. Of course, it 1s one 
of the great bases for the Navy. And it is a great industrial place, 
too. Instead of trying to decentralize and get away, you are just con- 
stantly—and that doesn’t only apply to Norfolk, but it applies all up 
and down the coast, and all in California. = 

It got so bad in California, I read something in the paper where Mr. 
Talbott says “Don’t get back in California, stay out of California. 

Mr. Wuson. That is just a rumor. 

The Cuairman. You got plenty of places in this country besides 
Norfolk. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman. The thing I have been trying to get at 
a while ago, and I still haven’t an understanding of it: My recollec- 
tion is that when the sponsors of the toll road that was to go from 
Virginia Beach to Nags Head appeared before this committee and 
wanted the right-of-way—in fact, they wanted to acquire that piece of 
land that the Navy owns. 

And we wound up by giving them a right-of-way. One of the con- 
siderations involved in the granting of that right-of-way was that 
the sponsors of the toll road would provide a substitute bombing 
range for the Navy on marginal land, which was back on the edge 
of the Dismal Swamp, as I recall it. 

The Cuarrman. That is right, exactly. 

Mr. Harpy. Now did they ever come up with it, and if so, if they 
supplied a bombing range, why do we need the other? That is the 
question. 

Mr. Trenckxen. They did agree to furnish additional targets to 
replace the property at Duck. The particular mission of this target 
is changed now so that the sites that were offered by the parties that 
were interested in the highway development will not meet the new 
criteria that is required for this new bombing technique. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, would the area through which the toll road goes 
provide a satisfactory area for the new techniques ? 

Captain Lams. No, sir. 

Admiral Crark. No, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. It would not? 

Captain Lams. No, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. So, in any event, we would have to abandon that par- 
ticular bombing range. 

Admiral Ciark. For that particular purpose. 

The Cuamrman. Now getting back on bombing areas—of course, I 
know what the captain was going to tell us about this new type of 
bombing. Now I have been investigating recently in regard to some 
of the camps that the Army has. Now I just finished studying about 
a big camp down in Georgia, near Savannah. There are some 300,000 
acres of ground. And it has been used by the Army in the past and 
they are continuing to use it as a gunnery range. 

Now, that is the kind of area you want for this new kind of bombing 
that you are going to be carrying on. Why couldn’t you utilize some 
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of those places, instead of going out in somewhat a congested area 
with this type of bombing that you are going to talk to us about in a 
few minutes? Get away from these thickly populated industrial cen- 
ters where the land is high. And you say it is going to cost too much 
to move them down there. Why, it would just be a good training 
flight for them to fly, to give them a little opportunity to fly over land 
as well as over water. And all these planes are going to come off the 
carriers, aren’t they ? 

Captain Lams. No, sir. These planes will be flying, in the case 
of Norfolk : 

The CHatrMan. You mean they are planes that originally come 
off the carriers ? 

Captain Lams. And 

The Cuatrrman. And then they fly on the land base and then from 
the land base they get the-bombs and then they fly to the target; 
isn’t that correct? 

Captain Lams. That is correct. 

The Cuamman. And then they come back to the land base. And 
then when the carrier gets ready to go to sea again, they go out and 
fly on deck and go on to sea with the carrier ; isn’t that it? 

Captain Lams. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. Isn’t that the whole picture of it? 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

The CuHamoan. I can’t see, to save my neck, why you have to have 
these bases close. All you have to do is have a place to get your 
bombs from and a runway. And you got to build these runways 
anyhow. You got to build every one of these places. You got to fix 
jet runways so they can fly off of it, haven't you ? 

Captain Lams. No, sir. We have the runways, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. You have the runways? 

Captain Lams. These planes, in the case of Norfolk, would operate 
out of Oceana. In the case of Jacksonville they would operate out 
of Cecil Field. In the case of Quonset Point, where we now have a 
target site up off Martha’s Vineyard, they would operate from Quonset. 

The Cuamman. Even if you did have to go and build runways in 
places, there are so many places in the Southeast and all up and down 
the Atlantic coast where you could put runways in and use that area 
for bombing instead of going down there and trying to find some 
island where people have built homes on and people are cultivating 
that land. 

All right, we will pass over that for the time being. 

Captain Lams. The naval air station, Norfolk, functions in support 
of fleet air operations and overhaul and repair. 

Th first item of the request is for a fuel accessories overhaul and 
test building. This building is required to properly service and 
check the jet engine fuel control, pumps, and accessories. Specialized 
equipment is necessary to perform work on each new jet engine. 
$1,925,000 for this facility is requested. 

The next item is for a flight test and transfer building. This is 
a facility to test aircraft as they are received for repair or before they 
are released from a repair status. The present facilities are obsolete 
and beyond economical repair. $750,000 is requested. 
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The third item is for an explosive decompression chamber building. 
This facility is used in environment training for pilots. It is required 
training facility. We are requesting $68,000 for this item. 

The fourth item is for communications facilities. In modern air- 
craft communications, line of sight transmission is required for relia- 
bility. This project provides for adequate VHF-UHF equipment. 
We are requesting $906,000. 

Item 5 is for the second increment of facilities for the Fleet Air- 
borne Electronics Training Unit. This is to take care of increased 
student load and because of increase in size and amount of electronics 
equipment installed or waiting to be installed. It is an item essential 
to the electronics training program, and we are asking for $848,000. 

The CHatrMan. Now take your next one. And we approve every- 
thing at Norfolk, except $300,000 for the land acquisition. 

Naval air station, Oceana, Va.: Airfield pavements, storage facili- 
ties, personnel facilities, maintenance facilities. 

Now what is this pavement for, except to build it so the jets can fly 
off it? Because you have the pavement sufficient there to take care 
of conventional type of airplanes. Now you have authorized—we 
have authorized—$33 million and you spent $28 million. You want 
$5.281,000 more. 

Now airfield pavement ; isn’t that to accommodate the jets? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. We have built up the parking aprons and 
parking areas in increments at this field and at all other fields, so that 
we would be in phase with the jets coming from the factories. This is 
additional parking area to take care of additional jets that will be 

The Cuatmman. It is not a runway. It is just parking areas? 

Captain Lams. Parking areas. 

The Cuatrman. All right. From this Oceana, the planes would fly 
out to the bombing area / 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Is that correct / 

Captain Lams. That is correct. The naval air station, Oceana, sup- 
ports fleet aircraft operations and has assigned a guided-missile 
program. 

The first item is for a 516-man barracks building necessary to re- 
place deteriorated wooden World War II barracks which are located 6 
miles from the working area of the men living inthem. We are asking 
$850,000 for their replacement. 

Item 2 is for a bachelor officers’ quarters with subsistence facilities. 
This present bachelor officers’ quarters is in the same condition as the 
barracks and is beyond economical repair. We are requesting space 
for 150 officers at a cost of $1,287,000. 

Item 3 is for an aircraft parking apron to provide parking space 
around a hangar which was previously authorized and space to ac- 
commodate the planned aircraft assignment which is 100 planes in 
excess of present parking space. We are requesting 102,000 square 
yards of parking space at a cost of $821,000. 

The next item is for supply facilities sufficient to meet the station’s 
mission as a secondary stock point for a complete range of aircraft 
spare parts. A total deficit of 151,000 square feet exists, and we are 
requesting at this time $924,000 to provide 92,000 square feet. 

Item 5 is for a public works building for shops and offices. The 
recent development and modernization of the station has resulted in 
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the public works area being widely separated from the main locality 
of its work. The public works department with attendant inefficienc 
and excessive transportation requirements occupies wood frame build- 
ings which are hazardous to shop work without considerable addi- 
tional fire protection which will soon be inadequate in size to support 
the station growth and which could be used as a storage facilities when 
vacated ; $478,000 is requested for this item. 

Item 6 is for a gymnasium. A physical training and recreation 
facility is necessary at the new station location. The old gymnasium 
is 6 miles from the present living area. We are requesting $288,000. 

The next item is for a new chapel. The present chapel has been 
declared structurally unsafe because of dry rot. We are asking 
$241,000 for its replacement. 

The last item is for the second increment of the high speed fueling 
facility. The request is for $392,000 to meet fueling requirements. 

The Cuatrman. How far is Oceana from Norfolk? 

Captain Lams. 18 miles east of Norfolk, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And then 18 miles east of Norfolk your planes 
would fly there, and then they would take up their bombs and then 
go out to the base and bomb it; is that correct ? 

Captain Lame. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And you have an airstrip there. How long is the 
airstrip there? 

Captain Lams. At Oceana, sir ? 

The CHatrman. Yes. 

Captain Lamp. 8,000 feet. 

The Cuatrman. Well, is it long enough to take care of the jet? 

Captain Lams. That is long enough to take care of the present 
jets. 

The CHatrman. And all this airfield pavement is just for aprons, 
to accommodate them before they get on the runway ? 

Captain Lame. Additional planes so they can park the plane and 
work on the plane prior 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, we approve Oceana. 

Mr. Jounson. Could I ask a question, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CuHamman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. It says BOQ and subsistence facilities. What kind 
of a BOQ is that? 

—— Lamps. That means a BOQ with a dining room and galley 
attached to it, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. It is quite a cost there, $938,000, pretty near a mil- 
lion dollars. 

Captain Lamp. I will ask the Chief of Bureau of Yards and Docks 
to answer that, sir. 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Johnson, this BOQ is for 150 men. The aver- 
age price for the housing alone is $5,000. The other $1,254 per man 
is for the messing facilities, which includes the galley, cold storage, 
the messhall itself, and so forth. We have a limitation, as you know, 
on the cost of the BOQ of $5,000 per man. 7 

Mr. Jounson. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. Witson. Is this being done in increments like you are doing 
at Miramar? s 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. *Wuitson. Why are you building 150 in this instance and only 
50 at Miramar? I mean, you have the same problem—these young 
aviators. You are spending thousands of dollars training them. 
You are giving them million-dollar airplanes to fly. And you make 
them live in substandard quarters. It just doesn’t make sense. Why 
can’t we do it in one lump, instead of step by step ? 

The problem is there, and certainly everyone agrees that it needs 
to be corrected. 

Captain Lams. We have been planning and phasing this as the 
people are sent to the station. We try to get the building built by 
the time that they will get there. In the case of Norfolk, we have a 
greater deficit and a greater need than we feel we have at Miramar 
at present. 

Mr. Wuson. I just hope that in the future bills that come up we 
can wind that part of it up. It seems to me that is one of the most 
critical needs that you have at these stations. 

Captain Lams. We agree, Mr. Wilson. 

The CuarmmMan. Without objection, we approve that item. 

The next item is Quonset Point, R. I. 

Now let’s see. Airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, 
and utilities. We have authorized $14 million and we spent $12 
million. You want $1 million more. 

Mr. Ketuener. ( Aside.) 

The CHarrmMan. You know—let me call your attention to this. 
The Navy is a seagoing organization. It has to have facilities on 
land. But you are building probably more facilities on land or as 
many facilities on land as the Army, almost. Now let’s get down to 
rock bottom and try to have what is absolutely necessary and get out— 
I thought after World War II, when Admiral Moreel passed out of 
the Department and went to the steel company, that we never would 
have big public works bill. Why, Admiral Moreel’s organization 
was a piker compared to what is going on now. We are spending 
more and building more than we did even in World War II. And, 
of course, I don’t blame the Bureau Chiefs and I don’t blame the 
Navy. But $58 million more will have to be spent here ? 

Mr. Ke.iener. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrman. How much have spent up to date, Admiral? Or 
Captain ? 

Captain Lams. Our plant value is $73 million. 

The CHarrMan. $73 million ? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Keviener. Plus eight. 

Captain Lams. Plus 

The Cuamman,. Now let’s see. 

Mr. Gavin. Would you permit an observation, Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuarmman. Wait 1 minute. $78 million 

Mr. Hess. $81 million. 

The CuatrMan, $81 million, and how many more million? 

Mr. Ketiener. Eighty-one plus 58. 

The Cuairman. Fifty-eight more million on that. 

Mr. Ket.ener. Yes, sir. 

The CHARMAN. $139 million. 
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Now how much military personnel have we got there at Quonset 
Point ? 

Captain Lams. At Quonset Point, sir, we have at present 773 of- 
ficers, 5,669 enlisted men, and 3,587 civilians. Our planned 1957 figure 
is 738 officers, 4,352 enlisted personnel, and 3,603 civilians. 

We have 230 aircraft on the field. Our planned loading for 1957 
is 349 aircraft. ‘ 

The airfield lighting which we are requesting is a new type—high 
intensity lighting which fits into the instrument-landing procedure 
between the end of the ground-controlled approach at the point of 
touchdown. It is necessary to the all-weather mission of the station 
and we are requesting $115,000. 

The utilities requested are for the central heating plant modifica- 
tions. It will provide fuel storage and modification of steam piping 
to allow full capacity use of the present boilers. The item amounts 
to $375,000. 

The operational facilities refer to bombing targets and facilities for 
which the justification is classified. The request for this item is 
$572,000. ; 

The CuatrmMan. Well, of course, it is a good, healthy establishment, 
from what you have said there. But $58 million is a rather large sum 
of money. 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jonnson. That is just what it cost. We just can’t help him 
from what I see. We can’t have them operate in a straitjacket, either. 
We have to provide the facilities. The cost is just mounting and 
mounting. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, we approve that item. Naval 
Air Station, San Diego, Calif. Operational facilities, aircraft main- 
tenance facilities, fuel dispensing facilities. 

We have authorized $16,428,000. We have only spent $4 million. 
And they want $2 million now. 

How come you haven't been spending as fast as we were authorizing 
down there ¢ 

Now, here you are: At San Diego we have authorized $16,428,000 
since the 80th Congress. You have only contracted for $4,301,000. 
You are asking for $2,748,000. And you contemplate spending there 
$87 million more. 

Mr. Hess. And they have spent $70 million already. 

The Cuatrman. They have spent $70 million already. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. A total of $160 million. 

The Cuatrman. I remember when we first went into San Diego and 
we began to make some appropriations there to make something. 

All right, any comments? How come you haven’t spent more of 
your authorization? You have only spent $4 million. You got au- 
thorization for $16 million. This, then, is not very important ? 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Chairman, I believe if the record be reviewed, 
we are asking for a rescission of previous authorizations in the sum of 
over S7 million. 

Mr. Cunnrncuam. What ? 

Admiral Perry. When we talk about the $16 million authorized 
and not in place, we are talking not about $16 million, but we are 
talking about slightly over $9 million. 
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Now, as a matter of fact, as of today, those items which have been 
authorized and appropriated for, we only have a total of $2,700,000 
which we have not gotten under contract. All of those items will be 
under contract by July 1 of this year. 

The CuatrMan. All right. Now—— 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. One minute, Mr. Wilson. I will let you question. 

Then we can understand on this item there is going to be a rescission 
of some $7 million. 

Admiral Perry. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Admiral, have you fixed up a line-item re- 
scission or a base rescission so we can see something of how much you 
are going to rescind? We have on my book here—your rescission 
amounts. to $151,400,000. 

Admiral Perry. I will let Admiral 

The CuatrMan. Now, we are going to have to have something filed 
before we act favorably on these bills, that these bills—that certain 
rescissions have taken place. 

Admiral Perry. I will let Admiral Clark answer that question. 

The Cuatrman. Admiral Clark. 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. We have a booklet here which tells 
which public law author ized every project that we intend to request 
you to rescind, and the reason why we are requesting rescission is 
listed. 

The CHarrman. Now, that is by line items? 

Admiral CiarK. By line items; yes, sir. 

The Cuaiman. In other words, first you show the base and then 
in that base you show certain line items are being rescinded; is that 
correct ¢ 

Admiral Ciark. That is correct. 

The CuarrmMan. And that amounts to $151 million? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Now, we will have to file that with the record. 

Now that brings it down to date, or does it, just like the law says, 
with the Air Force, go back from 1951, back? 1 want it down to date. 

Admiral Crark. This brings it down, I think, to the Ist of Jan- 
ary, sir. 

The Cuairman. The Ist of January? 

Admiral Ciarx. Right to today, of this year, that is right. 

The Cuarrman. We will make that a part of the record. Then you 
are asking a rescission of $151 million, according to the document you 
have there, take place? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. All right, put that in the record, Mr. Kelleher, get 
a copy of that. 

Mr. Keitener. I have a copy. 

The Cuatrman. You have a copy of the Air Force's rescissions ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

Captain Lams. Mr. Chairman, the project for San Diego includes 
the following items: 

First, an explosive decontamination chamber for $50,000 is re- 
quested. This is an item previously discussed for other stations. 

Next is an item for an oxygen and carbon dioxide bottle testing and 
charging building. Such a ‘facility i is an essential part of the over- 
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haul and repair program and the present building is an old World 
War I hangar which does not meet the safety requirements for the 
work performed. We are asking for $282,000. 

Item 3 is for an aviation refueler loading facility. The tanks serv- 
ing the old facility have been condemned and the proposed loading 
facility will be built around existing tanks. We are asking for 
$267,000. 

Item 4 provides for reconstruction of a deteriorated steam tunnel 
and we are asking for $144,000. 

Item 6 will provide for safety modifications in the aircraft paint- 
ing building to meet established criteria. Sparkproof electrical sys- 
tems and an exhaust ventilation building are required. Two hun- 
dred and ninety-six thousand dollars is requested for this item. 

The last item is for a special weapons training facility. The in- 
creased demand for special weapons training has forced the use of 
present facilities on a shift basis. The effectiveness of this essential 
program is suffering as the result of the overcrowding and confusion. 
We are requesting $1,709,000 for an adequate training facility. 

The Cuairman. All right, without objection we approve it. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. Wixson. I have a question on the navai air station. 

You spoke a moment ago about the need for seagoing facilities. This 
station is a master station, as I understand, of a master jet complex in 
the area—Brown Field and Miramar. 

[t is the home port of a lot of carriers that operate in the Pacific. 
The Headquarters of Commander, Air, Pacific, being at San Diego. 

Now, we have authorized here in Congress, a number of Forrestal 
type carriers. I would like to know, since this is a key base in connec- 
tion with carrier operations, whether any plans are underway for 
docking of Forrestal type carriers at the naval air station. 

The CHatrMan. You couldn’t get in there. 

Admiral Criark. Plans of that nature are underway, sir, but they 
have not been approved. 

Mr. Witson. You are thinking about some way where the carriers 
can dock alongside the air station; is that right ? 

Admiral CiarK. We are going into the whole—— 

The Cuairman. There is no place down in San Diego a carrier can 
dock ¢ 

Mr. Wiison. Sure, a very good spot. 

The Cnatrman. Admiral, I thought it was a destroyer base. 

Admiral Crark. It is, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Well, is that it? It isa destroyer base. I certainly 
hope you will maintain it along that line, instead of trying to go in 
there and dredge out all of those shallow waters. 

Mr. Witson. We are not talking about any dredging. We have 
docks for carriers all around the naval air station now. It is not a 
question of a lot of dredging. It is a case—at the south end of the air 
station—providing dock site facilities for these carriers. They don’t 
even have to come into the harbor. They can come right to the edge 
of the station on the outside of the harbor. 

The CuatrMan. That is all right, if they don’t have to get into the 
harbor. I don’t think the harbor will support airplane carriers, unless 
there is dredging. 
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Mr. Witson. That isn’t the plan. 
Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHarrman. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, I hope before we finish this discussion 
on the Navy that somebody is going to relate these training facilities 
to the effectiveness of the fleet. I would like to see more carriers built 
than all of these things. You are not going to take Jacksonville, Fla., 
and take it to Europe—take it to Asia. These are merely training 
facilities. 

I would like to get a relationship between carriers, which is the 
effective force. It is the only reason we are building any of this. I 
would like to have that related to what naval strength we are going to 
have in event of war. None of these things—you can take a look at 
the balance sheet in the case of Miramar and except for a few range 
facilities, what do you have there? Are we going to have somebody 
give us a little disertation on that? 
~ Mr. Mitzier. Would the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. Bares. Well, we would like to get an answer here now. 

Captain Lams. Mr. Bates—— 

Mr. Bares. How many carriers we have today, Captain, in oper- 
ation ? 

Captain Lamp. Fifteen, sir. 

Mr. Bares. And how many personnel that we are training here— 
what is the relationship between that and your carriers? 

Captain Lams. Well, that is just the trouble, sir. We are now get- 
ting so many new weapons. We are getting new carriers. Our re- 
enlistments are not what they should be, although they are improving 
now. And we have not had the facilities either aboard ship or land 
based to train personnel to operate these new weapons that are coming 
in. And you just can’t pick a man up off the street and draft him and 
in 6 months train him to fire guided missiles or control guided missiles 
or to operate jet aircraft or to maintain jet aircraft. 

Therefore we have to have this large Shore Establishment, with 
modern equipment and modern buildings in order to progressively 
train our people so they can operate the new ships, the new carriers, 
the new gunnery and the complete remodernization which we are go- 
ing through since World War II. 

The Cuarman. Now, Captain, I think you made a good observa- 
tion and I am glad you made that for the record. That is the justi- 
fication for all of this expansion of these airbases, then ? 

Captain Lams. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Bates. I just hope we are not going to have all our naval 
aviators on land. 

Captain Lams. That is what we hope also, sir. 

We try to keep this Shore Establishment as small as we can. We 
would rather see our money going into airplanes and ships. But we 
have to have the facilities to support these ships and airplanes and 
we have to have facilities to train the men to operate them, or there 
is no use turning out any more new weapons. 

Mr. Bares. You have 15 carriers today ? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. What is the relationship between your personnel and 
the number of carriers? Do you have more than enough to man those 
carriers, or are you short? 
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Captain Lams. We are maintaining our—I would have to go off the 
record to give you exact figures there, sir. That is classified infor- 
mation. 

Mr. Bares. You could just say one way or the other. 

Captain Lams. We are keeping the fleet in balance with our per- 
sonnel situation. 

Mr. Bates. And you don’t have many more personnel ashore than 
you need for the ship requirements today ? 

Captain Lams. Definitely. All the cuts we take: We first apply 
them to the Shore Establishment and keep the fleet manned. 

The Cuaran. All right. That was very helpful and a good 
justification for the expansion and these future expansions that will 
confront us next year. 

Now the next one is naval auxiliary station—now, we approved 
San Diego. Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Sanford, Fla. 

Family houses. Now, what military installation have we at San- 
ford? ‘That is way out in the middle of the country. 

Captain Lams. We have an airfield there, sir, that provides facil- 
ities to support regular operations of the fleet. It is one of the satel- 
lite fields of the Jacksonville complex. We are asking for 13 units 
of family housing for key personnel who must be stationed at the 
field at all times. 

The Cratrman. How far is Sanford from Jacksonville? 

Captain Lamp. It is 18 miles south of Jacksonville. 

The Cuarrman. Eighteen miles. Well, you know, you should as 
well give some thought to having some field north of Jacksonville, as 
well as south of Jacksonville. It is only about 18 or 20 miles from 
the line up there. Some pretty cheap land is up there. 

Captain Lams. May I correct myself, Mr. Chairman? Sanford is 
75 miles southwest of Jacksonville. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Hess. The book says 18. 

The CHamman. Well, it is not 75 miles from Jacksonville to the 
line, hardly. 

Captain Lams. There are only 2 sets of public quarters on this sta- 
tion to accommodate an eligible load of 388 officers and 652 enlisted 
men. We are asking for $188,900 to provide quarters for 2 senior 
officers, 3 junior officers and 8 enlisted men. 

All right, without objection, we approve it. 

Naval Air Facility, Weeksville, N. C.; cold storage facilities and 
maintenance facilities, $342,000. We previously authorized $1,557,000 
and we have contracted for $1,392,000. What is at this place? What 
is at Weeksville? 

Captain Lams. Weeksville is a naval air facility 40 miles south of 
Norfolk. It supports regular operations of fleet airships, antisub- 
marine helicopters, and there we have what is known as the Bureau 
of Aeronautics motor pool. That is, all of their vehicle equipment 
which must go overseas is maintained at this air station. 

The CHatrmMan. Now, what is the cold storage facilities there? 
What do you mean by that? 

Captain Lams. We are asking for the rehabilitation of a mess hall 
for cold storage, in the amount of 3,007 square feet, and a new addi- 
tion to the mess hall for cold storage, in the amount of 15,036 square 
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feet. This item will cost $52,000. The other item for the vehicle 
pool building we are requesting $290,000. 

The Cuatrman. All right 

Captain Lams. In order 

The Cuatrman. All right. Naval Air Station, Whidbey Island, 
Wash. We have authorized $21 million there. We have spent $17 
million. Now what relationship does that field have to fleet support 
air station ? 

Captain Lamm. This naval air station, Whidbey Island, is 65 miles 
northwest of Seattle, Wash. We provide facilities to support regular 
operations of fleet reconnaisance and antisubmarine aircraft. This 
field in the northwest part of the country maintains patrols out over 
the Pacific Ocean, sir. 

The first item we are requesting is for composite approach lighting. 
This is another of those previously discussed high intensity hghting 
systems. The cost will be $138,000. 

Item 2 is for aircraft parking area. The present parking area was 
laid in 1942 and is not heavy enough for the present day planes. We 
are asking for $710,000 for this replacement. 

Item 3 is for a combat training tank. No facility is presently avail- 
able at this station. We are requesting $300,000. 

Item 4 is for land acquisition for the construction of an advanced 
undersea weapons shop. Our request is for $810,000. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

The next one is outlying field, Whitehouse Field, Duval County, 
Fla. That is right at Jacksonville also? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrrman. Now, that is a new base, is it? Isn’t this White- 
house Field a new installation? We haven’t appropriated anything 
since the 80th Congress for it. 

Captain Lamp. It is included in the Jacksonville plant account, 
sir. We are going to construct a new runway extension at this field 
so that we may use it for an outlying field attached to the Cecil Field 
master jet station. It will be used for practice landings. 

The CHatrman. How much land you got to acquire down there? 

Captain Lams. We have to acquire 900 acres necessary for runway 
construction. 

The Cuairman. Any easements you will have to buy? 

Captain Lams. We have some easements in our special program 
which will be presented later. 

The Cuarmman. How much more do you expect to ask for White- 
house Field? What is your future plan? Let’s see whether we want 
to establish it or not. 

_Captain Lamp. $1,766,000 are our future estimates for this field, 
sir. 

The Cuarrman. Then that winds that up. 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

_ The Crarrman. And then the main purpose of this is just a land- 
ing strip? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And they are so crowded at Cecil Field they will 
have to come over here? 

Captain Lams. We are going to use it for fleet. carrier landing prac- 
tice field, sir. That is a special field where aviators practice before 
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going out to the carriers. We are asking $50,000 for the land acqui- 
sition and $1,037,000 for the resurfacing of two 3,500 foot runways 
and extending them to 8 000 feet. 

The Carman. All right. 

Captain Lamp. We can’t conduct this practice on a big field. 

Mr. Ketxiener. (Aside.) 

The Cuamman. Mr. Kelleher just told me, members of the commit- 
tee, back on page 22: Various locations, land acquisition, and so forth, 

$23 million, that that includes acquiring 17,000 acres of land here. 

Mr. KELLEHER. Among the land acquisitions in there is 17,000 acres 
for this particular installation. 

The Cuarrman. For Whitehouse ? 

Mr. Kewtiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Is that correct? 

Captain Lams. That is correct. 

Admiral Crarx. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. I thought you said all you were going to get was 
900 acres for a runway ? 

Mr. Ketiener. No, sir. He mentioned also that there was in the 
other part of the program some additional land. 

The Cuarrman. You mean to say that for a runway, and no bomb- 
ing taking place—nothing in the world but a runway—is there bomb- 
ing involved here? Is there bombing in this item? 

Captain Lams. No, sir. 

The Cuairman. All right. What about 17,000 acres of land, then, 
for this field ? 

Captain Lams. That is not for the—— 

The Cuarrman. Well, you got here on page 22: Land acquisition, 
$23 million, and Mr. Kelleher says that 17,000 acres are going to be 
bought for the purpose to use the Whitehouse Field, in Duval County. 

Captain Lams. In the itemized justification for Whitehouse Field, 
in the avigation easement program, which we will present later on, sir, 
for Whitehouse Field we have land acquisition and real property 
rights, 3,600 acres, for a lump sum of $85,000, and we have avigation 
clearance and real property rights—that is, timber removing—for 
13,400 acres. 

Now, the combination of 3,600 acres and the 13,400 acres make up 
the 17, 000 acres that Mr. Kelleher was referring to. 

Mr. Gavin. How much is the cost ? 

Captain Lams. The 3,600 acres that we will purchase in fee are 
$85,000. The avigation clearance in real property rights is $594,000, 
or a total of $679,000. 

Mr. Gavi. How much does that make per acre? 

Mr. Ke.iener. $679,000. 

The CHarrman. How much does it make an acre? 

Mr. Ketiener. On the average cost? I don’t know that it would 
be a very revealing figure. 

The Cuarman. All right. Now that finishes—wait 1 minute, 
members. That finishes the item as far as fleet support air stations 
are concerned, 

Admiral Ciarx. Mr. Chairman, before we proceed, may I invite the 
chairman’s attention that Admiral Doyle, the Chief of Naval Air 
Training, and Admiral Glover, the Chief of Naval Air Advance Train- 
ing, have come up from their headquarters to be ready whenever it 
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pleases the chairman to go into the matter of the Air Training Com- 
mand, the location at Port Isabel, and the other item—— 

The Cuarrman. We won't take those up right now, Admiral. 

Admiral CxiarKk. Shall I tell them to plan to remain in town to- 
morrow # 

The Cuarrman. Well, we will try to get to Port Isabel and—what 
is the other one? 

Mr. KeviteHer. New Iberia. . 

The CuarrMan. We will try to get to that tomorrow. Because Mr. 
Hébert is away and he is very much interested in that item. He won’t 
be back until tomorrow. 

Admiral Crark. Tomorrow morning. 

The CHairman. All right. 

Admiral Crark. Thank you. 

The CHatrMAN. That gets us down to the Marine Corps air stations. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Wait 1 minute. 

I ask the committee to meet back at 2 o’clock. We got to get this 
bill considered. We have a fine attendance here this morning. I 
appreciate it. 

I hope all of you will be back here at 2 o’clock to start now with the 
Marine Corps air stations. 

Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Are we going to come back to this various acquisitions 
of land items? 

The CHamrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. Because I have some questions to raise about that. 

The CHarrmMAn. I have some, too. 

We will recess until 2 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 11:45 a. m., a recess was taken until 2 p. m.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


The CuatrMan. Let the committee come to order. 

_ Now, when we recessed at noon, we had reached page 21, Marine 
Corps air stations. 

Who is here from the Marine Corps ? 

Major Fenton. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Marine Corps Auxiliary Station, Beaufort, S. C. 
Airfield pavement, communication facilities, navigational aids, fuel 
dispensing facilities, operational facilities, storage facilities, personnel 
facilities, community facilities, and land acquisition. 

Now, we have previously authorized, since the 80th Congress 
$16,025,000, and you have only spent $1,940,000. And you are asking 
for $4,649,000. 

Now, you better give a little background. What is the military 
mission of the Marine Corps air station ? 

Captain Lams. The Marine Corps Auxiliary Air Station, Beaufort, 
S. C., is 5 miles east of Beaufort, 70 miles southeast of Charleston, in 
Beaufort County, S.C. 

Its mission is to provide facilities to support regular operations of 
fleet Marine carrier and training aircraft. 

We are building it up to provide facilities to support the headquar- 
ters of the Third Marine Air Wing, consisting of 1 tactical air group 
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and 1 transport air group, 1 Marine wing service group, 1 Marine 
air control group, 1 Marine photographic squadron, and 1 Marine 
composite squadron, 

The necessity of this field is due to the fact that a third air wing 
was authorized for the Marine Corps. | 

On the original authorization we started operating this Third Ma- 
rine Air Wing, at Miami, Fla. We had the old naval air station there. 
That station 

The CuammMan. Opa Lacka ¢ 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. That station is too small. The airspace is 
too congested for operating the full Marine air wing. Therefore, even 

when we went into Miami, we knew we had to eventually move this 
air wing. 

The Cuarrman. What did you do with that field at Miami? 

Captain Lams. We are still using it for the Marine air wing. We 
have not moved out. Upon the conclusion of our move, we will con- 
tinue to use it for the Naval Air Reserve, sir. We have a very active 
Reserve in that part of the country. They will be flying weekends and 
then we will take Marines there—rather, Naval Reserves there for 2 
weeks training. 

The first item of the project for Beaufort is extension and strength- 
ening of the runway. This item will provide a cross-wind runway 
8,000 feet long which is required for operation of jet aircraft. We are 
requesting $1,918,000. 

Item 2 will provide for location of communication equipment in in- 
terference free areas to promote reliability of the UHF communica- 
tions. It is essential to safe operation of jet aircraft. We are request- 
ing $326,000 for its item. 

The next item is for electronic navigation aids. No homing devices 
or ground controlled approach system are installed. Operational re- 
quirements cannot be met without this facility and we are requesting 
$105,000. 

Item 4 is for fueling stations and fuel and lubricants storage facil- 
ities. These facilities include high speed fueling stations, fuel han- 
dling lines and storage facilities for 10 days’ jet fuel requirements, 
We are requesting $1,110,000 for this item. 

Item 5 is for a compass rose. This standard air station item is re- 
quired at this base. We are asking $77,000 for it. 

Item 6 is for a bore sighting range to check the accuracy of aircraft 
mounted guns. This is a necessity for pilot gunnery training. Our 
request is for $49,000. 

The next item is for aircraft gunnery targets and land acquisition 
for them. The area to be purchased is uninhabited and amounts to 
7,700 acres; 50 sorties per day will be flown for training in bombing, 
strafing, and rocket firmg. We are requesting $102,000 for this item 
including $52,000 for the land. 

Item 8 is land acquisition for construction and in lieu of avigation 
easement. This land acquisition will be sufficient for total base devel- 
opment and will save, by elimination of security fencing and the need 
to relocate a road as well as providing land already required for ex- 
pansion and for avigation easements, $365,000. The request is for 
$626,000 to acquire 2,300 acres. 

Item 9 is for covered storage for one Marine air control squadron. 
The material for which storage space is required is that which must 
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accompany the squadron upon emergency deployment. The material 
must be periodically inspected to assure readiness and must be stored 
where it will not be subject tothe weather. We are requesting $119,000 
to provide 19,000 square feet of warehouse space. 

The last three items are for recreation and morale of men and ofli- 
cers attached to the station. The station is located 5 miles outside the 
city of Beaufort and the recreational facilities of this small city are 
overtaxed by the increased load of service personnel. We are request- 
ing $87,000 for outdoor recreation areas, $210,000 for an enlisted men’s 
club and $240,000 for a commissioned officers’ mess (open). 

The Cuairman. Now, these Marine squadrons are entirely based on 
land, all the time ¢ 

Captain Lams. No, sir, they are not always land-based. Some of 
them 

The CuatrmMan. Well, do they fly on carriers / 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir, we have carriers with Marines flying from 
them, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. What percentage on a carrier would be Marine 
aviators ¢ 

Captain Lams. That varies from one air squadron to an entire 
Marine air group, that might be aboard carriers, sir. In fact, off 
Korea we operated one carrier with a Marine squadron off of it. 

The Cuarrman. Then the Marines are based on the carriers, just 
like Navy aviation also, is that correct ¢ 

Captain Lams. That is correct, sir. 

The Crarrman. And then they must have a land base where they 
can get their training ¢ 

Captain Lams. Where they can get their training. 

The CuarrmMan. All right. 

Captain Lams. Because they support the ground groups of the 
Marine Corps and they must work in close conjunction with the ground 
troops, sir. 

The Cuarrman. But the major portion of the Marine aviation is 
land based, is it not ¢ 

Captain Lams. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And only under certain conditions are they based 
on the carriers ¢ 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. And so they have permanent bases, do they ? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. We have one—— 

The CHarmman. Is this one of the permanent Marine Corps air 
stations ? 

Captain Lamp. This is one base. The other base, on the east coast, 
is at Cherry Point, and the base on the west coast is at El Toro, Calif., 
sir. 

The Cuarrman. Then the Marine Corps has three land-based per- 
manent stations ? 

Captain Lams. In the United States, yes, sir. 

The CHamman. In the United States. One at Cherry Point and 
one in California ? 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

The Caiman. Now, let’s see. How come you have only used 
$1,904,000 out of an authorization of $14 million? It didn’t stand 
very high in your priority, did it ? 
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Admiral Perry. No, sir, that is not the case, Mr. Chairman. 
The Carman. What is the case? 
Admiral Perry. If you will note, the majority of these funds were 

granted in fiscal 1955, and plans and specifications are underway now. 

Our present schedule calls for the awarding of practically every item 


in that list for construction purposes during the month of June of this 
year. 


The CHarrMan. All right. 

Now, personnel facilities, how many barracks do you contemplate 
building there? 

Captain Lams. We had eight barracks in last year’s program 
authorized, sir. 

The Cuammnan. In last year’s. You have in this year’s, too. You 
have personnel facilities in here. Is that just duplication, because you 
put it in last year and haven’t changed the language ? 

Captain Lams. In the language, “Personnel facilities” thsre is in- 
cluded an enlisted men’s club, a commissioned officers’ mess. That is 
all under personnel facilities, sir. 

The CHarrman. You don’t build any family quarters there? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. Last year we had authorized 175 units of 
—— We are going to ask for appropriations for those quarters 
this year. 

The CuHarrMan. Well, that hasn’t 

Mr. Kettener. None this year in this bill, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHamman. You already have that authority ? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. You don’t need any additional authority ? 

Captain Lams. Not at this time. However, we will in the future 
need additional quarters. 

The CHatrmMan. You didn’t ask for personnel facilities last year? 

Captain Lamp. No, sir. 

The CuArrman. You just asked for family quarters? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How much land do you have to acquire ? 

Captain Lams. We have at present 1,388 acres there, sir; 1,583 acres 
were also authorized in 1955, and we are requesting this year an addi- 
tional 2,300 acres. 

The CuHarrman. How many? 

Captain Lamp. 2,300, sir. 

The CHarMan. 2,300. 

Now, as I understand your figures, the present base is 1,300 acres. 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Plus 1,583 acres authorized last year, is that cor- 
rect ? 

Captain Lame. 1,583, sir. They are arranged alphabetically in our 
book. The Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point, is located 18 
miles south of New Bern, Craven County, N.C. 

The first project is to improve wharf and pier facilities where cargo 
vessels and fuel tankers tieup to off load. The present facilities are 
deteriorated to the extent that they are delaying the operations of the 
station or are requiring that other means of supply delivery be em- 
ployed. Weare requesting $347,000 for this item. 

The next item provides for installation of a visual-omni directional 
range. Itisa radio aid to navigation which is required for all-weather 
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flight operations. We are asking for $73,000 which includes the elec- 
tronic equipment. yen i 

Item 3 is for composite approach lighting. This item is to bridge 
the gap between the ground-controlled approach and the point of land- 
ing. It is an added safety feature in instrument landing. We are 
requesting $132,000 for this item. : 

tem 4 is for aircraft parking area. There is a serious lack of park- 
ing area for the overhaul and repair facility. We are asking for 6,300 
square yards of concrete parking area at a cost of $64,000. _ at 

Item 5 is for an ammunition unloading platform and railroad siding. 
This item is required to meet Defense Department criteria for ammuni- 
tion handling. We request $162,000 for this item. 

Item 6 will provide for relocation of the high explosives magazine 
to meet the established clearance requirements criteria. Weare asking 
for $144,000. 

Item 7 is for a flight test and emergency repair facility. The flight 
testing and emergency repair section of the overhaul and repair is op- 
erating in the open. The division of the overhaul and repair depart- 
ment results in inefficiency and waste of man-hours. We are request- 
ing $650,000 for this item. 

Item 8 is for bombing targets including easements. The justifica- 
tion for the bombing target item is classified. 

The CHarrMan. 1,583. And now you are asking for 2,000 more 
acres ¢ 

Captain Lamps. Yes, sir—2,300 more acres. 

The CuatrrMan. 2.300. That is 5,188 acres. 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. If I didn’t make any error in adding it up. That 
will be a total at the Marine Corps Air Station at Beaufort? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, what about the authorization last year to ac- 
quire 1,588 acres, have you already acquired it? We had that project 
the other day, and the subcommittee approved it, did it not, Mr. 
Kelleher ¢ 

Mr. Ketiener. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. It is pending before the full committee for full 
committee acquisence. 

All right. Thank you very much now. That is a permanent base? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point. That is 
the same thing, from what you just said, is it not ? 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. That was the second main base that I 
mentioned. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Now, you got all three of them here together. 

Without objection, we will approve that one. 

The Marine Corps 

Mr. Core. Mr. Chairman, isn’t Cherry Point a permanent base? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. He just stated 

Mr. Corr. I see you estimate for the future $41 million. Now, you 
can’t give the explanation that that is going to be for replacement 
of those permanent buildings, which was your explanation on items 

earlier in the day. 
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Captain Lams. I didn’t mean to indicate that this estimated future 
appropriation was all for replacements of existing buildings. Some of 
that is urgent requirements that we have not yet fulfilled. Some of it 
is for replacements of temporary buildings at each station, sir. 

Mr. Corr. So that when we get through, if we ever get through with 
Cherry Point, we will have over $100 million invested in that one 
station ¢ 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The CuHatrman. Now, Mr. Kelleher, read the letter from Mr. Blan- 
ford who while on duty as a reserve officer went to Cherry Point. This 
is his observation. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

During my tour of active duty I observed the condition of certain warehouses 
under the jurisdiction of the Navy Department (BuAir) at the Marine Corps Air 
Station, Cherry Point, N. C. 

There are several warehouses flimsily constructed and protected with respect 
to the siding only by a composition tar-paper arrangement which can be pene- 
trated by the simple method of sticking one’s finger through the wall. I under- 
stand there is quite a few million dollars worth of equipment in these ware- 
houses. I might also add that the lighting is poor and these warehouses are 
undoubtedly a beautiful fire hazard. Actually the situation could be considerably 
remedied with corrugated iron siding and I understand that this project has been 
placed in a priority list as No. 22, under repair and maintenance for the 1955 
budget at an estimated cost of $37,500. 

I would appreciate it if you would find out what you can about this project, 
ascertain whether any efforts will be made to secure the funds and the action 
necessary to put these warehouses in some condition approaching reasonable 
protection with respect to the equipment stored therein. 

Joun R. BLANFORD. 


The CHarmman. Let the record show we have authorized since the 
80th Congress $18 million, and you have spent $21 million and you are 
asking for $1,762,000. And what does your future plans show you 
will have to spend at Cherry Point to get it ready? 

Captain Lamp. $41,139,000. 

The Cuatrman. How many years will you be coming here to get 
that $40 million ¢ 

Captain Lams. We have it planned out over the next 4 years. We 
have an urgent program, an essential program, a program we desig- 
nate as important, and one that is long-range, sir. 

The CuairmMan. Then the committee can understand for the next 
4 years you will be back here for money for Beaufort and Cherry 
Point and El Toro and practically every item in this bill / 

Captain Lams. That is correct, sir. 

The CuarrMan. All right. 

Mr. Cote. Have you had a comment on this beautiful fire hazard to 
which the letter made reference? Do you know about this item of the 
warehouse that you can stick your finger through the walls ? 

Captain Lams. I am not familiar with it. I will ask Major Fenton 
of the Bureau of Aeronautics to answer that, sir. 

Major Frenron. As regards the warehouses, we are going to try to 
correct in this immediate fiscal year as much of that as possible. In 
next year’s public works program we have an item of around $4 mil- 
lion to replace these warehouses with some permanent buildings. They 
are temporary, as the gentleman described in the letter, which were 
built in the early part of World War II as temporary buildings, and 
we have been saddled with them ever since and had to use them, be- 
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cause they were on our plant account as square footage of storehouse 
space, and we couldn’t get authorization to replace them. We are 
going to try to get new authorizations and money next year to replace 
these warehouses. 

Mr. Coir. You would rather build new permanent warehouses than 
you would to spend a little money to fix them up so they wouldn’t be a 
hazard, fire hazard, and give protection to the property ‘ 

Major Fenton. Weare going to try to correct that. 

Mr. Corte. That is pretty much typical. 

What does this mean in your specification where the items are called 
“funded construction not in plant value”? Your justification shows 
plant value, the land and construction, for instance, at this location, 
Cherry Point, $71 million. 

The next item is “Funded construction not in plant value.” Does 
that mean that those are dollars that are in the course of construction ¢ 

Admiral Perry. It can mean one of three things, Mr. Cole. It may 
mean buildings which have actually been completed, but have not been 
taken up in the plant value; it also may mean buildings which are un- 
derway but have not yet been completed. In the third category would 
be items which are not yet under construction contract. 

In other words, the moneys have been made available, but it hasn’t 
finally found its way into the plant account. 

Mr. Cote. I understand. Thank you. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Without objection, we approve Cherry 
Point. 

Mr. Harpy. Let me ask. 

The Cuatrman, All right, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. I just wanted to ask where is the work that you propose 
to do at Beaufort now being performed? I notice you are going to 
have a heavy civilian contingent there when you get through with this 
construction. 

Captain Lams. Did I understand—the operation, sir ? 

Mr. Harpy. That is right—I don’t know whether it is operations. 
I assumed it was for maintenance of Marine Corps aircraft. 

Captain Lams. The maintenance; no, sir. There will be no other 
than minor maintenance facilities at Beaufort. The main shop for 
Marine Corps maintenance of aircraft is at Cherry Point. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, I notice that you propose to go up from 150 to 
nine-hundred-and-sixty-some. That is a pretty heavy increase. I 
wondered what they are going to be doing. 

Captain Lams. That will be a large station, and I think most of 
those people will be attached to the public works department and sup- 
ply department, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. You mean you are going to have that many people 
doing maintenance work and supply / 

Captain Lamp. Sir, on a large station it will take quite a number. 

Mr. Harpy. There is quite a lot more than you have at Oceana, 
which is a pretty big Navy station. I just have a little difficulty 
understanding what all these civilians are going to be doing. I was 
wondering. 

Captain Lamp. I can furnish you a breakdown. I don’t have it with 
me, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. I think it might be interesting to know what all these 
people, going from 150 to 963, are going to be doing. 
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The Carman. Well, give a little information on that, Admiral, 
or Captain. 

Captain Lamps. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Because that is a very pertinent question. You 
only have 150 there now, and it goes up to nine-hundred-and-some odd. 
You ought to be in position to advise the committee without any 
hesitancy the justification to increasing some seven hundred civilian 
employees. 

Captain Lams. The information requested in regard to the number 
of civilian personnel to be used at the Marine Corps Air Station, 
Beaufort, S. C., is as follows: 
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Fiscal (Marine) - _- : | ee 
Public works E ; ‘ ‘ . 69 | 411 
Operations 
Aircraft maintenance rae ; jac chdba  ecud ba 
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Aero inspection__ 

Subtotal__- Y ; : 383 580 
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1 Not applicable. 


The Cuarrman. All right, the next item is Marine Corps Air Sta- 
tion, El Toro, Calif. 

Oh, wait, on Cherry Point, how much more land do you have to 
acquire there? Tell us how much land you have to acquire at Cherry 
Point. 

Captain Lame. One acre of land at Cherry Point. 

The Cuarrman. How much? 

Captain Lams. One acre of land at Cherry Point. 

The CHarrMan. One acre? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes. 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. You just need 1 more acre there. Well, if you 
don’t need but 1 acre, why can’t you do without that acre? 

Captain Lams. This is needed for a railroad track that goes into 
the magazine area, sir. 

The Cuarrman. A railroad track ? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Well, we have settled the railroad dispute down 
there, have we not ? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuartrman. What is the situation in reference to the railroad ¢ 
Is the Seaboard Airline operating it or the Southern Railroad operat- 
ing it? Anybody familiar with it? 

Well, I am familiar with it. It is pending down here in the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission now. 


‘ 


eae Cosco iy in 


aay 














F 
| 
f 
f 
i 
‘ 
4 
a. 
3 


3341 


What is the situation in reference to the controversy we have had 
about the railroad which we authorized the Marines to build a 50- 
mile railroad, which has been tentatively leased out to the Southern 
Railroad ? 

Colonel Roserrson. I am Lieutenant Colonel Robertson, Marine 
Corps Supply Department. 

The Cuarrman. Just talk out loud. You don’t need that micro- 
phone. 

Colonel Roserrson. The lease has been written, agreed to and ap- 
proved by both committees of the House and Senate. 

The CuHatrMan. That is right. 

Colonel Ropertrson. The Interstate Commerce Commission has not 
yet acted and has set a hearing for June 8 in Goldsboro, N. C. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Then it is pending down there. 

All right, now the next one is Marine Corps Air Station, Edenton, 
N. C. I thought we closed up that station there some time ago. 

Captain Lams. No, sir. ‘Lhis is a Marine Corps auxiliary 

The CHarrMan. Wait a minute. I have forgotten. Now, the 
Marine Corps Air Station, E] Toro, Calif. Now, that is one of your 
main stations, is it not? 

Captain Lamps. It is, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is the only station on the west coast ? 

Captain Lams. There is another airfield alongside of it, known as 
Santa Ana, which is a Marine Corps air facility, sir. It is about five 
miles from E] Toro, and is used as a satellite field of E] Toro which 
is the main station to support Fleet Marine Force carrier, transport, 
and training aircraft as well as being a primary aviation supply point. 
It is locted 10 miles south of Santa Ana. 

The first item of our request for E] Toro is for a special weapons 
facility. Full details of justification appear in our classified justifica- 
tion book. The facility is required to meet the increased demand in 
special-weapons training. We are asking for $251,000. 

The next item is for communications facilities to provide a stand- 
ard remote transmitter facility for ground to air communications. 
Without this facility reliable ground to air communications will not 
be possible at this station. Our request is for $125,000. 

Item 3 is for a taxiway made necessary by the extension of the run- 
way for jet aircraft operation. Without it planes must taxi far around 
the field. $170,000 is requested. 

Item 4 is for storage facilities to provide covered storage for the 
Marine air control group’s basic allowance. Expensive radio and 
radar equipment are among items presently stored in the open. We 
request $411,000 for this item. 

Item 5 is for the acquisition of 510 acres of bombing target site 
which we must retain and the lease is expiring. We request $69,000 
for this acquisition. 

Item 6 is for a parking apron at the Camp Pendleton air strip where 
none exists now and planes must park on the taxiway and along the 
runway shoulders. We are asking for $200,000, 

Item 7 is for the second increment of an aircraft parking apron 
around the new transport hangar. The present paved area around 
the hangar is all required for access to the hangar and some of the 
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transport aircraft are parked as much as a mile from the hangar. We 
are requesting 99,000 square yards of parking space for $991,000. 

Item 8 will provide outdoor recreation facilities with floodlight- 
ing for night use ; $201,000 is requested for this item. 

The last item is for a compass rose. There is no compass rose at 
El Toro and planes must fly to San Diego to have their compasses 
checked. Our request for this item is $74,000. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Now, I see you have to acquire some 
land there. How much land you got at El Toro? 

Captain Lams. Five hundred and ten acres of land must be ac- 
quired. We have been using this area for a target impact area— 
bombings—since 1943. It is cheaper to purchase this land than it is 
to go in and decontaminate it. The lease on the land is about to ex- 

ire, sir. 
: The CHatrman. How much do you estimate the cost of the 510 
acres will be? 

Captain Lamp. $69,000. 

The Cuarrman. How much? 

Captain Lams. $69,000. 

The Cuarrman. Well, I think you are on sound ground. Be- 
cause—— 

Off the record. 

(Statement off the record) 

The Cuarrman. How many acres is it? 

Captain Lamp. 510 acres, sir. 

The CuarrMan. I think you are on pretty sound ground, because 
you will never use it again. All right, without objection, we approve 
it 

Mr. Cote. Mr. Chairman, let me ask a question or two. 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Corz. To clear up or to give you a chance to explain your per- 
sonnel figures: In the justification it is shown at present there are 
eight-hundred-odd officers and 8,000 enlisted men, and that your plans 
for the future are 1,000 officers and no enlisted personnel. 

Captain Lams. That is a typographical error on that page, sir. 

Mr. Corr. That is a pretty good explanation. [Laughter.] 

Captain Lamp. It will stay about the same as it is now, possibly a 
slight increase, sir. It is actually 9,200. 

Mr. Core. And your civilian personnel apparently will stay about 
the same. 

Captain Lams. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Corr. How far in the future do you make this plan? 

Captain Lams. We have for each station 

Mr. Cots. I know what it means when it says the present comple- 
ment so and so. 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coir. But when you say the planned complement—how far 
in the future is that planning schedule ? 

Captain Lams. The planned personnel is for the next fiscal year. 
— is about as far as we can judge what the force levels are going 
to be, sir. 

Mr. Cotz. Then you come over to the aircraft and apparently you 


are going to have fewer aircraft in the future than you have there 
now. 
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Captain Lams. Yes, sir, because we also have a Marine Corps air 
station out there—Mojave Desert—which we are developing, and we 
have projects in this program for that station, and some of the aircraft 
that are now based at E] Toro will move over to Mojave. 

Mr. Corr. Now, move down to this estimated future appropriation 
required. How far into the future is that estimate based? 

Captain Lams. For each station we have a master plan. That 
master plan develops all the peacetime needs of that station up until 
mobilization. On that plan we note every building that is going in 
there. We have an idea of the buildings that must be replaced. That 
plan is used to develop this future appropriation request. 

Mr. Hess. That is what is costing us the money, those master plans. 

Mr. Cote. I don’t see how you can figure the cost. For instance, 
using this as an illustration: The estimated future cost for this one 
base is $57 million, and up until now you have only spent $47 million. 
How can you estimate that no matter what you are going to have to 
do in the next 10 years it is going to cost you $50 million? You just 
can’t do it. You couldn’t have estimated 5 years ago what the cost 
of construction would be today. 

Captain Lams. That, Mr. Cole, is an estimate. I have a list here 
for El Toro, which totals $57,413,000, projects by line items, de- 
veloped from the master plan. 

Mr. Cote. You must have an awful lot of people down there in the 
Navy Department some place with nothing to do. You sit them down 
at their ania and their drawing boards and their slide rules to esti- 
mate what it is going to cost to replace a camp some time in the future 
and you don’t have any idea if it will ever be replaced. 

Captain Lams. That is the only way we can do any sound mobiliza- 
tion planning, is to sit down and do it, and it is done in the field, sir. 

Mr. Coz. That is the only way you can put people to work that 
haven’t anything else to do, too. 

Captain Lams. I have five officers in my office 

Mr. Cotz. This looks to me like an unnecessary expenditure of ef- 
fort. If it was a plan for the next 3 years, well and good. But when 
you come in and show us a plan for a single camp that is going to 
cost $57 million and since the camp or station was created has only 
cost—I don’t mean to say only, but has cost $47 million, it just doesn’t 
seem to make sense. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

The next item is Marine Auxiliary Station, Edenton, N. C., family 
houses, $1,421,000. 

What military activity is there now ? 

Captain Lams. At Edenton we have a Marine Corps auxiliary 
landing field, sir. This field now supports gunnery, bombing, and field 
carrier landing practice. We are requesting 105 units of housing as 
there is a critical deficiency of housing at this station, and we are 
going to build this station up in the future to support Oceana. 

The CHarrman. Wasn’t this base closed up a few years ago’ 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir, it was. 

The CuatrMan. When was it closed up ? 

Captain Lamp. Activated on July 17, 1942. 

The CHatrMan. 1942? 

Oh, it has been closed since then. Oh, yes, as I remember. 
Mr. Coxe. It was started in 1942. 
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Captain Lams. That is when it started. 

rt Y y . . 

The Cuatrman. Yes. When did you close it up? Because I know 
all about this base. I know 

Off the record. 

(Statement off the record. ) 

_ The Cuarrman. When did you close it up and when did you open 
It 4 again ¢ 

Major Fenton. Edenton was closed up at the end of World War II, 
approximately at the end of 1946, and reopened again in 1951, when 
the Korean war was underway. 

The Cuarrman. I see. Well now, and now you are going to make 
it a permanent base ? 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrmMan. What? 

Captain Lamp, Yes, sir, we are. 

The Cuairman. Well, how can you now switch from closing it up 
after World War II and then Korea come along and you opened up 
and Korea is gone now and why wouldn’t it naturally follow—You 

vant to make it permament ? 

Captain Lams. We want to make it permanent to use it as a fleet 
carrier landing practice field for planes based at Oceana, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Well, all right. 

Mr. Harpy. That used to be a Navy field, not a Marine field, didn’t 
it? 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. It was an auxiliary to the Norfolk Naval Air Station 
or Oceana, whichever you choose to call it. Now it isa Marine station. 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. It is 60 miles south of Norfolk. 

Mr. Harpy. Are marines going to be a part of the Oceana operation. 
too 4 

Major Fenton. The marines are in there on a loan basis, The Navy 
has loaned that field to us since we were short of facilities in the North 
Carolina area. We have one air group based at Edenton at the pres- 
ent time, due to the fact there is no other facilities in the Cherry Point 
area to base this air group. 

Mr. Harpy. The thing that bothered me, I understood the captain 
to say that it was going to be operated in conjunction with Oceana. 

Major Fenton. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. I don’t understand that. If the marines are operating 
it—you are not operating the marines at Oceana, are you ? 

Captain Lamp. No, sir. As we get Beaufort built up, sir, the 
marines will go back to Beaufort and operate out of there. Then we 
will reclaim it from the Marine Corps; that is, naval aviation will 
reclaim it from the Marine Corps and use it as a fleet carrier landing 
field for Oceana. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, that raises a right serious question in my mind as 
to the Navy justification for Edenton. Mr. Vinson has pointed out 
that you gave the thing up and then you reactivated it and at one time 
you came in here with a proposal to put another one up a Capron, Va., 
and at that time a question was raised as to why you didn’t reactivate 
Edenton because you said you didn’t need it. I got a pretty good 
recollection of that. Now, if the marines need this station, I am per- 
fectly happy for them to have it. But I will be darned if I don’t 
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think it needs a little bit more justification, to tie in with the Oceana 
4 

yee a Aa Well, when we built $1,435,000 family housing, we 
are justified in staying there permanently. __ 

Mr. Harpy. That is right, and if you build these houses you are 
coing to justify it. . 

“. seed Pet me just inquire a little bit more about this future 
planning business. pis Us ae 

Captain, so far you have spent $13,500,000 on what admittedly was 
a temporary station, constructed in 1942. Your estimated future re- 
quirement indicates no replacement whatever for this station, and yet 
you tell us that the Navy has decided to make it a permanent station. 
What has happened ? 

Captain Lamp. It will be ie: ieenh 

Mr. Coxe. To figure out the cost of making it into a permanent sta- 
tion. 

Captain Lams. But this is not going to be a large naval air station. 
It is going to be a naval auxiliary station. The main purpose of the 
station will be a fleet carrier landing practice field for Oceana. 

Mr. Corr. Yes, but you haven’t estimated a single dollar apparently 
for converting this from a temporary station into a permanent sta- 
tion—from a wartime temporary station to a permanent one, and as 
your specification from your figures 

Captain Lamp. I think I misled you. That is only housing on this 
sheet. 

Mr. Cote. I know that is what it says. Your estimate for the future 
is limited to housing ? 

Captain Lams. Our estimated future construction of that field, that 
is for the construction of the field, is $12,293,000, sir. 

Mr. Corr. Then instead of $5 million estimated for future needs at 
this station, it should be something like $17 million to $18 million. 

Captain Lams. Adding the housing to the field construction, yes, 
sir. 

Mr. Cote. Why wasn’t that included ? 

Admiral CLtark. May I explain that, Mr. Cole? 

When the housing bill was first proposed, it was to be a separate 
title. All our family-housing sheets throughout this book were made 
up as though it were a separate title and the estimated future was for 
housing alone. 

Just before we came up last week, the Secretary of Defense told us 
to incorporate these sheets in with the line items. So when you see 
family housing, that is different from all the other sheets, sir. 

That applies only to the housing and not the same as the rest of the 
bill as it was prepared, sir. 

Mr. Coz. Then I will skip back to El Toro, for instance. 

When I look at the future expense estimated for that station $57 
million, and it makes no reference to housing, then that does not in- 
clude any housing whatever for El Toro? 

Admiral Crark. That is right, sir. We are not requesting family 
housing for El Toro this year, isn’t that correct ? 

Major Fenton. That is correct. 

Mr. Coxe. For instance, at E] Toro you intend to spend $57 million 
some time in the future and not a dollar during that period of time 
will be spent for housing ? 
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The Cuarrman. The reason for that, I imagine, Mr. Cole, was due 
to the fact that there are sufficient Wherry houses and FHA homes in 
that neighborhood whereby the Government will not have to acquire. 

While we are on that subject—this is off the record. 

(Further statement off the record. ) 

The Cuatrman. Allright. Now, getting back on the record. 

Without objection, we approved Edenton, N.C. 

And we hope now, since you are going to build these houses, they 
won’t be closed up any more, and you will have some justification for it. 

The next one is the Marine Corps at Miami, Fla.; land acquisition. 

Now tell us about what Marine activity is there? That is a Marine 
Corps air station ? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrMan. That is not an auxiliary station ? 

That is an air station ? 

Captain Lams. At present it is a Marine Corps air station. It pro- 
vides facilities for home base of the 3d Marine air wing carrier, trans- 
port, and training aircraft and serves as a primary aviation supply 
point. 

The Cuarrman. Is this at Opa Locka? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cruarrman. Now you've got all the land up there, except the 
racetrack, in that whole vicinity ? 

Captain Lams. We have authorization for a new runway, an 8,000- 
foot runway, at the main field, sir. 

We feel that in order to properly protect this runway against en- 
croachment or building there we require 650 acres. 

The Cuatrman,. All that has been built up, too, has it not? 

Captain Lamp. No, sir; it has not. 

The CHarrMan. No houses on it? 

Captain Lams. No, sir; there are not many houses on this land. 

Mr. Lanerorp. It says a few will have to be removed. 

The CHarrman. How many have to be moved off of it? 

Captain Lams. There are a few small houses—37. 

The CHarrman. 37 houses? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now what is it estimated this 600 acres of. land 
will cost? 

Captain Lamp. $1,223,000, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Well, now, what is the use of expanding this air 
station? Why isn’t it about as large as it should be in that congested 
area there? 

Captain Lames. Because it will be turned over to the Naval Reserve 
when the Marines move out. 

Now we are equipping our Marine Reserve squadrons with jet air- 
craft as fast as we can. We do a great deal of training of Reserves 
at Miami. 

The Cuarrman. How large a station is it today, in acres? 

Captain Lame. In acres it is 4,665 owned by the Government, and 

3,500 under lease, a total of 18,100 and—— 

The Cuamman. Don’t you think 18,000 acre airfield is large enough 
for the Reserves, if it is going to be around Miami? 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir; but I was going to explain, sir, the leased 
area is targets in that area. 
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The field itself is 4,665 acres. 

The Cuarrman. It looks like to me—I have gone there several times 
to see, and it looks like to me it is a pretty good-sized field. It isin a 
congested area and has been built up rapidly. 

You have a large enough place now to take care of your Reserves. 

As you say the Marines are coming out. 

You are going to move them off of there; aren’t you? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Where are you going to take the Marines to? 

Captain Lams. Beaufort, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Captain Lames. Beaufort. 

The Cuarrman. They are going up to Beaufort? 

P a that field and all that—what is the total investment we have 
nere ! 

Captain Lams. The total investment is $20,932,000. 

The Cuatrman, All right. 

Now that is going to be turned over to the Marine Reserves and the 
Naval Reserves; is that right? 

Captain Lams. That is right, sir. 

The CHarrman. And how large units have you there, now, of both 
Reserves ? 

Captain Lamp. I will request the Bureau of Aeronautics people to 
answer that. 

The Reserves are operating about 60 aircraft there, sir. I don’t have 
the exact number. 

The Cuarrman. How many are the Marines operating there now? 

Captain Lams. At present, sir, they are operating 179 aircraft. 

The CHarrman. All right. Now here it is: The Reserves will only 
have one-half what Marines got and the Marines are getting along 
pretty well today; aren’t they? 

Captain Lamp. No, sir. 

The CuHarrmMan. You mean they have not room enough ? 

Then, how come you have not moved them out, if they are not 
getting along there all right ? 

Captain Lams. The air there is too congested with the International 
Airways to operate a Marine air wing that is flying constantly day 
in and at night. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Captain Lams. Now when the Reserves get in there alone the main 
part of their flying will be done over the weekends. Although in the 
summer time we will have them down there for 2-week periods. 

However there will not be nearly as many airplanes as are now being 
operated by the Marines and we will be able to stay away from the 
International Airway. 

The CHarrMAN. That is right. 

And, therefore, notwithstanding that and are actively curtailing it, 
you are developing an increased area ? 

Captain Lams. We are asking an increase, Mr. Chairman, in order 
to protect this new 8,000-foot runway which we have authorization for 
there. 

It would be useless to put 

The Cuatmrman. You mean to tell me if you do not get this land 
then you have not protected the runway. 
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Captain Lams. We would not have a properly protected runway. 

The CHatrman. And we gave it to you—and you came up here 
and asked for it, and when you did it why you did not tell us that 
you had to acquire more land to protect it. 

You said you needed some acres for a runway and we gave you that 
and now you come in and say you need so many more acres to pro- 
tect it. 

Captain Lams. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. What? 

Captain Lams. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Well 

Captain Lams. Because we have made 

The Cuatrman. Now—well, let’s hold this one up and take another 
look at it for a while. 

Mr. Harpy. Pretty expensive land. 

The Cuarrman. I am not so much impressed in putting 18,000 acres 
for a Reserve field. That is all it is going be used for. 

Mr. Harpy. Let me ask 

The Cuatrman. Let’s go on. 

Mr. Harpy. I just want to ask him this: Who own the 13,000 acres 
that you have under lease ? 

Captain Lamp. I will ask Mr. Tiencken, of the Bureau of Yards 
and Docks, to answer that, sir. 

Mr. Trencxen. The lease is with the Central and Southern Florida 
Flood Control District, at no cost. 

Mr. Harpy. At no cost? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. And it is a public organization ¢ 

Mr. Trencxen. That is correct. 

Mr. Harpy. And that land is all adjacent to the 4,600—— 

Captain Lamp. No,sir. This isa target area, away from the station. 

Mr. Harpy. Then, that is not concerned with the protection of the 
runway at all? 

Captain Lams. That is correct. 

Mr. Harpy. But you’ve got 4,000 acres of land that that runway 
is located on, or is proposed to be located on ? 

Captain Lams. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. And it was not possible to situate that runway on that 
4,600 acres of land so it would be pretty well protected without having 
to buy some more? 

Admiral Perry. That is correct, Mr. Hardy. 

We had to orient the runway for wind conditions and for obstruc- 
tion conditions. 

Mr. Harpy. You want this committee—— 

Admiral Perry. And I might add that the runway is under con- 
struction and will be done during some time this summer. 

Mr. Harpy. And you want the committee to understand that the 
shape of that land is such that that runway could not be oriented in 
the fashion that it would be protected without having to buy addi- 
tional land ? 

Admiral Perry. I do, sir. 

Mr. Wirson. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Harpy. That is a queer sort of situation. 
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There is one other question in my mind here is connection with it. 
I understand that the land proposed to be bought is vacant land, that 
you propose to buy ? : 

Admiral Perry. Except for these 37 structures that are on there. 

Mr. Harpy. 37 structures on it. It gives you an average price of 
nearly $2,000 an acre? 

The Cuarrman. Of course it is high-priced property. Of course 
it is high-priced property. 

Right up there by Hialeah. I do not know so much about Opa 
Locka, but I am quite well familiar with Hialeah. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman. You are asking for lateral clearance 
on this runway. 

Is this field to be used for carrier-landing practice ? 

Captain Lams. No,sir. It isto be used only 

Mr. Witson. Why do you need the lateral clearance for that? 

Captain Lamp. That will be clearance below—that is above 150 
feet, sir. That will prevent any structures being built more than 150 
feet high out from the laterals. 

The CHarrMAn. I want to state to the committee: From my view- 
point we may be premature, but from my viewpoint the Department 
has not made a strong case out for buying this property there. I do 
not look with much favor on it. But if the committee wants to fur- 
ther worry about it, why we will pass it aside. 

Or else, what is the pleasure of the committee with reference to 
reaching a decision in regard to it ? 

Mr. Hess. Set it up for a subcommittee. 

The Cuarrman. No; this isan authorization. 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman, could I ask a question ¢ 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. That obstruction you were talking about, is that 
something that occurred after you got started on making the runway ? 

In other words, when you planned your runway and began to build 
it, was the obstruction that you are talking about visible to you? Was 
it in existence ¢ 

Captain Lams. Some of the buildings were; yes, sir. 

Now I have a chart here, Mr. Chairman, that I think would assist 
you in examining this project, if you will permit us to explain this 
runway problem. 

The Cuatrman. Yes, sir. Go ahead, Captain. I would like for 
you to do it. 

Captain Lams. Major Fenton ? 

The Cuatrman. Show on the map where the runway is. 

Major Fenton. The new runway, Mr. Chairman, is right here 
lindicating |. 

The Cuarrman. Now wait one minute. 

Now have you made the contract, Admiral, for the runway 4 
_Admiral Perry. Yes, sir; the contract is underway at the present 
time. 

The CuatrmMan. How far along is it ? 

Major Fenton. Ninety-five percent. 

Admiral Perry. I do not think it is quite that far. Eighty-five 
percent, I would say. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Where is the land that you need to protect it / 
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Major Fenton. We need this land shown in the red, sir, to give us 
our lateral 750-foot clearance from the center line of the runway. We 
have 4,665 acres, as the captain mentioned, at Miami. This includes 
Masters Field and the old Amelia Earhart Field, plus Opa Locka, 
which we are operating on. 

The only area available on Government-owned land to build this 
&,000-foot runway was at this area, which was into the wind, and could 
be used. 

But we do not have enough room to give us our 750-foot lateral clear- 
ance without tearing down some of the existing hangars and so forth 
and the operations building on this field. 

Therefore, we need this land on the north and to the west to give us 
clearance from our existing runway, so we won’t be boxed in in the 
future. I have a picture—— 

Mr. Harpy. The only thing that bothers me about that, Mr. Chair- 
man, is this: When you came in here for authority for this runway, 
and I do not know when it was, why in the world didn’t you present 
a request for that additional land at the same time that runway was 
authorized ? 

Mr. Hanasury. Mr. Hardy, that was presented in the 1953 public- 
works bill, which was I believe Public Law 534, 82d Congress. 

At that time we were not specifying the exact acreage of land. And 
then we are getting a great many of our land projects cleared after 
authorization by going through this committee. 

Subsequent to that time we had a ruling by the GAO that unless 
land acquisition was spelled out specifically in the law and in the back 
up data, we could not acquire it. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, you did not contemplate any additional land at 
the time that runway was authorized ; did you? 

Mr. Hanasury. Yes, sir; we did. We did not know how much. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, that contract has been awarded since you knew 
you had to have additional land? 

Mr. Hanapoury. Yes, sir; and we almost amended last year’s bill 
in trying to get this in. 

Mr. Harpy. And in effect you come in here and put this committee 
in the position of saying “Now either approve this thing or we have 
a runway here that is no good to us; it does not meet our criteria.” 

You come in here with the committee over a barrel. I tell you the 
truth, Mr. Chairman, I dislike this kind of a proposition as much as 
anything that has been presented here. 

-_ = it is inexcusable. I do not think there is any justification to 
it at all. 

The Cramman. Of course, as the admiral said, that is the position 
the committee is in. The admiral has already contracted about 75 or . 
85 percent to finish, and we never knew we would have to have any 
more land when we authorized the runway. 

Now he comes in and tells us we have to have more land to protect 
the runway. 

Mr. Harpy. Whoever is responsible for letting that contract, my 
golly, ought to be made to come down here and tell us why he did it. 

The Cuarrman. And another point I want to raise. 


Now this is not for the Navy or for the Marine Corps, but strictly 
for Reserve. 
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Of course it is our responsibility to provide facilities for Reserves. 

We provide arsenals and things like that. But since you are going 
to abandon this and turn it over to the Reserves, we hate to lose—how 
much is it going to cost to build a runway, Admiral? 

Admiral Perry. The contract price is $1,387,000, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHamrman. Well, we hope this won’t happen again. We are 
ina rather generous mood sometime. But we do make—— 

Mr. Harpy. I wish I could be assured it would not. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Without objection, we are approving the item. 

Mr. Harpy. I object. 

The CHarrman. Ali right. 

Mr. Harpy. But we will go ahead and approve it over my objection. 

Mr. Bates. I would like to look at this chart and find out how much 
land on this chart belongs to the United States now. All of this tract? 

Major Fenton. We have this field, this little field, this area here, 
minus 21 small parcels which we are trying to buy at the present time, 
which will be in the boundary of the field, sir. 

Mr. Bares. What is up here, where you have that No. 4, do you 
know, down below in the center ? 

Major Fenton. Right there? 

Mr. Bates. Yes. 

Major Fenton. That is a parcel of land which we do not own at the 
present time. 

We are negotiating for it. We have authorization to buy it. This 
is where the magazine area will go. 

Mr. Bennett. Why was it impractical to build it through Amelia 
Earhart ? 

Major Fenton. Here, sir? 

Mr. Bennett. Yes. 

Major Fenton. We have a railroad track there, sir. This is the 
main railroad track. 

Mr. Bennett. I see. 

Major Fenton. That is what made this field go obsolete for jet 
operation. We have good runways here and we have no good ends and 
no way to expand. 

Mr. Bennett. Any planes using this field now ? 

Major Fenton. We have airplanes on this field now, plus the 
fleet weather central and visiting aircraft. The Reserves are here at 
the present time. They have not been moved over to this spot. 

Mr. Bennett. No good for jets? 

Major Fenton. No; this field has 6,000-foot runways, but with poor 
ends on them. It is not safe to operate jets there day in and day out. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. I would like to ask you a question. 

This land you are getting is to the south 

Major Fenton. North, sir. 

Mr. Bray. To the north of the present airfield. 

Now how long have you operated planes off that field 2 

How long has that field been in existence ? 

Mr. Hanasury. It was built originally in about 1940, sir. 

_Mr. Bray. And so for 15 years you have operated without this addi- 
tional—how many feet clearance is it you want on the side; 750 from 
the center ? 

Major Fenton. 750 feet. 
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Mr. Bray. And you have operated for 15 years without it ? 

Major Fenton. No, sir. Immediately after the war we operated 
only Masters Field down there for the Reserves. This station was 
completely inactivated, the old Opa Locka station, and leased out to 
several lessees. 

Mr. Bray. What do you contemplate doing with that down in the 
southeast corner, I mean the old field there ? 

What do you contemplate doing with that ? 

Major Fenton. We will have a continuing need for it for prop-type 
aircraft, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Well, is there any reason why a prop-type aircraft could 
not use the same field your jets land on ? 

Major Fenton. No, sir. 

Mr. Bray. You are going to have a whole lot fewer airplanes oper- 
ating off that than you do now. That is very plain. The Reserves 
will not bear the heavy traffic. 

It seems to me like—you know we are being severely criticized and 
the Armed Forces are being criticized every place for the constant 
granting of more and more and more. 

This committee and the Congress is being criticized. 

Why can’t we take some step to get rid of that down there, when 
you know you won’t have near the trouble you have there now, and 
turning it over to General Services to sell it, rather than building up 
an empire down there ? 

The CHarrmMan. I imagine the reason you want to get away is be- 
case the community was very much disturbed about the confusion 
and noise caused by the jets. 

Mr. Bray. Cr. Chairman, what I was trying to suggest was that 
here they are going to extend this field and there are going to be fewer 
planes there. 

Why can’t they use some of the other land down there ? 

The CuarrmMan. Well, they already started and the contract is about 
75 percent complete. 

Mr. Bray. No, I mean down at this other field, Mr. Chairman. 
Point it out to him there. 

Mr. Harpy. If the gentleman will yield, I think you will find they 
are using some buildings down there and if you make them move up 
to the top part there, they will have to come in here and put up 10 or 
12 more million dollars to build some buildings so they can sell those 
down at the bottom there for nothing. 

That is about the way that will work out. Because if you turn that 
over to GSA, you are not going to get very much money. 

The CHarrmMan. I want to say this to the Navy Department. 

I think this is—you say $21 million has been invested down there? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Well, now, of course one good thing about the law 
we passed, we have to get a clearance here before we declare anything 
as surplus. I do not think this should be declared surplus under any 
conditions of any kind. 

It is all right to let the Reserve use it. And the policy that we are 
going along on now is to look cautiously on declaring things as surplus. 

There is no telling what happens to him and we will all be rushing 
in trying to buy identical things. 

Now off the record. 
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(Further statement off the record.) 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I won’t make an issue of it, but I think 
you misunderstood what I was saying. I was not questioning this 
field up there. This other field down there that now they can’t use 
because they can’t use jets on it, is a much greater area than this and 
they have no need for it. They already stated they do not because it 
is too hemmed in. 

The CnairmMan. We are all up against the proposition where he 
makes a contract which is about two-thirds finished which they will 
totally lose. 

Without objection we approve the item and go to the next item now 
at Mojave Desert out in California, where it is pleasant. 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman, when this 8,000-foot runway was justi- 
fied, was it for the purpose of the Marine Corps? 

Major Fenton. Both, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Was it justified for the Reserves ? 

Major Fenton. For both; the Regular Marines and the Reserves. 

The CHarrman. The main justification was as a Marine base, 
though? 

Major Fenton. Yes, sir. 

The Cyarrman. The main justification to get the runway was as a 
Marine base ¢ 

Mr. Bares. That is what I am trying to establish. 

Is that the situation ? 

Major Fenton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Batrs. The record will show, whatever the record might be. 
So this Reserve thing is just an aftermath; is that the situation ? 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Bates. After you decided to move to Beaufort ? 

Captain Lams. No, sir. When I was here last year, I brought that 
out. 

Mr. Bates. Well, what is the situation ? 

Mr. Hanasury. Well, we have a requirement for jets in the Re- 
serves at all of our Navy-owned reserve air stations. 

When we activated Miami, it represented a 40 or 50 million dollar 
field for the Department of the Navy. 

The 3d Marine Air Wing was created by the Congress. 

We had to find a home for them. We found a home, an interim 
home. And subsequent to that time we have confined our authoriza- 
tion requests only to those improvements which will be utilized by the 
Reserves on a long-term basis. 

In other words, this 8,000-foot runway ; we will get a lot of mileage 
out of it for years to come. We had not recommended the request for 
barracks and hangars for the Marines at Miami. Just the hard- 
ware, fuel, and an 8,000-foot runway which we need for many years 
to come in Miami. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Bares. The committee will understand when you asked for this 
authorization it was with the anticipation that you would move the 
Regular Marine wing to Beaufort? 

Major Fenton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hanasury. That is right. 

Mr. Bares. That is the situation? 

Mr. Hanasvury. That is right. 





3354 


Mr. Bates. All right, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. The next one is the Mojave Desert area. 

Maintenance facilities and land acquisition. 

How much land are you going to acquire there? 

Captain Lamp. 420 acres at a cost of $25,000. 

The Cuarrman. What about family grey 

Captain Lams. We are asking $2,177,400 for 162 units of quarters, 
sir. 

The Cuatrman. You have plenty of water there? 

Are you short on water ? 

Captain Lams. We have sufficient water at this station. 

The Cuatrman. To take care of all these family units that you are 
putting there? 

Captain Lams. That is right. 

The CuarrMan. How large a military personnel is there? 

Captain Lams. At this station, sir, there are at present 8 officers, 
160 enlisted men, and 4 civilians. 

Planned for the end of 1957: 282 officers, 1,830 enlisted personnel, 
and 40 civilians. We will move 1 air group into this station, 1 marine 
group. 

The CuarrMan. You are going to keep them there all the time? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And the reason you have not moved them in the 
past is due to the fact that there are no facilities there? 

Captain Lams. That is correct, and most of the Marine air has been 
overseas in the Far East, sir, in Korea. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Core. Mr. Chairman, if I may ask, 

According to the figures submitted to us, this facility or activity 
has been in operation 12 years and we have an investment of about 
$9 million out there. You are only asking for $128,000 authorization 
for that base for fiscal year 1956. And yet you estimate that future 
appropriations are required for this facility, which over a period of 
12 years has cost us $9 million—you estimate that that is going to cost 
us $35 million more. 

Now will you please explain to me in not too long a time what you 
plan to spend $5 million on, a facility that so far has cost us an average 
of $1 million a year? 

Captain Lamps. Yes, sir. 

This field was first established in 1943. It was deactivated in 1946. 
It was recommissioned as an ALF field—that is an auxiliary landing 
field—in 1951, it was recommissioned as a Marine Corps auxiliary air 
station on December 31, 1953. 

We plan, as I stated, to base one air Marine group at this station 
in the future. 

Some of these Marines have been overseas in Korea for the last 2, 
3 years. 

‘We are now bringing them back. And we require this as a home 
field for one marine group. The station will be used as a support field 
for gunnery, bombing, and carrier landing practice as a satellite of 
El Toro. 

The first item is for a tactical vehicle maintenance building. There 
are 584 vehicles to be maintained and the work is now being done 
largely in the open where temperature extremes and blowing sand 
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hamper the work and create waste of time. We are requesting $103,- 
000 for this facility. 

Item 2 is for land acquisition to acquire leased land within the sta- 
tion boundary upon which the lease expires shortly. We are asking 
for $25,000 to protect the Government’s investment in the improve- 
ments made on this land. 

The last item is for family housing. There will exist a deficiency 
of 657 housing spaces for officers and men when the station reaches its 
planned strength. We are requesting family housing for 5 senior 
officers, 25 junior officers, and 132 enlisted men at a cost of $2,177,400. 

So that to build the field up it will cost us $35,918,000 in construc- 
tion, plus $6,682,000 for family housing, if we wish to make this a 
permanent station. 

Mr. Cote. Over what period of time? . 

Captain Lams. We plan to build it up over a 5-year period, sir 

The Cuarrman. How far is Mojave from some large city ? 

Captain Lams. Major Fenton? 

Major Frnton. Mojave lies over the Tahachapi—it lies to the 
east of Bakersfield. It is about 75 road miles east of Bakersfield, over 
the Tahachapi Pass. 

It is about 100 miles north of Los Angeles. 

The Cuarrman. It is in Kern County, then ? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir, it is up in the desert. 

Mr. Jounson. Is it near Inyokern / 

Captain Lams. It is about 50 miles to the west of Inyokern—south 
and west. 

The CuHatrrMan. How many acres of land did you say you have now ? 

Captain Lams. We have 2,442, sir, owned by the Government; 400 
acres leased. 

The Cuarrman. And how many acres are you acquiring? 

Captain Lamp. We require 420 additional acres, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Isn’t that very fine agricultural land, if it is irri- 
gated ? 

Mr. Miter. No. 

Mr. Jounson. Arid land. 

Captain Lams. There is some farming around in that area; yes. 

The Cuatrman. The finest farming in the United States in there. 
That is the Joachin Valley. And cotton is produced on the average, 
in that valley, right around Bakersfield, about 214 to 3 bales per acre. 

Mr. Mitier. Mr. Chairman, this is over the mountains on the other 
side, and I can assure you you won’t produce cotton there. 

The CHarrman. Let’s go to the next one. 

Marine Corps Air Facility, New River, N. C. 

Airfield pavements, medical facilities, administrative facilities, 
storage facilities, personnel facilities, community. facilities, opera- 
tional facilities, training facilities, and utilities, $2,762,000. 

Captain Lams. The Marine Corps Air Facility, New River, N. C. is 
5 miles north of Jacksonville, Onslow County, N. C., and its mission is 
to support regular operations of helicopter, transport, and observation 
aircraft in direct support of ground forces. It also provides limited 
facilities in support of carrier and transport aircraft. 

The first item is for the second increment of airfield pavements to 
provide parking mats and landing aprons for helicopters and trans- 
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port aircraft. 22,000 square yards of concrete and 67,000 square yards 
of asphalt paving are requested at a cost of $831,000. 

The second item is for a new dispensary. This is an urgently needed 
replacement item. The present facility is little more than a hut and 
was moved into the station from an abandoned base. We are asking 
for $207,000, 

Item 3 is for a public-works administration and shop building. Five 
huts of World War II construction have been broughe in from aban- 
doned bases to serve as the public-works shops spaces. These are com- 
yletely inadequate and a suitable facility for a force of 70 persons is 
being requested for $143,000. 

The next item is for supply warehouse space. The only existing 
space is a 40 by 100 foot building which provides only about one- 
eighth of the space needed. We are requesting 20,000 additional 
square feet of storage area at a cost of $169,000. 

Item 5 is for paved areas for vehicle parking. It will furnish park- 
ing areas and access paving for the supply warehouse, public-works 
administration and shop building, and the dispensary. 

The next item is for utilities to serve the new buildings requested. 
Included are steam, electricity, and drainage facilities. $273,000 is re- 
quested. 

The last group of items is required on the basis of original need 
having never been supplied to the station. The request is as follows: 


Melisted men's: wedréation buliding. cece es i ok st $180, 000 
I an nN acini isle bin ws scatter mn ciate ee oneness aie 93, 000 
DEE DALE LL LALA LE SEL DT AIAG TERT 224, 000 
en etn dae Sra A es Aes, BETS RL) EE RE ONS Set Cree SY 202, 000 
eee renner NUN 55 i i a ei 98, 000 
i ie as craucbieccccanbacal inca Da 150, 000 
se TE a ee TO Se ee Lee Tee ee ae 134, 000 


The Cuarrman. By use of the phrase “medical facilities’, does that 
mean a hospital ? 

Captain Lams. It means a dispensary, sir, 6,000 square feet, in the 
amount of $207,000. 

Tho Cua.rman. All right. 

How many hospitals, new hospitals, are provided for in the bill? 

Captain Lams. There is one dispensary at this station and one dis- 
pensary at Quantico, sir, and we are asking authorization later to 
build a hospital at Great Lakes. 

There are no—— 

The Cnartrman. Then as far as new hospitals, there is one, at reat 
Lakes? 

Captain Lams. One request for an A. & E. study for a proposed 
hospital at Great Lakes. There are no hospitals in the bill. 

The Cuatrman. Then there is no authorization for a brand new hos- 
pital ? 

Captain Lamp. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. There are only a few more dispensaries ¢ 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Allright. 

That gives the information on that. 

Without objection, we approve that. 

Now, all of these items that we just read over for Marine Corps air 
stations you consider very important ? 
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Captain Lams. We consider them among our most urgent proj- 


The CuarrMan. Well, how urgent are they / 

Now, are you going to make an effort to get them or are you going 
to string it out over 2 or 3 years? 

Captain Lame. If we receive the appropriations we will make every 
effort where possible to get construction this year. 

However, there may be some delays due to land acquisitions, sir. 

The Cnatrman. All right. 

Now the next item is special purpose air stations. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Chincoteague, Va. 

All right, aircraft maintenance facilities, medical facilities, and 
operational facilities. 

What kind of special naval air station is this ? 

Captain Lams. Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Chincoteague, Va., 
is 85 miles northeast of Norfolk. 

Mr. Harpy. You got your county wrong. This is in Accomack 
County, and not in Northampton County. 

Captain Lams. Thank you, sir. 

This station provides facilities to support regular operations—— 

The CuairmMan. Allright, tell us about that. 

Captain Lams. Chincoteague Air Station provides facilities to sup- 
port regular operations of fleet carrier operational, development and 
utility aircraft, and aircraft engaged in research, development, test 
and evaluation work performed by naval ordnance test station. 

Occasionally land-patrol planes and emergency airships stop there 
for refueling. We own 2,383.68 acres. We lease 5,221. Weare request- 
ing $1,797,000 for aircraft maintenance hangar. 

The CuatmrMan. We are not acquiring any more land there? 

Captain Lamp. No, sir. 

Item one is for a fleet aircraft maintenance hangar and parking 
apron and is required to supply aircraft maintenance facilities which 
are presently absolutely inadequate. The station performs repair work 
on aircraft engines, airframes and components up to but not including 
complete rebuilding and the work is now being done in tents and port- 
able nose hangars. Maintenance support for 153 aircraft is assigned to 
this station and there is an urgent need for a modern repair facility 
which will supply working space for 500 men. A building with neces- 
sary utilities and surrounding aircraft parking space is planned at 
a cost of $1,797,000. 

The next item is a 20-bed infirmary. The medical needs of this iso- 
lated station of 6,400 military and civilian personnel are being supplied 
by an infirmary of temporary wartime construction, built more than 
10 years ago to accommodate only 1,600 personnel. The infirmary is 
unsafe structurally, medically (that is for antiseptic reasons) , electri- 

‘ally and is also a fire hazard. We plan a 20-bed facility of 20,000 
square feet which will offer adequate medical and dental facilities for 
all military personnel and an adequate civilian and dependent medical 
facility. We are requesting $561,000. 

Item 3 is a special projects building with parking area, access road, 
and taxiway. These are necessary facilities to provide shore support 
for the Atlantic Fleet guided missile program including shop, office, 
utility and training space. This is a relatively new program and this 





30 


55066—55—No. 20 















3358 


is the initial provision of space. We are asking $500,000 to provide 
these facilities. 

The Carman. All right. 

To date have we acquired any land at all in Virginia in this bill? 
I am watching that very closely. I do not want to slip over it. We 
got to go back to that island and talk about that. But up to date I 
do not find where we have permitted any land to be acquired. 

All right, without objection, we approve it. 

Now the next is naval ordnance test station, Inyokern, Calif. 

Captain Lams. Naval ordnance test station, Inyokern, Calif., is 70 
miles northeast of Bakersfield, Calif. 

The mission of the station is to support the research, design, devel- 
opment, production, test, and experimental projects and programs of 
the Bureau of Ordnance and those of other ordnance establishments 
and private contractors as authorized by the Bureau of Ordnance. 

This is a Bureau of Aeronautics-sponsored project at this station. 
It is an armament systems assessment facility for $2,615,000, as it is 
a research project to explore aircraft armament systems in the design 
stage before they go into production. 

By having this facility we can save hundreds of thousands a year. 
. has been passed upon by the Assistant Secretary of Defense, Dr. 

uarles. 

The Cuarrman. How close is it to the Marine Corps auxiliary sta- 
tion at Mohave in—didn’t you say it was right in that vicinity of 
Bakersfield ? 

Captain Lams. Approximately 80 miles. 

The Cuatrman. Eighty miles. 

How did it ever get located—now this is a research and development 
facility. 

Is this out in the arid region there? 

Captain Lams. Well, you note, sir, that this is a tremendous-sized 
station. It is one of our guided missiles test stations. We own 
1,309,000 acres. This is out there in the desert, where we conduct all 
our long-range 

The CHamrMan. Well, that is right. 

Mr. Jounson. Is that missile project just like it was about 4 or 5 
years ago, or has it changed ? 

Captain Lamp. There are additional programs going on there. 

Mr. Jounson. When I was there they just shot it up the canyon; 
their guided missiles. 

Captain Lams. There are additional ranges that have been installed 
there, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. How far is it from Edwards? 

It is just over the hill from Edwards Air Force Base ? 

Captain Lams. Fifty miles. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

“Naval air station, Lakehurst, N. J.: Research and development 
facilities, storage facilities, navigational aids, and aircraft mainte- 
nance facilities, $16,311,000.” 

We already have authorized $4,911,000 and we have spent $2,557,000. 
And we have just opened the door now—$16,311,000 is asked for. 

Captain Lams. The naval air station, Lakehurst, N. J., is about 65 
miles south of New York City. Its purpose is to support fleet oper- 
ations, research and development, fleet helicopters, to serve as a 
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lighter-than-air training station, overhaul and repair facility, aircraft 
storage pool, and an aircraft delivery facility. It is further planned 
to include a ship’s installation test facility in its mission. 

Item 2 is for construction of an airship envelope storage building 
which is required to support the airship repair and overhaul pro- 
gram. To meet present procurement and overhaul schedules addi- 
tional storage space for 54 airship envelopes must be provided. Lake- 
hurst is the only station where airships can be overhauled and com- 
missioned and we are asking $383,000 to be able to meet the program 
requirements. 

Item 3 provides for the relocation of the radio range and radio 
homing device to aline with the new airfield which has been completed 
3 miles from the old heavier-than-air facility. Without this project 
only visual landings at this station can be made. The request is for 
$139,000. 

Item 4 is a hangar and operations facilities for support of heavier- 
than-air activity. The old facilities were abandoned along with the 
airfield to make way for expansion of the airship accessories overhaul 
facilities. No hangar facilities exist to accommodate station aircraft 
or the aircraft to arrive in connection with the catapult test and 
arresting gear facility. We are asking $1,054,000 for this item. 

Mr. Chairman, with your permission, I would like to explain this 
project, since it is of some magnitude. 

The catapult and arresting gear, in the amount of $14,735,000. 

The CHarrMan. Just a minute. 

Let us hear these bells. 

All right, go ahead now. 

Captain Lams. This is a request for authorization for a catapult 
and arresting gear development facilities. 

Present catapult development facilities at Naval Air Material Cen- 
ter, Philadelphia, are obsolete because of the increased speed and 
weight of jet aircraft and the inadequate length of the runway at 
Philadelphia. 

The sec of this new facility at Lakehurst is a result of a 
detailed study of present and future requirements. 

Most of our present problems with both catapults and carrier ar- 
resting gear equipment are directly attributable to a lack of a facility 
where new equipment can be thoroughly tested with contemporary 
aircraft. 

We must now test this equipment aboard carriers. The U. S. S. 
Hancock and the U. S. S. /ntrepid are now tied up in this type of 
test work. 

We must develop catapults capable of launching very heavy planes. 
This necessitates new types of powerplants, both steam and internal- 
combustion engines. 

_ Likewise, new shipboard arresting gear must be provided capable 
of arresting heavier and faster aircraft. 

For example, if we have an atomic-powered carrier, we must de- 
velop an internal-combustion catapult powerplant, for present atomic 
powerplants are not capable of producing the high-pressure steam 
required in catapult powerplants. 

pecifically this project provides a high-powered pressure steam 
plant, an internal-combustion powerplant, and an elevated catapult 
structure, a new runway 8,000 feet long and 200 feet wide, which will 
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have to be built to accommodate the planes used in the test. work: 
equipment and items required for this facility are listed on page 
C341-3 of the detailed project justification which has been furnished 
this committee. 

This project has been reviewed and approved by the Assistant Sec- 
retary of Defense for research. 

I have Captain Falkes from the Bureau of Aeronautics Catapult 
Division present, Mr. Chairman, for any details on this project. 

The Cuamman. Let me get this in my mind as to what you said. 

Did I understand you to say in the past this kind of research and 
development has been going on in Philadelphia ? 

Captain Lamps. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. At the Philadelphia Navy Yard? 

Captain Lams. At the Naval Air Material Center, which is adjacent 
to the Navy Yard. 

The Crarrman,. <All right. 

You found, on account of the jets, that area is not sufficient to con- 
tinue it there? 

Captain Lams. That is right; we can’t extend the runway for jets. 

The Cuairman. It can’t be expanded there ? 

Captain Lams. No, sir. 

Mr. Bares. You got a river there, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. You have what? 

Mr. Bates. The river. 

The Cuairman. I see. 

Then it is physically impossible to do so ? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. And for that reason you are moving this activity 
that was once in Philadelphia over to Lakehurst ? 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, I ask the matter be held in ‘abeyance and 
we come back to it later on. 

The Cuatrrman. Without objection, we pass that over. 

What Mr. Bates said stopped me from further inquiry. If that is 
the fact, it looks like to me we are just up against a physical fact that 
makes it absolutely necessary that we can’t do this at Philadelphia. 

What I was trying to see: If we could do it in Philadelphia, it 
should continue there. But when Mr, Bates said the river interfered 
with the runway being built and you can’t do it, then I am willing 
to—— 

Mr. Gavin. Well, I have great respect for Mr. Bates’ opinion—— 

Mr. Bares. I did not express any opinion, Mr. Chairman. I was 
merely making a statement. 

Mr. Gavin. I want to know more about this before we act. 

The CHarrMan., All right. You get posted on it. It was sort of 
in your claw for the time being, but Mr. Bates pushed you out. 
| Laughter. | 

The CHarrMan. We pass that one over. 

The Naval Air Test Center, Patuxent River, Md.; airfield pave- 
ments, aircraft. maintenance facilities, oil storage facilities, and utili- 
ties, $8,677,000. 

We know something about that in a general way. I pass by that 
quite often. 
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Now give us a little brief statement in regard to it, what you propose 
there. 

Captain Lams. The naval air test center at Patuxent, Md., is 65 
miles southeast of Washington. 

At this station we conduct flight test trials, field service tests, tactical 
tests and evaluation of armament tests and electronic and electrical 
tests of aeronautical equipment and components. 

Item 1 is for runway paving, parking apron and taxiway construc- 
tion, The runway paving is badly deteriorated and is requiring exces- 
sive maintenance. There is not enough plane parking area and as 
a result planes park on the taxiways and cause congestion. The pres- 
ent taxiway is too narrow to permit passing of planes which forces 
jets to wait in line until propeller driven aircraft in front of them 
take off. This taxiway addition would separate jet and propeller 
driven aircraft and eliminate congestion as well as save much time 
and fuel. Weare asking for $6,365,000 for this paving. 

Item 2 is for a jet engine maintenance shop required to support the 
station’s mission of providing maintenance support to aircraft engaged 
in test functions. The presently used shop spaces are inadequate and 
the crane facilities are not of sufficient capacity to handle the jet 
engines coming into use. The test work which is the real mission of 
the station should not be held up for lack of proper facilities to take 
care of the planes. We request $250,000 for this item. 

Item 3 is for a central heating system to replace 60 of the 75 presently 
used individual steam generating plants. The elimination of these 
plants will allow the item to be amortized within 3 years. We are 
requesting $2,024,000 for this heating system. 

Item 4 is to provide aviation lubrication oil storage in underground 
tanks. Aviation lubrication oil is now delivered in 55 gallon drums 
and is loaded by hand and forklift into tank trucks from which it is 
dispensed. A safer, more efficient method will result from this item 
for which we are requesting $38,000. 

The Cuarrman. All right.. 

Without objection we will approve the naval air test center at Patux- 
ent River, Md. 

Naval Air Missile Test Center, Point Mugu, Calif. 

Captain Lams. At Point Mugu, Calif., which is approximately 514 
miles southeast of the city of Port Hueneme, in the county of Ventura, 
Calif., we test and evaluate guided missiles and their components. 

The naval air missile test center is composed of the naval air station, 
Point Mugu, and test activities. 

We also own off the coast, the island of San Nicolas. 

We fire test shots from the main station at Point Mugu and we land 
them on San Nicolas Island. 

The CuHarrman., All right. 

The first item is for a project aircraft maintenance building to be 
constructed on San Nicolas Island. At present drones and aircraft 
used in test operations are flown or ferried between the mainland and 
San Nicolas Island about 50 miles offshore. Damaged planes and 
drones are exceedingly difficult to handle because of the inadequacy of 
loading facilities. Test operations conducted from this base are in- 
creasing and the need to house and repair aircraft and drones on the 
island isacute. We are asking $266,000 for this station. 
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Item 2 is to provide a new radio receiver facility. This facility will 
be used in connection with the guided missile test flight monitoring, 
and all-weather drone operation. The present facility is inadequately 
housed and in an area of considerable radio interference. The exces- 
sive radio interference makes test information unrealiable and missile 
recovery difficult. A ruined missile test would result in the waste of 
hundreds of man-hours and makes the provision of this interference- 
free facility a necessity. We are requesting $355,000 for this item. 

Item 3 is for a second special project building. Additional space is 
required for use as an area to prepare and check missiles equipped with 
special warheads. The pursuit of missile testing will be delayed unless 
additional space can be procured. The proposed building will pro- 
vide technical work areas, special laboratory space, special machine 


shop space and office space required for this specialized work. We 
are asking $305,000 for this item. 


Without objection, we approve that one. 

Naval Air Station, South Weymouth, Mass.: testing facilities. 

Now what is up there? 

Captain Lams. Naval Air Station, South Weymouth, Mass., is 1 
mile south of the town of South Weymouth and 14 miles south, south- 
east of Boston, Mass. It provides facilities to support the Naval Air 
and Marine Air Reserve training program. 

We provide logistic support for the naval air development unit, that 
is known as Project Lincoln. That is the unit that is interested in 
continental defense work. 

We are requesting a radar test tower in order to test out the equip- 
ment that the project Lincoln people are developing at MIT. 

It will provide for installation of airborne early warning and air- 
craft intercept radar systems on the roof of a hangar and for exten- 
sion of a control tower for installation of the new ultrahigh fre- 
quency defense early warning radar. We are requesting $270,000 for 
this item 

The CoarrMan. Without objection, we approve that. 

The next 

Mr. Mitier. There is noriver up there to interfere. 

Mr. Bates. The south of Boston, Mr. Chairman ¢ 

It might just as well be out in California. 

Mr. Mitier. I thought there might be a river up there. 

The Cuarrman. The next is Suitland, Md., the naval photographic 
interpretation center, $2,345,000. 

Captain Lams. The naval photographic interpretation center is now 


located in Anacostia, at the receiving station, in buildings which have 
been condemned and are unusable. 


Consequently, we have to lease space in town. 


This project provides for a new photographic interpretation center 
to be built at Suitland, Md., on Government land. 

We are requesting $2,345,000, sir. It will be a two-story reinforced 
concrete building to permit large-scale production of classified photo- 
graphic material which of course cannot be performed by commercial 
concerns. Film vaults and other security measures must be incorpo- 
rated into the building. 

The Cuarrman. And that is over at Anacostia ? 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 
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The Cuarrman. Why don’t you mark it up “Anacostia,” or why 
don’t you give it some designation and say “Naval Photographic In- 
terpretation Center” ? 

Why do you just start it off like you do ? 

Captain Lams. That is what we will call it, “Naval Photographic 
Interpretation Center, Suitland, Md.” 

The Cuarrman. I think you ought to change it in the bill, Mr. Kel- 
leher, and put it in by the right name. 

Mr. Ketieuer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, what did you say about some moving picture ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

For the next item now, we have the $23 million program. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

We approve that item by changing the phraseology of it. 

Now the next item is various locations, land acquisition and obstruc- 
tion removal for flight clearance, $23 million. 

Now before we go into that, didn’t we refer to some land at Port 
Isabel or some place this morning that is related to this ? 

Mr. Ketieuer. Yes, sir. 

Whitehouse. 

The CuarrmMan. Oh, yes, Whitehouse. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is one of many that this item covers. 

The Cuarrman. Whitehouse. 

Captain Lams. Mr. Chairman, this is a program that we have 
developed to protect our existing airfields from any further encroach- 
ment by civilians; to protect the civilians also from going in close to 
these airfields and putting up buildings over certain heights. It also 
is to protect pilots flying jet aircraft and to protect the aircraft them- 
selves which are worth millions of dollars. 

The CHatrman. Now, let’s see, then, Captain. Here is an acquisi- 
tion, $23 million. You say the sole purpose of it is to protect existing 
air facilities ? 

Captain Lams. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That you got enumerated here in your book ? 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Let me run them over here now. 

Mr. Murer. Mr. Chairman, may I ask where Brown Field, Calif, 
is located ? 

Captain Lams. That is just south of San Diego, sir, near the border. 

The Cuatrman. Now, is it necessary—what encroachment are the 
civilian population making on these airfields ? 

Captain Lams. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Carman. What kind of encroachment are they making? 
What are they doing? 

Captain Lamp. tT hey are building in the vicinity of our airfields, 
for example, out at Crow’s Landing, in California, where we have a 
fleet carrier landing field. There are many water tanks being erected 
r- = immediate area. This is an obstruction and a hazard to our 

ights. 
he CuHatrMaAn. Well now, this involves how many thousand acres 
of ground here now? I see down here the first one—Alice-Orange 
Grove, Tex., 1,500 acres of ground. 

Captain Lamp. In fee, Mr. Chairman. This involves 10,840 acres 

of land. In easements, it involves in the approach zones to these 40 
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fields 101,230 acres. Obstruction removal in the radii of these fields 
out to 12,000 feet involves easements on 25,230 acres. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like, before we go into detail with this 
project, if first we can explain our problem, which is peculiar only to 
naval air, by the use of a chart and 

The Carman. All right. We want all that. Because here it is 
you want to buy 10,840 acres straight out and get the fee, and about 
125,000 acres of easements, and of course these places have all been 
built up by individuals and we are going to have to pay $23 million 
for it. 

Now, are they complaining about the airfields being in the vicinity 
or are we complaining about them being in the vicinity ? 

Captain Lamp. I think it isa combination of both. 

The Cuarman. All right. That was the question I raised when 
we had the Air Force regarding the particular case of Hunter Field 
down in Savannah, Ga. Some suits were brought for damages on 
account of jets flying over the homes of the people. Now, if we are 
embarking on this kind of policy, why haven’t we established the 
policy all over the United States that we must get people out and to 
keep the property from being damaged on account of the noise and the 
inconvenience of jets flying over them? Because we are getting away 
from the propeller type now. They are all jets. And we all know 
how much the jet roars. This is why you are doing it; isn’t it? 

Captain Lamp. This is the Navy’s first step. 

The Cuarrman. That isright. If we do it for the Navy, why don’t 
we have to do it for the Air Force? 

What you are doing here—take Orange-Alice, Grove, Tex., 1,500 
acres, you are clearing out an area of buildings and people and owner- 
ship either by acquiring the fee or by easements, because they are being 
inconvenienced and you are being inconvenienced. It is a two-sided 
proposition ; isn’t it ¢ 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. You get a great many letters from every commun- 
ity where you are building these jet stations about the inconvenience 
caused the people; aren’t you / 

Captain Lams. We are getting some complaints. 

The Cuarrman. Exactly. Allright. Then to get rid of that com- 
plaint, you are coming here now to buy all this land. 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

The Cuaimrman. Now, if we do it for the Navy, why haven’t we— 
why don’t we have to do it for the Air Force, too ¢ 

Captain Lams. Our problem in the main is different from the Air 
Force, sir, in that of these 40 fields there are 19 fields that we use for 
fleet carrier landing practice, where we have to have a clear radu 
12,000 feet out from the runways of the field. That is, we must remove 
all obstructions above 50 feet. In the other 21 fields, which are nor- 
mal fields, we must remove any obstructions on the radii of the run- 
ways that are above 150 feet. 

On both types of fields we feel we should buy up the approach zones 
in fee in order to prevent any further building in the approach zone. 

The CuarrmMan. Wel! then, why didn’t you think about all that 
when you were locating the fields? Now, you located the fields all 
over the United States, close to communities in congested areas now. 
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And the people found out what inconvenience it causes them, and we 
are beginning to find out, too. 

Captain Lams. Most of our fields, Mr. Chairman, are a develop- 
ment of World War II and prior years, when we were using propeller 
aircraft, and we did not face this problem. Now, every new field 
that we have built up since—in the past 2 years we have considered 
this problem. An example was Miramar, which is well outside of the 
city of San Diego. We went out there to get away from the city, just 
as far as we could. We knew we were going to have this noise trouble 
over at North Island. It is heavily populated, being near Coronado. 
We got out to Miramar. Then the city begins growing out in that 
direction. Wherever you put in an airfield, first they start up ham- 
burger stands, then they start up tailor shops, and pretty soon a com- 
munity builds up nearby there, because they serve the servicemen on 
that station. 

Our program is to prevent that as much as we possibly can in the 
future. It is not going to solve the noise problem. Now, the noise 
problem, as the Secretary spoke of yesterday, is under study by a 
group in the Navy Department. It is under study by a group in the 
Secretary of Defense’ office. But this program here that we are pre- 
senting today is not going to solve any complaints due to the noise of 
jet aircraft. It is going to protect the Government with this vast 
aircraft-airfield plant, which is over $1 billion in plant value. It is 
going to protect the pilots flying aircraft out of these fields. It will 
protect the aircraft. Each one of the fighter planes costs almost a 
million dollars now. It will protect the aircraft. And it will in a 
sense protect people. Because it will prevent them and warn them 
not to come into this close airfield area and try to develop it. 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Harpy. Just one thing I wanted to ask. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Did I understand you to say that you had to have a 
12,000-foot clear zone radius? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. For these bases ¢ 

Captain Lams. May I use this diagram, Mr. Chairman, to illustrate 
that? 

Mr. Harpy. I would like to understand that, because that gives you 
a clear zone of about 5 miles diameter. 

Captain Lams. That is what the flight pattern of a jet aircraft is 
now, coming in on a carrier-landing practice, sir. 

Admiral Ciark. I think if he can explain—— 

Mr. Harpy. You have to do that in order to simulate a carrier 
landing? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir; as we will show on the diagram, and I 
think if we could show this motion picture this afternoon, which takes 
10 minutes, it will illustrate it much better. 

The Cuatrman. Let’s see the picture. 

Mr. Johnson, any questions ? 

Mr. Jonnson. Take Crow’s Landing, that is the first one you have 
there. You are just getting an easement to fly over the property; is 
that the idea? 

The CuarrmMan. Don’t turn off the light yet. 
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Admiral Crark. I think it will be clear from this picture, Mr. 
Johnson. 

The Cuatrman. Turn the lights back on. 

Admiral Ciark. If you will permit us to go on. 

The Cuarrman. Let’s get the lights on. You don’t do nothing in 
the dark. Put the lights back on, until the committee gets through. 
We need light on this subject. 

[ Laughter. | 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, while we are waiting, may I ask a 
question 

Mr. Gavrn. Do I have the floor or does Mr. Brooks have the floor? 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Johnson has the floor. 

Mr. Jounson. All you are asking there is the easement on how far 
out from the present field—you have about 100 people there, as I 
recollect, between 90 and 100. 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. How far beyond that are you going, beyond what 
you now own, are you going to go? 

Captain Lams. At Crow’s Landing we are requesting moneys to 
purchase in fee the approach zone, that is, 12,000 feet out from the end 
of the runway. 

Mr. Jounson. Well, at an approach from the east, isn’t it ? 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. The landing at that field ? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. And if you go 2 miles you are going to go right square 
into the city of Modesto, the biggest town down there. 

Captain Lamp. 12,000 feet, sir? 

Mr. JoHNSON. 12,000 feet. 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. That is about 2 miles; yes. 

Captain Lams. Then we are asking for clearance rights 12,000 feet 
out, from the center of the airfield in a radii, to prevent, and remove 
any obstructions now there, above 50 feet in height. 

Mr. Jounson. But one of your men has told us this morning that 
they changed their flight pattern there so they had everybody agreed 
that it was satisfactory. And now you are going to change it again, is 
that correct ? ais 

Captain Lams. We changed our flight pattern as much as we pos- 
sibly could, so as not to fly over the people’s houses, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman, in this area there is a whole lot of 
farming property and small towns that you are bound to go very 
close to, and the land is awfully expensive. It is very rich land. It 
seems ridiculous, Mr. Chairman, to really ruin that county, the middle 
of that county. 

The CuHarrman. If you will permit me, I suggest when we get this 
information—now, we are not going to go into this matter haphazard, 
because this is a policy involved. 

Mr. Jounson. I appreciate that. 

The Cuatrman. That we must examine each one of these items in 
this book and see if the facts warrant and justify doing it. 

Now, in certain instances, it might do it. But we must look into it, 
without just giving it a blessing and let it go, because there is too 
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much involved as a policy. Because I know what is going to follow 
inthe Air Force. I know what the people are going to say. 

Mr. Jounson. They did the same thing at McClelland. They got 
the easements to fly over the area and houses. 

The Cuarman. I understand about easements. But there are other 
things involved. 

Mr. Gavin, have you a question ? 

Mr. Gavin. I would like to have you, Captain, prepare for me 
exactly what is at Philadelphia in the way of research and develop- 
ment facilities, what the investment they have there is, the number of 
employees that are at that particular facility, and any other pertinent 
information to justify your attempting to take this facility away from 
Philadelphia. Somehow or other, you fellows just sit over there and 
seem to think that you can move in and take an established facility that 
has been there for many, many years, where employees live and their 
homes are there and they are rooted to the soil, and all of a sudden 
somebody over in the Pentagon decides, “Well, we are going to get 
out of there and we are going to go over here and spend another $10 
million.” I think there should be more justification on these transfers 
that are made, and not just promiscuously come in here with three 
lines, $18 million, and pull her out and push her over some place else. 

So I want all that information on that facility at Philadelphia and 
what reasons you have for pulling it out there. You have Johnsville 
right there, about an hour and a half drive north. You have an experi- 
mental site there, I understand, a good field. Why do you want to take 
it out of the Philadelphia area and put it over into Lakehurst, N. J. 

The Cuatrman, I was going to say 

Off the record. 

(Statement off the record.) 

Mr.: Brooks. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask a question here. I want 
to ask this question. 

The Cuatrman. Let there be order. One minute. 

Mr. Brooks. Captain, purely for information. But why, when we 
took up, for instance, this Alice-Orange Grove authorization further 
back, wasn’t there some evidence there that that wasn’t the full author- 
ization that you wanted, that you actually wanted $51,000 more? 

The Cuarrman. It was mentioned. 

Mr. Brooks. Were all of these mentioned in each one of these? 

Captain Lams. To the best of my knowledge; yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. They got them in both places. 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. I didn’t notice it there. 

Captain Lamp. In the justification, for example, for Alice-Orange, 
as with various other fields, we justified our land acquisition on the 
need for that land for construction. At the same time I stated that 
we had a project for avigation easements in a special program which 
we are now presenting, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, this is it. So this is not included, before this, 
then. 

Captain Lamp. No, sir; it is not. It is not connected with 

The Cuairman. Now, Captain, we will be glad to see a picture to 
shed a little light on this. But we will have to look at it again in 
the broad daylight. 































































3368 


Turn off the lights and start the movie. 

(Movie shown. ) 

The CuatrMan. Well, that is a very fine picture, Captain. I think 
that picture is probably more effective than a great deal of testimony. 
But we do think we ought to find out something about each one of 
these bases. 

Now, you are up against this—this is off the record. 

(Statement off the record.) 

The Cuatrman. Well, that is a heap of money involved. 

Mr. Hess. You don’t have to buy all the land. You buy easements. 

The CuarrMan. Well, he is buying 10,840 acres and taking about 
125,000 acres in easements over the land. Of course, the easements will 
require them to remove—about the only thing left for a man then is to 
raise his cattle on it and to cut his grass. 

Mr. Hess. Grow crops. 

The CuarrMan. He can’t put a silo up or anything like that. 

Captain Lamps. Not above 50 feet. 

The CHarrMan. You can’t put fences in. 

Mr Hess. Sure he could. 

Captain Lamp. Yes. sir. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Captain Lams. As long as he doesn’t build above 50 feet. 

The CuarrmMan. Just 50 feet. 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. The only thing this program does is clear 
everything above 50 feet. 

The Cuatrman. How far now from the runway ? 

Captain Lamp. 12,000 feet. 

The CuatrmMan. Each side. 

Captain Lamp. 12,000 feet out on each side, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Well, then, 12,000 feet on each side, which is over 
2 miles 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarman. On all sides all obstructions must be cleared above 
50 feet. 

Captain Lamp. For the fleet carrier landing practice fields. 

The Cuarrman. For the fleet carrier landings. 

Captain Lamp. For the other fields, they can build up to 150 feet. 
We are clearing everything above 150 feet. Now, that is common 
where you have forests surrounding the field in the north. 

Mr. Harpy. How many of these fleet carrier fields have you got to 
have? Yousay 19? 

Captain Lamp. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. You need all that ? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. For simulated deck landings ? 

Captain Lame. Yes,sir. That includes the Navy and Marine Corps. 

The Cuatrman. And the other type—now, of course, I understand 
that is 19 for the fleet landing bases. What do you call the other land- 
ing bases’ training ? 

Captain Lamp. Those are the—the normal fields will be nothing 
above 150 feet, in the lateral areas, out from the runway. 

Mr. Lanxrow. Mr. Chairman, did you say you are going to take 
these up individually ? 
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The Cyaan. Well, you can’t dispute what that picture has just 
shown you. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. No, sir. 

The Cuairman. You know well enough that these boys that have to 
land on the carrier deck, about 300 feet “wide, have to learn how to do 
it on the ground. You can’t come in—he has to have no obstructions 
there, just like he hasn’t any obstructions out on the water. 

Mr. JoHnson. We don’t know if they have explored the. whole area 
for alternate places. 

The CuarrmMan. You have the bases already located, haven’t you ? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The 19 fields are located ? 

Captain Lamp. Every field in this program is an existing field, sir. 

The Cuarrnman. Certainly. All he is asking permission for here 
is to clear-up the area 12,000 feet on each side on the carrier landing 
field. 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman, the one I am thinking about: I 
think they have given them to understand that what they now have 
is all they were going to take, that is the point. 

The Cuatrman. I don’t catch your point. 

Mr. Jounson. They have a = hin at Crow’s Landing and now they 
are going to get easements and get more land. The people told me 
that that was all they were going to have, what they have now, is 
what they tell me. 

The’ Cuamman. The people in the community never thought 
aviation was going to be what it is, and they were anxious to get them 
there. 

Mr. Jounson. No; not in my area. 

Captain Lams. Mr. Johnson, we will not complain about people 

tarming that land. We will just buy it up, and we will lease it back 
tothem. They will continue their farming. 

Mr. Jounson. You think they can raise row crops and everything 
like that, and that will be satisfactory ? 

C aptain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JonHnson. But they can’t have cattle in them and can’t have 
buildings in them. 

Captain Lams. He can put up buildings as long as 

Mr. Jounson. I know, but they scare the heck out of cattle. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question? 

The CuHairman. Mr. Cunningham. 

Mr. CunNiINGHAM. These easements, you get them perpetually, 
do you not, permanently ? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CunninGHAM. Did you ever investigate to see if you could do 
better in the cost field by getting them for say 50 years or a definite 
period of time that would be long enough ? 

Captain Lams. We have made a fairly thorough study of this 
problem, Mr. Cunningham. I will refer that question to Mr. Tiencken, 
who is involved in the study. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Have you found out whether or not there would 
be a great difference in price if you were to get them for a definite 
period of years, rather than perpetually ? 

Mr. Tiencken. We have not so far. Our experience has been that 
most of the easements that we are talking about, or a good percentage 
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of them, are timbered land, and if we have to cut the timber down 
and can’t let it grow back up, that the easement figure approaches the 
fee figure. 

Now, on the other hand, where it is straight agricultural land, and 
the particular one that Mr. Johnson is talking about, Crow’s Landing, 
they have irrigation pipes which stand 50 to 75 feet high. Now, we 
have to remove those irrigation pipes to bring them down by putting 
in some sort of a relief valve, instead of a standpipe. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. That brings out my next question. Does your 
easement provide that in the event a tree grows above 50 feet or any 
pipe, that you have the right of ingress to remove that and cut it down 
to 50 feet ? 

Mr. Trencken. To remove that. 

Mr. CunNINGHAM. Your asement provides that ? 

Mr. Tiencken. That is correct. 

Mr. Jounson. The point there is that the land there is all irrigated. 

Mr. Trencken. That is right. 

Mr. Jounson. And if you ruin the irrigation system, the land is 
ruined. Now, is it possible to put those pipes down lower? I don’t 
know, but is it possible to put it down near the ground ? 

The Cuarrman. Irrigation pipes ? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes. They have certain ones that go up in the air. 

Mr. Trencken. Those are really vertical relief valves, rather than 
irrigation pipes, so that if the pressure gets too high, the water rises 
in this “valve” and prevents the pipes from being broken. 

Mr. Jounson. Is it possible to lower 

Mr. Mitier. As an engineer, you know you can’t operate that irri- 
gation without those pipes. It is absolutely essential to have those 
pipes. And you take them out there, unless you can develop something 
to replace them, you are taking the irrigation away from that land. 
Now, let’s keep that fact in mind. 

The Cuarrman. The pipe— 

Mr. Jounson. Will the gentleman yield? That is what I am asking 
him about, if it is possible to lower those ¢ 

Mr. Miter. No, sir. This water is under pressure. It is the pipe 
that relieves that pressure on this irrigation. That is all there. He 
refers to them as relief valves. 

The Cuarrman. How is that possible ? 

Mr. Mier. I don’t know. He said they are over 75 feet. I have 
very seldom seen any that high. But, Mr. Chairman, you may as well 
get it and not rationalize it and not double-talk it. 

Mr. Trencken. The blow-off valve which will serve the same pur- 

ose 

Mr, Mitier. Unless you have a blow-off pipe, then you are ruining 
that land for irrigation, do you admit that ? 

Mr. Trencken. That is correct. 

Mr. Miter. All right. Now, this means you are taking out a 5-mile 
circle—it is not a circle. As that thing is shown there, it is 5 miles in 
diameter in 1 direction, and 5 miles plus the length of the runway in 
the other direction—about 3 sections of land that are being taken out 
of production, under those circumstances. Isn’t that true? 

Mr. TreENCKEN. Well, we feel 

Admiral CriarKk. No, sir. 
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Mr. Miuier. I am not interested in what you feel. If those valves 
or those pipes are necessary for the irrigation and you have to take 
them down and if they didn’t have to be as high as the head of water, 
you wouldn’t have them that high. No one is building them just for 
that. 

Mr. Trencken. That is correct. 

Mr. Mirier. Then you are destroying that much land as far as irri- 
gation is concerned. 

Mr. Jounson. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. Minter. Just a minute—— 

Yes, I will yield. 

Mr. Jounson. All I want to know from you is can you tell us with 
certainty that they can be lowered. 

Mr. Miuter. He can’t tell you that. 

Mr. Jounson. He was saying that they are looking into it. What 
have you found out? Can they be lowered ? 

Mr. Trencken. They can be lowered and a relief valve on a string 
basis put in. 

The CHarrman. What particular base is this trouble arising at? 

Mr. Mitzer. Crow’s Landing. 

Captain Lamps. In particular at Crow’s Landing, Calif., sir. 

Mr. Jounson. I can find out. I will get the information. 

The Cuatrman. Then the thing to do is get a new base. 

Mr. CunnincGHaM. The owner of the ground is paid in full when he 
gives the easement, isn’t he? 

The CHatrman. The defense of the country comes first and if we 
can’t get it one place, we will go somewhere else. 

Mr. Miter. Mr. Chairman, I don’t think that anyone is going to 
compare it with that. 

But I do think, sir, that when you come in here and get some double 
talk, and that is what you get, you bump into a situation like we had 
a few minutes ago where you have to go in and spend money for bases. 
And if this so-called pressure valve that he is talking about could 
have been put into effect, the irrigationists would have discovered it 
and put it in long ago. 

The Cuairman. How large a base have you at Crow’s Landing, the 
one that is causing the conflict? 

Captain Lame. I beg your pardon? 

The CHatrrman. Crow’s Landing. 

Mr. Jounson. 95 people. 

Captain Lams. Just one minute. 

The Cuarrman. Why have you got to have 19 of these places? 

Mr. Mriurr. I would like to know. You have 15 carriers in opera- 
tion. 

Captain Lams. For the number of people we have to train in fleet 
carrier landing practices, we estimate and have planned 19 fields, sir. 

The CHarrman. What? 

Captain Lamp. 19 fields, sir. 

The Carman. 19 fields. 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. 19 fields. 

Mr. Harpy. You have more than one field for each carrier. 
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The Cuarrman. You only have 15 carriers in commission now. Of 
course we have a great many in mothballs now, but at the same 
time 15 ef 

Captain Lams. Well, we have 15 attack carriers. Then in addition 
to that we have 7 special carriers engaged in submarine work. 

The Cuarrman. There are only 15 carriers in the fleet, isn’t there? 

Captain Lams. There are 15 attack carriers, 7 special carriers and 
2 escort carriers. 

Now the 15 attack carriers are the large carriers. 

The Cuatrman. 24 carriers in the fleet ? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. We have been told oftentimes it is only 15. 

Mr. Miuier. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question at that point? 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Miter. Some of these carriers are on station, are they not? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir, but there are always new 

Mr. Mitier. Just a minute. 

Then each carrier—you are leading us to believe that each carrier 
has to have its own field. 

Crow’s Landing, for instance, serves about how many carriers at 
the present time ? 

Captain Lams. Crow’s Landing serves all air groups. 

Mr. Mitter. All air groups? 

But when some of those air groups are out in the Pacific—and some 
are out in Formosa right now—those that are in are using this field. 

Captain Lams. The relief 

Mr. Minter. No. When the relief comes in, those other carriers 
go out, and then the ones that come back from the Far Pacific station 
will use this Crow’s Landing ? 

Now, isn’t that true? 

Can't that condition be held with the other ones / 

You only need half as many fields as you do carriers. 

Captain Lams. No, sir. 

Mr. Mitier. You are not very convincing, Captain, to me. 

The Cuatrrman. Now this training is going to take place at these 
different fields ; is that correct? 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now how long does it take your pilot to get the 
training so he can fly on and off the deck of a ship, of a carrier ? 

Captain Lamp. Captain Davison, of the Bureau of the Aeronautics, 
can answer it. 

The CuairmMan. Captain, how long does it take ? 

Captain Davison. It takes a number of practice flights, Mr. Chair- 
man, approximately from 8 to a dozen for each pilot, with about 6 to 
8 landings per flight. 

We normally have about six aircraft in the landing circle during 
the practice landing periods. 

The CuarrmMan. Now will these planes be based at these fields? 

Captain Lams. They will be based at the home fields, the ones with 
a population, such as on Oceana, Miramar, Moffett Field 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Take the one here at Beaufort, S.C. 

Where will the planes be based ? 

At Beaufort, S. C.—that is a Marine base. 
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Well, that is not a good example. 

Mr. Jonnson. Oceana is a good example. 

Mr. Ketiener. Corpus Christi. 

The Cwarrman. Take the first one, Alice-Orange Grove, Tex. 
Where will those planes be based ? 

Captain Davison. Those planes will be based at Chase field, at 
Kingsville and Corpus Christi, sir. 

Alice-Orange Grove is the new field, one of the new fields being 
proposed for the training. 

The Cuatrman. Then after they take the training there, they will 
be sent on the fleet ; is that right ? 

Captain Davison. That is right, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now how many months does it take them down 
there to learn how to hit the pattern ? 

Captain Davison. Their training in the advanced training com- 
mand is partly begun with gunnery, sir. 

The total amount of field carrier landings that they will have is 
established within the present syllabus, which is not sufficiently long 
to meet fleet requirements. 

The CuHarrman. Well, you have not answered my question. 

How many months will this pilot at Alice-Orange Grove, Tex., be 
trying to learn to hit the pattern ¢ 

Will it take him a month or take him 6 months, or will it take him 
a week. 

Captain Davison. The use of Alice-Orange Grove 

The Cuarrman. I can’t hear you. 

Captain Davison. The use of the field at Alice-Orange Grove will 
be in part devoted to this purpose and part to regular practice landings 
for their first landings and takeoffs in a jet aircraft. 

Their entire stay in the advanced training command in the jet 
training unit will be a number of months, I believe about five. 

Mr. Harpy. What percentage—Mr. Chairman, if you will yield. 

The CHatrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. What percentage of the time will these fields be used 
for practice landing on a simulated carrier deck? 

Captain Davison. I can’t answer the percentage for the Alice- 
Orange Grove field, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, for any field ? 

Captain Davison. The other fields. 

Most of the time—that is most of the practice fields, such as 
Fentress 

Mr. Harpy. Now, in Fentress the one in your Oceana complex that 
will be used for this purpose ? 

Captain Davison. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Then you want the committee to understand that Fen- 
tress will be used virtually full time for the purpose of these simulated 
carvier landings ¢ 

Captain Davison. Most of the time it is in use it is for that pur- 
pose, and it will be very nearly full time, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. How many pilots can get that kind of training on the 
basis of a full time use of the Fentress Field. 
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Mr. Hanasury. Mr. Hardy, I have a study here which was prepared 
by the commander, Air Force, Atlantic Fleet, on the very complex 
that you are talking about. 

The Cuarrman. Well, I will tell you. 

Wait 1 minute. 

Now we have all been sitting here and we have been a little tired. 

Let’s take a recess until toworrow morning at 10 o’clock. 

It is 4 o'clock now. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. We will take up this again, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Oh, yes. We have not started. 

(Whereupon, at 4 p. m., the committee was recessed, to reconvene 
at 10 a.m., Tuesday, May 24, 1955.) 





Houser or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Commirree ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Tuesday, May 24, 1955. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., the Honorable Carl Vinson, chair- 
man, presiding. 

The CuarrMan. Let the committee come to order. 

Now, when we recessed yesterday afternoon we were on page 22, line 
22, various locations, land acquisition and obstruction removal, for 
flight clearance. 

Now, in the book, Captain or Admiral, I see about 40 places where 
you designated that you want to make this obstruction removal, and 
the thought is running through my mind why can’t we reduce this 
considerably; what is the military necessity of having all of these 
bases at this time ? 

Captain Lams. Mr. Chairman, after a very intensive study, we 
narrowed this avigation easement program down to 40 air stations, 
of the 78 that we have in this country. 

The Cuairman. Wait a minute, now. We have 78 bases, airbases, is 
that right ? 

Captain Lams. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman, And now you have cut it down to— 

Captain Lams. Avigation easements for 40. 

The Cuatrman. 40. 

Captain Lams. Of which 19 are field carrier landing practice fields. 

The Cuatrrman. And that is what is in the book ? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Well now, let’s do a little bit more cutting down. 
Because from the information you gave yesterday and my observation 
of the landing pattern, you use the same technique you do on a carrier. 
You circle the field and you come in one way, and you try to have 
it so that you can come in in about half a minute or less than a minute, 
as each plane hits the field, like we do on an airplane carrier, isn’t that 
correct ¢ 

Captain Lams. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Now, in view of that, it is not necessary 
to have such a clearance on each side of it, is it? Why isn’t the only 
place he wants to be j 


absolutely clear is the strip that you are coming 
mon? 
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Captain Lams. Mr. Chairman, I have beside me Rear Admiral 
Russell, the Chief of the Bureau of Aeronautics. I request that he be 
permitted to answer these detailed questions. 

The CuarrMan. Allright. Is he here? 

Mr. Ke.itener. Admiral Russell, yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman, All right, Admiral. 

Admiral Russet. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuatrman. Now, as I visualize this, this is the training now to 
keep up the pilots who fly on and off the carriers. 

Admiral Russetu. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Now, when they are coming on the car- 
rier, why, they circle around the carrier and all get right behind each 
other and one goes in and the others just follow him, isn’t that correct, 
on the carrier ? 

Admiral Russeux. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Isn’t that the way you do it, in broad language? 

Admiral Russetx. Mr. Chairman, the question apparently is raised 
again this morning as it was yesterday, as to why does the Navy need 
so many fields cleared for carrier landing practice, and I would like to 
make a statement on this point, if I may, sir. 

The CuHatrman. All right, go ahead. 

Admiral Russetzi. Of the 39 principal Navy fields in the continen- 
tal United States we are requesting your authorization for clearance 
for field carrier landing practice for 19 of these 39 fields. These 19 
fields urgently required fall into categories as follows: Ten Navy fleet 
support carrier landing practice fields, 5 on each coast; 4 Marine 
fleet support carrier landing fields, 2 on each coast ; 4 Advance Train- 
ing Command fields in the Louisiana-Texas area; and finally, 1 re- 
search and development field at Patuxent River, Md. 

Let me take a typical example of the requirement for the field car- 
rier landing practice at a place which is a major center for fleet 
aviation, namely, the Norfolk-Oceana complex. This complex bears 
a load of training of our air groups for a large segment of the Atlantic 
Fleet. Here the air groups in succession spend approximately 6 
months training up for their deployments at sea. This places approx- 
imately a constant load of 300 attack carrier air group pilots who 
require refresher field carrier landing practice. This varies from the 
full training in aircraft type in the case of a new pilot of some eight 
landings and 20 periods on down to second-cruise pilots who may 
require considerably less than that. ; 

The foregoing requires a full day’s usage of a field for 240 days per 
year. 

Now, so far I have spoken of the attack carrier pilot. There are 
some 50 antisubmarine pilots who require the usage of a field for 70 
days per year. This gives us a rough total of 310 working days per 
field. 

Now, in the Norfolk area certain days are lost during the calendar 
year as follows: 46 to bad weather, and additionally, 12 to partial 
ad weather. We lose 11 days in the accumulated because of air- 
craft nonavailability to carry out a flight schedule once it has been 
planned on the field; 36 days are accounted for by unfavorable wind; 
36 days are lost due to gaps in schedule because of shipboard work 
and for other reasons; 84 days are Saturday, Sunday, and holidays, 
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but even a quarter of these days is used in field carrier landing 
practice. ; ! ! 

To summarize, a total of 535 landing practice days are required in 
this area. To satisfy that requirement, the clearance and protection 
of two carrier landing practice fields are requested in this program, 
namely, Fentress and Chincoteague. 

A similar analysis of night carrier landing practice shows a need 
for some 840 nights. Here again, to satisfy this requirement, we ask 
for Fentress and Chincoteague clearance. 

A similar analysis may be made for the Jacksonville-Cecil area. 
Here the weather factor is more favorable but the pilot load is much 
greater; approximately 605 attack carrier pilots, plus 243 special 
weapons pilots. These are night fighters, photographic, and so forth, 
in training constantly in this area. 

Accordingly, three carrier landing practice fields, Cecil, White- 
house, and Mayport, are requested. 

To support fleet aviation on the west coast, the greatest concentra- 
tion is in the San Diego-Miramar complex, where we are asking for 
carrier landing practice fields for Miramar, Brown Field, and El 
Centro, and two fields in the Alameda-Moffett area, where there is a 
lighter concentration of fleet aviation. 

These fields are Crow’s Landing and Fallon. 

I have explained the need for 10 Navy fleet support carrier landing 
practice fields, 5 on each coast. 

In the case of the Marine Corps complexes, we are asking for two 
carrier landing fields on each coast, Edenton for Cherry Point com- 
plex, and Beaufort for the Beaufort complex. 

On the west coast, El] Toro and Mojave for the El Toro complex. 

These are not considered sufficient entirely in view of the fact that 
there are about 450 pilots in each of the 3 Marine air wings to be 
carrier qualified. We shall probably return to you in the future for 
2 carrier landing practice for 2 additional fields on each coast. 

Four landing practice fields are required in the Advance Training 
Command. These are required for the prosecution of our jet pilot 
training program. 

The one final carrier landing practice field is the Bureau of Aero- 
nautics field at Naval Air Test Center, Patuxent River, where all naval 
carrier aircraft go through carrier suitability test prior to their accept- 
ance for service. 

Field carrier landings are an important part of the carrier suit- 
ability tests of our new aircraft at this station. 

I should like to point out that these carrier-landing practice fields 
are not used solely for this purpose but they may be used for other 
purposes such as gunnery. 

I should like to say finally, sir, that as our country grows, we can 
look to ever-increasing difficulties in securing these essential clearance 
features around our airfields. It is most urgent'that we act now to 
protect our investment of some billion and a half dollars in our 
naval airfields throughout the country, which are included in this pro- 
gram, to the end that our fleet aviators may have the essential room 
in which to train and that we of the Navy will have facilities in being 
from which to expand in time of national emergency. 

Thank you, sir. 
The Cuarrman. Thank you very much, Admiral. 
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Now, let me ask you this: Where now is the carrier landing fields 
that are being used? Where is the training going on now? 

Admiral Russetu. They are at the fields listed here, sir, largely. 

The Cuarrman. Where? 

Admiral Russeti. They are at the fields which are listed, which we 
have given you, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And the runway is long enough? 

Admiral Russreii. The runways are long enough. We are asking 
for easements. 

The Cuatrman. That is all you ask for? 

Admiral Russe.u. Yes, sir; so we may use these fields properly with 
modern aircraft. 

The Cuarrman. Easement and clearance ? 

Admiral Russetu. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Easement and clearance of the obstructions. And 
the training now is taking place at all of these fields designated in this 
book here, is it ? 

Admiral Russexiu. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuamman. Now, I see down here, Miami, Fla., and the testi- 
mony yesterday was to the effect that Miami was a reserve place; 
no training is taking place at Miami for the fleet, because all the fleet 
training is up around Jacksonville. 

Now, the thought is running through my mind—now, of course this 
is the highest, very specialized training. Of course we look with great 
pride on the ability of the pilot to fly on and off of the carrier. And 
you have to have places where he can be trained to do that. He has 
to keep his hesetiaier and his hand in touch and able to do it all the 
time, and he has to have places to do it. 

But it looks like to me that you have been making a pretty good rec- 
ord and pretty good performance with the fields like they are. I 
don’t know how much more improvement you could make. Because 
it is very rare you ever hear of any boy being unable to land on a 
carrier, hitting the side of the carrier. And has learned from the 
fields already in existence, isn’t that true ? 

Admiral Russetu. Yes, sir. 

The Carman. What? 

Admiral Russet. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Well now, what is the need and necessity, then, to 
go on such a large scale? If you are getting fairly good service from 
all your training that is going on like the fields are now, what is the 
use of spending $23 million to cut down trees and remove silos and 
to knock down Seems and buy land ? 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarmman. Wait. Let him answer the question. 

Admiral Russett. The need is this, sir: The obstructions which 
exist now at these fields are becoming unbearable with modern high- 
performance aircraft, and furthermore, with no control over these 
approaches, barns, silos, and all sorts of obstructions can be put up. 

The Cuarman. As a matter of fact, are they doing it now or is that 
just fear they may be? 

_ Admiral Russetzt. They are doing so. A matter in point is the way 
in which San Diego has grown out toward Miramar. 

The Cuarrman. Of course that is true in southern California. It 
is growing so fast that perhaps it might be a good thought to try to 
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find another field. Because there are so many people going in there 
and they are just moving all over the whole section. If they are 
going to run up against your airfields, why, then just let’s move the 
airfields to another section of the country. 

Admiral Russet. May I point out, Mr. Chairman, that the popula- 
tion of our country is not declining, but it is growing ? 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Admiral Russeii. And it is ever more difficult to locate a field in 
this country of ours, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. There is this point, sir. There is a record migration 
to California now, in addition to the ordinary increase. Last year 
we got 300,000 new people in our State. 

The Cuatrman. Well, I think this now, seriously speaking—of 
course we know this is the highest kind of training. But you have 
been training under the conditions that you are asking to remove now, 
and you can’t improve your performance any ; can you ? 

Admiral Russexu. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And how often does a pilot hit the side of the ship 
coming in on an airplane carrier? Now, this is very rare; isn’t it? 

Admiral Russeix. With our present landing, we have about 1 in 300 
landings—our present landing system, sir. This we are improving 
with the angled deck. 

The Cuatrman. Then as I understand that answer, about 300 land- 
ings on a carrier you have 1 mishap. 

Admiral Russeti. One mishap; yes. It may be only a blown tire, 
you understand. 

The Cuarman. All right. But how often does he hit the sides 
of the ship? And particularly, you lessen that when you have this 
new type deck there. 

Admiral Russexu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Witson. You just hit it once. (Laughter.) 

Admiral Russeiz. I don’t have that statistic, Mr. Chairman, with 
me. 

The CuatrrmMan. Well, it doesn’t happen very often; does it? 

Admiral Russet... It doesn’t; no, sir. 

The Cuarmman. Now, he has been taught and he has learned how 
to make the pattern landing on his ship from his constant landing on 
land and all of this area has had towers and trees and silos and build- 
ings around it while he learned. 

Admiral Russeix. It has had those, and I would like to point out, 
sir, there are more going up and will continue and we will be en- 
croached upon more unless something is done about it. 

The Cuatrman. How long would you—how long would it take now 
to fix these fields in the shape you want them if you had the $23 
million ¢ 

Admiral Russett. I would like to defer 

The Cuarrman. How many years would it take? 

Admiral Russet. May I defer to the engineers on that, sir? 

The Cuamman. Yes, sir. How many years now, Admiral, if Con- 
gress gave you the $23 million to clear up all this 2 or 3 miles on every 
side and cut everything down and buy the land, how long would 
it take you to do it? 

Admiral Perry. The answer to that question—— 

The Cuarman. What? 
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Admiral Perry. The answer to that question would really be de- 
termined on how long it would take us to negotiate with the owners 
of the land in question. 

The CuarrMan. Well, it would take 2 or 3 years, anyhow ? 

Admiral Perry. It would take at least 2 years; yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right, then if it is going to take 2 years, then 
why not give you enough of what you can do in 1 year? What is the 
use of trying to get more? You are going to be back next year. You 
already pointed out that the bill next year will be around just what 
it is now. Now, why wouldn’t it be a sound thing to start off with 
about half of this program ? . 

Mr. Gavin. Well, they have the same hazards, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHarrman. Well, he can’t do it anyhow. 

Mr. Gavin. What? 

The Cuarrman. He couldn’t do it anyhow. 

Mr. Gavin. I mean if they only made a partial rehabilitation of 
these fields, the boys that are doing the flying on the other 50 percent 
of the area would be confronted with the hazards. I have gone 
down on a carrier and I am telling you these jet flyers ought to be 
given every possible opportunity for protection against any hazardous 
conditions that surround these fields. I think this is one time they 
might cut corners someplace else, to put these fields in a position to 
eliminate any hazards to jet flyers. When these boys come in, as I 
have seen them on the carriers, as I see them come in, it is a hazardous 
occupation. And if there are any obstructions in any way that are 
blotting out these fields, everything in the world should be done to 
take them out. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Gavin, you lose sight of the fact if you gave 
them the $23 million it would take at least 2 years to clean them 
up. 
(Chorus of “Mr. Chairman.”) 

The CHatrmMan. Now, I think it would be far more beneficial if 
you gave a lesser amount and said, “Clean those things up and fix it 
within 1 year.” 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrMan. Now, you are not going to remove the condition 
even if you had the $23 million until at least 2 or 8 years. It would 
take you all that time. 

Mr. Wirson. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. Wirson. Speaking on that point, I know you weren’t serious 
when you suggested we might move the airfields away from California. 
There are a lot of coastal areas there, and as long as we have naval 
aviation you are going to have to have the fields close to the harbors. 
But California is growing rapidly and a delay of 2 or 3 years could 
cost the Government an infinite amount of money if you didn’t nail 
down this land now when you have a chance. 

The CHatrman. I imagine whatever appropriation is made, they 
are going to start at the most important fields. And of course we 
know that San Diego is one of the most important fields. And I 
imagine they would commence right at the most important fields. 

I think it might be a good idea if the committee said we will give 
you half of this amount and next year come back here on the same 
program—because you can’t do it all now. 
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Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Wait 1 minute. What do you say, Admiral? 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Chairman, I would like to point out that when 
we use the 2-year figure—which I admit is a “guesstimate”—that 2 
years, if we only have authority for half of them at the present time, 
then we would have to make a selected list. 

The Cuatrman. Why, certainly. That is it. 

Admiral Perry. Then we would be 2 years behind on the other half 
of the program because we wouldn’t have any authorization on which 
to proceed, except for a certain number of fields. 

The CHarrman. You would select which is the most important ones 
and you can concentrate on those. 

Admiral Perry. That would be correct. But then the others, as 
I say, would be left out in the cold. 

The Cuatrman. No; the others would come up just like everything 
else. 

Admiral Perry. Then—— 

The CHatrMan. It at least would take you 2 years. 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Some of them have to be left off, don’t 
they ? 

Admiral Perry. That is correct. 

The Cuairman. You can’t do them all at one time. 

Mr. Jounson. Isn’t your point—— 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman, isn’t your point that if you take half 
of them and let it go, then you have the same delay in that second 
half? 

Admiral Perry. I have an additional delay for the others. 

Mr. JoHnson. So you have 2 years and 2 years. 

Mr. Keviener. (Aside.) 

The Cuarrman. Then would you start on all of them at one 
time ¢ 

Admiral Perry. Certainly, if we had the authority and the money ; 
yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. You would go to condemning the land and con- 
demning the easements? 

Admiral Perry. That is right, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And spend all your money on that. And it would 
take you at least 2 years to accomplish that. 

Admiral Perry. Well, there may be some of them that would be 
accomplished in even a shorter period of time. It depends upon the 
difficulty with which we are faced. 

The CuatrmAn, General Devereux. 

Mr. Deverevx. Admiral, isn’t it true that if you get this author- 
ization, that will serve notice on the people so that they will not go 
ahead and build hazards in the pattern that you want—where you 
want to acquire the easements? 

Admiral Perry. I would like to say that that would be true, Mr. 
Devereux, but human nature being what it is, I am not sure that 
would deter them. 

Mr. Devereux. At least they would be on notice. 

Admiral Perry. They would be on notice; yes, sir. 
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Mr. JoHNsOn. Well, you could condemn if necessary. 

Admiral Perry. That is right. 

Mr. Jonnson. File a condemnation suit. 

Admiral Perry. But we would enter into negotiations before we 
would condemn. 

The CuarirMAN. Here is the picture: 10,840 acres of land, the fee to 
be obtained by the Government. 

Mr. Core. How much money ¢ 

The CHarrman. Plus 125,430 acres in easements. Now, what do 
you estimate it would cost to buy the 10,480 acres? Are you in posi- 
tion to tell us that? 

Admiral Perry. Which station was this? 

The Cmarrman. What did you say? 

Admiral Perry. Is this the total ? 

Mr. KetirHer. That is the total. 

The CHarrman. No. I am talking about the land. Now, you 
said you needed to get the fee to 10,480 acres of land. 

Admiral Perry. The total cost for that would be $5,958,100. Bear 
in mind this is an estimate. 

The CHarrman. It will cost $5 million to get the fee for the 10,840 
acres ¢ 

Admiral Perry. Very close to $6 million now, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. $6 million. All right. Now, can you tell in this 
book where you want to buy the fee? 

Admiral Perry. I have a chart before me which is rather lengthy 
that shows exactly the stations, the amount of acres that we bought in 
fee 

The CuatrmMan. Well 

Admiral Perry. The easements and obstructions and everything 
else. 

The Caatrman. That is what we want. We want that informa- 
tion. 

Admiral Perry. If I presented that for the record, it would sim- 
plify it. 

(The chart follows :) 
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The Cuarrman. Now, let’s talk about the fee. 

Mr. Ketitener. We have books, Mr. Chairman, that set that out 
if you would like to have them passed out. 

The Cuarrman. You have a book? 

Mr. Ketieuer. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Well, let’s get them. 

Then the committee can understand from the fact that it is going 
to cost around $6 million to buy the 10,000 acres of ground, that is 
in the neighborhood of $600 an acre for the land. That includes 
improvements, I imagine. And in addition to that there will be the 
cost of removing people and all that. 

Captain Lams. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Members, Mr. Kelleher said you must not take these 
books out of this room. You leave these books. They must go back 
to the Department. 

Now, in this book can we get the information now as to each fee? 

Captain Lamp. On page C- “348-1 3, the fields are listed alphabetic- 
ally, with complete details 

The Cuamman. Now where is that? 

Mr. Ketiener. ( Aside.) 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question while we are 
waiting ? 

The Cram an. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Admiral, I notice at Patuxent, for instance, you 
have timber removal, $100,000. There is some right valuable timber 
in that country and you are paying people to take it away ? 

Admiral Perry. No, sir. This is what we figure it would cost us 
to get the timber off of it. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. I can’t hear you, sir, I am sorry. 

Admiral Perry. This is the cost or the amount of money that it 
would cost us if we had to remove the timber. Now, if we enter 
into a contract with the low bidder that he is to deduct from his price 
of removal the return that he might expect from the timber if we 
turned it over to him, we could get a much lower figure than this, of 
course. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Well, when you pay $323 an acre for land down 
there, you are paying for the timber r ights, too ? 

Admiral Perry. That is correct. But we still have to get the timber 
out of there, you see? 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Then you add $100,000 for the removal of the 
timber? It seems to me—lI will tell you what I willdo. Iwill remove 
the timber for free if you will let me have it, in some of those areas 
down there, anyway. 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Lankford, as I tried to explain, if we let a 
contract for the removal of the timber which turns the timber over to 
the individual bidder, we can get this for a great deal less money. 

Now, in many instances we are not able to do that because we are 
required to take possession of that timber as Government property, 
and if we sell it, we must turn the money into the miscellaneous re- 
ceipts of the Treasury. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Will the gentleman yield at that point? 
Mr. Lanxkrorp. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. CunnincHam. Is there anything to prohibit you from entering 
into a contract with an individual who will remove the timber and his 
price for removing it will be the timber, just as the gentleman said / 

Admiral Perry. In just this particular item I don’t think there is. 
But I would have to get a lawyer to answer that question for me, Mr. 
Cunningham. 

Mr. CunninGHAM. It seems to me so simple that you wouldn’t even 
need the advice of an attorney. You are just giving it for the removal 
of itand it is yours. Haven’t you the power ¢ 

Admiral Perry. That is the way I would do business if I were left 
to do it that way. 

Mr. CunnincHam. Mr. Chairman, I think this heads up something 
that has been bothering us, as well as the chairman, for several years. 
I don’t see how we as members of this committee can look at these 
figures and gain any information. We have no idea what the value 
of this land is like. We have no idea whether or not they are making 
the best deal for it that can be made. If we really want to do some- 
thing, in an item involving $23 million, it seems to me that this com- 
mittee should have a member of its staff qualified to go out and check 
this for us. 

The Cuarmman. Well, of course that is the way to do things. But 
we can’t do all that. But at the same time the thought was running 
through my mind that this acquisition later on will all have to come 
before the subcommittee.» And that is on each item, will it not? 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarman. On each item it will have to come before the com- 
mittee, the subcommittee, and we will have to develop the facts that 
warrant it. Then we will determine—— 

Mr. Harpy. That, Mr. Chairman, is certainly a point that we should 
keep in mind. But when they come back before the subcommittee to 
justify a particular acquisition, the authority is already there and any 
policy questions that are involved have already been disposed of. 

Now, one of the things that disturbs me about this whole $23 million 
proposition is this—what do you call it, the FCLP? 

Admiral Russetu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Isthat the name of it? 

Admiral Russetx. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. And you are providing for 20 bases. 

Now, I tried to do a little arithmetic on this proposition last night 
and I can’t come up with any real sound basis for a decision that 20 is 
the right number. It sort of seems to me that somebody must have 
pulled that one out of the hat. And I am not at all convinced that 20 
is the right number. That they should put some of these bases into 
operation immediately I am in complete agreement with, but I am not 
at all sure that 20 is the number they need. And I would like to have 
a little bit better support than we have had thus far. That is the kind 
of thing that has to be determined when we are making the authoriza- 
tion. That is not involved at all when we get around to approving 
individual projects. 

The CHarrman. What do you have to say, Admiral? Let’s clear 
that up. What do you have tosay about the 20? 

Admiral Russet. Mr. Chairman, I have just made a complete 
speech on this point, sir, knowing that it was subject to question yester- 
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day, and it is a matter of record now. If you would like to have me 
repeat parts of it, sir? 

Mr. Harpy. No, sir; Admiral. I was a little late getting in here 
this morning, and I assume you made your speech before I got here. 

Admiral Russe.u. Iam sorry, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. I shall read it in the record, and I just reserve a right 
to revise my own position on this matter after I have read it. 

I am assuming, Mr. Chairman, that the admiral convinced every one 
of you here that the policy is a proper one. 

The Cuarrman. Well, the admiral at least gave some very interest- 
ing statistics and his justification for the 20. I don’t know whether 
the admiral has convinced anyone. It is still an open question. But 
I do say the admiral presented his case in a very strong way from his 
viewpoint. 

Now, the only other question arises as to whether or not to want to 
go ahead and adopt this policy of having it understood that in all 
these training bases we will try to remove all obstructions and lessen 
the hazardous condition of the training, which in turn will be quite 
beneficial in particular to the carrier pilots in landing on the decks. 

Now, it is an important thing. They have been making a magnifi- 
cent record just like they are. But nevertheless we are getting away 
from conventional type of planes and into jet planes, and it probably is 
more difficult. And, of course, they have to learn how to land on the 
deck from the training they take on the land. It is a matter that is 
highly important and warrants the most careful consideration on the 
part of the committee. 

I would hate to see us buy any more land, particularly down here in 
Virginia. Iam doing my level best to try to hold down the expansion 
of land acquisition in Virginia 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, may I comment on that ? 

I don’t think that certainly any of the Virginia people are going to 
hold back or argue too much over the transfer to the Federal Govern- 
ment of any land that is essential to the national defense. 

The CHatrmMan. Of course not. But I think we are getting into 
the position in Virginia and in California where we are just expand- 
ing a little bit too much. It is causing considerable open concern. 
People are worried about farms being taken and all the property on 
the coast being taken. And it is a matter we should consider very 
carefully. 

Now, for instance, take at Chincoteague here, you have 1,240 acres. 
Is that easement or is that fee? 

Now, your book doesn’t show to me which is fee and which is ease- 
ment. Now, it is 1,240 acres. How many of that is fee and how 
many is easement ? 

Admiral Perry. Six hundred acres would be in fee, Mr. Chairman; 
640 acres for easements. 


The CuarrmMan. Now, where in the book can we get that informa- 
tion? 





For instance, on this item, it says land acquisition of real property, 
1,240 acres, more or less. And then there is a lump sum of $380,000. 
Now, that doesn’t say whether it is fee or whether it is easement. Now, 
is there any way we can know where we are buying the land? 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Chairman, that total breakdown is grven in 
the detailed justifications, which is not 
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The Cuarrman. Can you furnish the committee where we are buy- 
ing the land and put it under the heading “Fee” or “Acquisition of 
Land,” how many acres in each station, and then how many acres in 
easement? Can you give that information? 

Admiral Perry. I can furnish you with a complete breakdown on 
the land which we propose to obtain in fee, of the easements, of the 
obstructions which we have to remove and other costs. I have a 
complete breakdown 

The CuarrMaN. I don’t care about the obstructions. You can 
leave that out, but I do think the committee should have at each sta- 
tion how many acres we are going to buy and at each station how many 
acres of easement we are going to take. 

Mr. Harpy. I think that is right, Mr. Chairman. Now, in this 
particular situation—I am glad you brought this one up, because I 
notice it is proposed that you have your FCLP program here and that 
you can accomplish that at Chincoteague by the acquisition of only 
640 acres of land in fee and 600 more as easements, is that right? 

Admiral Perry. Six hundred in fee and 640 in easements, sir 

Mr. Harpy. Now, actually you only have a total of 1,200 acres in- 
volved in order to be able to get your FCLP program into effect at 
Chincoteague. And I presume that is because Chincoteague Field is 
right close to the ocean? 

Mr. Trencken. Mr. Hardy, I wonder if I can explain how these 
estimates were prepared and on what basis the figures arrived at in 
the totals given. 

Mr. Harpy. I wish you would. Because here you have 1,200 acres 
involved and on one field yesterday we talked about 17,000 in order 
to be able to accomplish this. 

Mr. Trencken. The Secretary of Defense laid down the rule in pre- 
senting this problem that we were allowed to acquire the approach 
zones, the straight approach zones which we and the Air Force have 
the same pattern on, plus the right to remove obstructions in the cir- 
cular area—the 2-mile radius area—that extend above 50 feet in the 
fleet carrier landing practice area, and above 150 feet in the area of 
normal station operations. 

The figures therefore have been predicated on the estimated obstruc- 
tions and the acreage that would be required to remove the physical 
obstructions as they now exist and do not have an acreage figure for 
the entire 2-mile, 12,000-foot radius, circle. 

Mr. Harpy. You are going to do nothing in the rest of them, then, 
to keep them from building that stuff? 

Mr. Trencken. We have approached this at the present time; the 
answer is, sir, we are not going to buy easements below the 50 feet 
in the circular area. 

The Cyairman. Now, will you give to Mr. Kelleher, so we can all 
have it in the morning—itemize each station, as to how many acres 
you propose to purchase and how many acres you want to purchase 
easements on? Because somebody on the floor of the House will ask 
that question and we have to have that information. So let’s pass 
this over until we get that information tomorrow. 

(Chorus of “Mr. Chairman.”) 

-Mr. Harpy. Let me try to understand this, Mr. Chairman, be- 
cause—— 
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Mr. Trencken. Mr. Chairman, may I add one more comment on 
that? 

The estimate of the amount that we desired to buy in fee was predi- 
cated on the probable cost of the fee versus the probable cost of ease- 
ment. And when the figure approached 100 percent, we designated 
it as fee. 

The Cuarrman. I see. 

Mr. Trencken. And when it was a relatively small percentage, we 
designated it as easement. 

The Cuatrman. That is all right. 

Mr. Trencken. And on these figures, the sum total represents the 
area that we are interested in. The amount that will actually, when 
we get the final appraisal, come out as fee and easement, may vary 
slightly. That is why the two were lumped together. 

Mr. Harpy. Allright. But now here is the thing I can’t get through 
my head : at Chincoteague you have a total of 1,240 acres. You propose 
to buy 600 acres to take the fee title and you propose to get the 
easements on 640 more acres. 

Mr. Trencken. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. And by acquiring that amount of easement and that 
amount of fee title, you are able to arrange that particular field for 
your field carrier landing practice. 

Mr. Trencxen. That is correct. We have water on one side. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, by contrast with that, we had one yesterday that 
we were discussing and you were proposing to acquire either in fee 
or in fee and in combination of easements 17,000 acres. 

Mr. Trencken. That 

Mr. Harpy. Now, I don’t recall which field it was, but there was 
one of them. 

Mr. Kerrier. Whitehouse. 

Mr. Trencken. Whitehouse. 

Mr. Harpy. Anyway, you are proposing to acquire 17,000 acres in 
order that that field could be used for your field carrier landing prac- 
tice. Here you are proposing to acquire only 1,200 acres. And then 
you come along and say that you are not going to concern yourself 
with the other area because there is nothing in the way now. But if 
somebody goes there and puts a windmill up, then you have to go 
there and buy that piece of land. 

Mr. Trencxen. That is correct. 

Mr. Harpy. So the committee can understand, then, that this is 
just a part of your total proposition. 

Mr. Trencken,. That 

Mr. Harpy You are liable to be back in here next year and say, 
“Now, we are going to have to acquire this other 12,000 acres around 
Chincoteague in order to protect what we have already done.” 

The Cuatrman. That 1s right. 

Now, you get that information. And we will pass over this item 
until we get that information. 

Mr. Miuier. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. Now, Admiral, I want it broken down, please, how 
many acres you propose to get in fee at each station and how many 
acres of easement in each station, so it can be put in the record and so 
the House will have the information. 
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Mr. Wurson. Could we have the information for the committee 
members before you make a decision ¢ 

The CuarrMan. Yes; we are going to have it. That is what it is 
for, for the committee members. That is all the hearing is for, for 
the benefit of the committee members so they will know what to do. 

Mr. Miniter. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Lanxrorp. May I ask one question 

The Cuarrman. Yes, Mr. Miller. 

Mr. Mitier. Mr. Chairman, I noticed going through this book, 
Moffett Field is listed here. Now, certainly you don’t use Moffett 
Field to train to take off and land on an aircraft carrier. You have 
another field in that complex? 

Admiral Russe.u. That is correct, sir; we do have another field. 

Mr. Miter. Then all of these are not just to take care of this picture 
that we saw the other day? 

Admiral Russeti. That is right. There are 19 of these which are 
specifically for carrier landing practice and which we desire this 
specific clearance, which is shown on the—— 

Mr. Miuxer. Because I was under the impression from the fine argu- 
ment that has been made so far that all of this clearance was to be 
made on these fields where we practice landing and takeoff. 

Mr. Wuson. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Miuirr. But I am surprised at that. 

Now, another thing that I noticed going through here, for just a 
minute, in a couple of cases, is the removal of canals. In one case 
there is a cost of about $100,000, 1 believe. Why is it necessary to 
remove acanal? Certainly there is no obstruction to vision of a pilot 
flying around in a canal, is there? 

Admiral Russetx. I would presume, if there is a canal involved, 
sir, that it is a matter of runway or overrun on the end of it. 

Mr. Mitrer. Well now, these-are at fields where the runways are 
already in. 

Admiral Russe.,. Well, sir, many of our fields, as you know, don’t 
have the proper approaches. 

Admiral Perry. May I answer that question, Mr. Miller? 

In this present instance of which you speak 

The Cuarrman. Talk a little louder. We can’t hear you. 

Admiral Perry. In the present instance of which you speak; there 
is a canal present and the berms for the canal are above the height 
which we safely adjust ours to, so we have to move that canal in order 
to get it out of the way. 

Mr. Miter. That isn’t the Delta Mendota Canal, is it? 

Admiral Perry. I know there is one case. I am not sure. 

The Cuarrman. We don’t have to go, now, in each one in minute 
detail. We are going to try to get the information and later on we 
will try to go in minute detail. 

Admiral Russeti. Mr. Chairman, I do hope the committee will see 
to act favorably onthis. Thisisa matter of safety of pilots. This has 
come upon us because of the performance of modern aircraft, safety 
of pilots and readiness of the fleet, sir. 

é Cuarrman. Of course, we all realize the importance of it, 
We are trying to reach a decision. But we should just have a little 
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bit more information. Just tell us how many acres you will buy and 
how much in easements. Then we will be in position to look over this 
book and see whether we can agree with you or not. Of course, you 
have to have training and you have the pilots flying where they won’t 
be jeopardizing the plane and their life while they take the training. 

Let’s pass this over until tomorrow morning. 

be e will take “Supply facilities” on page 23. 

Naval fuel depot, Jacksonville, Fla., f family houses, $15,200. How 
many family units will you build down there? 

Admiral Crark. Mr. Chairman, Admiral Doyle and Admiral 
Glover, who are here from Corpus Christi and from Pensacola—could 
you crive me an estimate when you would like them to testify—should 
they go back to their commands? We are finishing the justification of 
aviation facilities. 

The Cuarrman. We are talking—— 

Admiral CiarK. Post Isabel and New Iberia, you see? 

The Cuatrman. I think we will have to set down for a couple 
of days the Baltimore-Wright-Patterson controversy and these two 
places in Louisiana and probably we will have some more, and I 
thought when we finished the hearings we would then go back and 
take each one of those controversies as they appeared in the book. We 
will take up first the Baltimore-Wright-Patterson controversy. Then 
we will take up the 2 down in Texas—1 in Texas and 1 in Louisiana. 

Now, you say someone is here? 

Admiral Ciark. Vice Admiral Doyle came up expecting that to be 
the next item. He came all the way from Pensacola and Admiral 
Clover of advanced air training came from Corpus Christi, sir. 
Should they go back to their commands or should they wait at the 
pleasure of the committee ¢ 

The CuatrrMan. Well, let’s see how much more we have. We have 
a great deal more for the Navy. I would say—today is Tuesday. 
Well, we ought to be able to reach it at least by Friday. 

Mr. Ketiener. A recess, sir, at the end of this week. 

The CHarrman. A recess for what? 

(Chorus of “Memorial Day.”) 

Mr. Keuixner. Close of business Thursday. Thursday is the last 
day. 

The Cuarrman. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The Cuatrman. All right, then, suppose we hear the admiral now. 

We will turn back—where is the place in the book ¢ We will try 
to accommodate them. 

Now, is Admiral Boone here? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Is the admiral here? 

Admiral CrarK. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, admiral 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan, Wait 1 minute. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

The CuatrmMan. I doubt whether we can get to the Naval Academy 
item in this bill today. And, of course, you have to be at the Academy 
tomorrow. Suppose we try and set this down anyhow for 

Mr. Ketiener. Thursday ? 
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The'Cuarrman. Suppose we set it down for next week. What time 
next week would suit you, Admiral, to come back? 

Admiral Boone. Mr. Chairman, next week is June Week at the 
Naval Academy, with all of the activities associated with the gradua- 
tion. 

The Cuatrman. Oh, yes; I see. 

Now, I will tell you what we will do. We will try to hear these 
2 admirals today on these 2 items. Then we will jump into the item 
about the Naval Academy. Because I do want the admiral to talk 
about the establishing of an airfield over at the Naval Academy. 
While it is not in the bill, I asked him to come over here. I want the 
committee to get the facts, because it is our responsibility. 

Well, we will try to take you, then, this afternoon, or just as soon 
as we finish these two admirals. 

Now, where is the item in the bill? 

Mr. Keviever. Page 18, sir. 

The Cuatrman. What? 

Mr. Keviener. Page 18. 

The CHarrman. Oh, yes. 

Now, this is the for the establishment of two new naval auxiliary air 
stations. One, Port Isabel, Tex. We took the testimony in the other 
day. Put that map back up there now. This is for the purpose of 
target firing out in the gulf. And there are three stations in that 
vicinity.. They want to establish a new station at Port Isabel so they 
can fly from Kingsville, Tex., and from Chase Field and from some 
other field right there—— 

Admiral Grover. Kingsville. 

The Cuatrman. Alice-Orange Grove, and to bomb out in the Gulf 
of Mexico. These stations are anywhere within 50 or 100 miles of the 
other stations, but they took the position that they needed a new base 
at Port Isabel on account of the fact that they didn’t want 

Mr. Gavin. Where is Port Isabel ? 

The Cuarrman. Off the Gulf of Mexico, down by Corpus Christi. 

Admiral Grover. Can you see it on the chart, Mr. Gavin? It is 
about 20 miles north of Brownsville. 

The CHarrMan. Go ahead and give the committee the justification 
for establishing this new station for a bombing takeoff. 

Admiral Giover. Mr. Chairman, I am Read Admiral Glover, from 
Corpus Christi, and I have that Advanced Training Command. 

We are in the midst of a transition from propeller driven aircraft 
to jets. It is, as you well know—and I don’t think anybody knows 
better than this committee—a very expensive transition. A transition 
in the Fleet took place first. A transition in the training command 
naturally takes second priority. We are just getting to that problem 
now. 

About a year and a half ago we began to realize that we were in 
very serious difficulty in the Advanced Training Command. And I 
can state that very simply for you. It is just this simple: The Fleet 
had been almost totally equipped with jets. The Advanced Training 
Command was still almost totally equipped with propeller-driven 
aircraft. We were turning out these pilots to go to the Fleet and the 
most in jet training that we could give them a year and half ago, as a 
matter of fact, almost a year ago, was 20 hours of jet training. I 
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would like you to just reflect on that a minute. That is all that we 
could give them—20 hours of jet training. 

It is going to a very expensive and a long process catching up 
now, modernizing that plant, which was built for propeller-driven 
aircraft, and adapting that to jets. 

We want to give these young men 150 hours of jet time. We think 
that that is just what they require. That is what the Department 
has said as the minimum requirement that they should have in that 
command to take their places in the Fleet. 

We have really rolled up our shirt sleeves and we have gone to work 
earnestly and we have had wonderful assistance from people all the 
war up the line and here in the departments, and in some cases now 

1ave gotten up to 60 hours of jet training. 

Chase Field, which we put up commission last July, is up to 100 
hours. It was almost impossible to accomplish that, but we did it. 

The whole command will be up to 100 hours of jet training on the 
first of August this year we hope. 

Now, to get this additional 50 hours training, we will require 
another field in the Louisiana area and another field that will have 
to come into commission by 1959 somewhere else. The site is not yet 
chosen for that. 

We will require 710 jet aircraft to conduct this training. 

We can provide in the Corpus Christi area facilities—we have fa- 
cilities there for three jet bases, at Corpus Christi, Kingsville and—— 

Mr. Brooxs. What kind of jets will they be? 

Admiral Grover. They will be TV2’s and Grummans that we in- 
herited from the Fleet. 

Mr. Brooks. Is that 1, 2, or 4 or 6 engines ? 

Admiral Guover. These are 6 inches—— 

Admiral Dorie. Number of engines. 

Mr. Brooxs. I want to know what type they are. 

Admiral Grover. The single-engine, Mr. Brooks. They -are the 
simplest jets that there are. They are the V2, North American planes. 
and the Grumman planes that we inherited from the Fleet, the old 
Grummans, the F9F-1’s and 2’s. 

We will have three bases, three jet fields. The jet complex in the 
Corpus Christi area consists of three fields: Corpus Christi, Kings- 
ville, and Beeville or Chase Field. When those three fields get. up to 
full operation, they will accommodate about 140 jet aircraft each. 
The field at Corpus Christi has to also accommodate that big overall 
complex. It is probably one of the busiest fields in the world. Last 
year we made 140,000 landings there, and 1,200 OCA landings. 

Now, these young men are the finest young men that this country 
produces. ‘They come to us from all the universities of the country. 
About 70 percent of them are reserves, to build up our Reserve forces. 
And I think that we owe them the best training and best equipment 
that we can give them. 

Those fields are so congested at the present time that we have had 
to spill over, to put into effect new units. We had to spill over into 
the rve ‘training command at Memphis and Pensacola recently, 
to get up to our 100-hour jet training. We could not do it in the 


Corpus Christi complex: » We couldnt operate another field there if 
we had it. 
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I want to show you the air congestion that we are up against there. 
We are surrounded by the Air Force. You just take a look at this 
chart here. All that red area is Air Force area. We are bound in 
there by an agreement with the Air Force, which we are living up to, 
of course. 

The top area there in white is only 17 miles wide. Now, a pilot fly- 
ing a jet plane is out of that area, going across it, in about 3 minutes. 
Now, we are going to operate 420 jet aircraft in that area. I am just 
trying to impress on you the congestion and the reason for this other 
field, one of the reasons for this field down at Port Isabel. We want 
to establish that field down there to take care of our gunnery tr ‘aining, 
vet, all this congestion and confusion away from the fields in that 
prime area complex, get them down close to the water where they 

‘in operate close to their air-to-air gunnery, which is 80 percent. 

Down here at Port Isabel we will conduct 80 percent of the flying 
from that field, being done right into this area here, firing at air-to-air 
gunnery targets. 

Then if we get that field, we won’t have to tow targets across the 
uirways, which we have to do now. It will be a great. saving for us 
in personnel because we can combine all of the ordnance facilities of all 
the stations down there. 

This is a rearming station and a regassing station. They go down 
there in the morning and operate all day. The field is designed to 
accommodate about 300 landings a day, peak load. The average 
load will probably be about 200 landings. 

But this idea, Mr. Chairman, is not new. Admiral Doyle and I 
used to do this at Oceanside Field 25 years ago, in aviation. Ke know 
what it means to us. Particularly in a complex like this. And we 
consider this an urgent and necessary requirement for that complex. 

Thank you, gentlemen. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, Admiral. 

Now, here is what is running through my mind. Now, of course 
you pointed out the congestion at Kingsville and Chase Field. What 
is that other field? 

Admiral Guover. There are three fields right there: Kingsville, 
Chase Field at Beevile, and Corpus Christi. We have a fourth one 
there now. 

The Cuarrman. As far as the book shows, they are Chase Field, 
Kingsville, and Alice-Orange. 

Admiral Grover. No, sir; Alice-Orange Grove will not be a regular 
field. 

The CHairman. All right, what is the other field? 

Admiral Guover. Corpus Christi. 

The Cuauxmman. Corpus Christi. 

Admiral GLover. Now, we have one at 

The CHairman. One minute. You say there is a great deal of 

congestion there. All right, when you are ‘taking your target training 
you relieve the congestion, don’t you 

Admiral Giover. Yes, sir; you relieve congestion and you relieve 

confusion. 

The Cuataman. All rgiht. Now, why couldn’t you take the train- 
ing from the base field? Why couldn’t the pilots at Kingsville or 
Chase Field go on and take their target practice out in the gulf—a 
distance of about 50 miles? 
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Admiral Grover. They can do it, Mr. Chairman. There is no ques- 
tion about that. But, as I tell you, the confusion and the delay— 
sometimes it takes a pilot 10 minutes sitting on that runway to get 
his plane off with a tow target and he has to come back and drop that 
at the field. 

Now, these young men are inexperienced and it does add confusion 
and it adds delay and at a busy field like that—a training field—it isn’t 
fair to those boys to subject them to those additional hazards. 

The CHairMan. Here are all these fields—these 3 fields—within 
40 or 50 miles of the target, and that is only about a 10-minute travel 
from their main base. 

Now, for instance—put on the map there where Kingsxille is. 

Captain Dawson [indicating on map]. 

The Cuaimman. Now, where is your target? 

Captain Dawson [indicating]. 

The Cuamman. Now, put on the map where Chase Field is located. 

Captain Dawson [indicating]. 

The Cuarrman. Now, where is your target? 

Captain Dawson [indicating]. 

The Cuairman. All right. Where is Corpus Christi? 

Captain Dawson [indicating]. 

The Cuatrman. Where is your target ? 

Captain Dawson [indicating]. 

The Cnatrman. Allright. Now, you can all get over the target in 
4 or 5 minutes. 

Admiral Guover. They could if they could get off the field. 

The Cuareman. Off the main field ? 

Admiral Giover. Yes, sir. We are trying to get those people away 
from those fields to relieve the congestion—to relieve the hazard, the 
flying hazard—that the rest of those boys are subjected to. 

The Cuaiuxman. Where is Port Isabel ? 

Captain Dawson [indicating]. 

Admiral Guiover. And also we want to combine all the ordnance 
personnel down at this one field, which is a sacrifice, and once we get 
them down there, there is a saving in operating time and gasoline. 
That is a minor consideration, but that is a factor. 

The CuHainmMan. Time is a minor consideration and gasoline is a 
minor consideration. 

Admiral Grover. The big thing is safety and training; yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The only thing it looks to me might be of some im- 
portance is the congestion on your parent field. 

Admiral Guover. Congestion and confusion. 

The CuarrMan. Well, the answer to that is, Why are you bringing 
so many people down there? You are overstocking your field. You 
have more planes there than you feel it should have? 

Admiral Guiover. No, sir. That is why we need—in the expansion, 
in the orderly expansion of this command, that is why we need the 
additional fields, 1 at New Iberia and 1 yet to be selected. 

The CHarrMan. Now, let’s get this. This is a new field and you 
first start off with $5,400,000. Now, where do we end up in 2 or 3 
years from now? 

Admiral Guover. I don’t think—in 2 or 3 years—— 
The Cuatrman. Is that just the firststep? 
Admiral Guover. That is the first step. The only other—— 
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The CuHarrMan. What is the second step? 

Admiral Giover. The second step is a cross-wind runway, and that 
is all there is to it. 

The CuatrrmMan. Admiral Perry, how much more will have to be 
spent there? 

Admiral Perry. Our estimate is $3,200,000. 

The CuarrMan. Then $8 million—around $9 million will complete 
the field? Is that correct? 

Admiral Perry. That is correct, with the information that we have 
at the present time yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And that will take care of how many planes going 
in there to be trained? 

Admiral Guover. We will have 420 jets in that complex, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How many jets in that area? 

Admiral Guiover. Four hundred and twenty jets. 

The CuarrMan. You will have 420 jets in those 

Admiral Guover. Three fields; yes, sir. 

The Crarrman. Three fields. And that will furnish plenty of 
space without any hazardous conditions for your training? 

Admiral Guover. Yes, sir; that is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And that should cost around $9 million to complete 
the field? 

Admiral Guover. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrMan. Will you have to build any houses down there? 

. Admiral Guover. Very few, sir. We have the complete program 
ere. 

The CHarrman. Now, let’s see—— 

Admiral Guover. It is to accommodate only 3 officers, 200 

The CuaAtrMan. Aircraft maintenance facilities, operating facili- 
ties, administration facilities, communication facilities, fuel-storage 
facilities, ammunition storage, ordnance facilities, security facilities, 
utilities, and land acquisition. How much land now do we have to 
acquire down there at Port Isabel? 

Mr. KeELLEnER (aside). 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kelleher says it is an old Army installation. 

Admiral Guover. Yes, sir. You see, it is a natural for us, Mr. 
Chairman. It is very close to us, really. It is an old Army installa- 
tion, not being used. 

The CHarrMan. They turned the old Army installation over to 
you ? 

Admiral Grover. Sir? 

The Carman. Have they turned the old Army installation over 
to you? 

Admiral Grover. We are negotiationg for it now with the city of 
Harlingen. It is city-owned at the present time. 

The CHamman. Well, members of the committee, if that is the 
case 

Mr. Gavin. May I ask a question ? 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. You are talking about the confusion and heavy traffic 
in the area. Do the Air Force installations cause much of the con- 
fusion and increase of the traffic in that area? Are there any difficul- 
ties arising from the Air Force airbases that are in the immediate 
vicinity ? 





3396 


Admiral Guover. No, sir; Mr. Gavin. This is—there is none. Be- 
cause we have an agreement with the Air Force that we will stay out 
of their area and they will stay out of ours. 

Mr. Gavin. Yes; but you say you only got 17 miles inside that area. 

Admiral Giover. We try to stay in that area. 

Mr. Gavin. What? 

Admiral Grover. We try to stay right in that area. 

Mr. Gavin. When you reached a decision on the Port Isabel, did 
you discuss with the Air Force the congestion that exists and the 
heavy traffic in the area ? 

Admiral Grover. Before 

Mr. Gavin. You established your bases before they were in. It 
looks like to me they have you kind of boxed in. Before they estab- 
lished their bases did they discuss with the Department of the Navy 
the situation there so they wouldn’t be contributing to a heavy increase 
in traffic and confusion ? 

Admiral Grover. Mr. Gavin, that problem is to be taken up in the 
office of the Secretary of Defense for a decision between our Navy 
Department, the Air Force; I think there is a hearing, I believe, sched- 
uled in the Department of Defense on that very thing. It is way 
above us. We Aine made our representations. It has gone that far 
up. 

The CHarrMan. Now 

Mr. Gavin. The point I am trying to make is when you are arriv- 
ing at decisions as to the locations of these bases and the Air Force 
recognized there may be confusion and heavy traffic in that area, why 
they would go in there and still put the bases in there when they know 
they were contributing to a situation that would be very hazardous, 

Now, you say evidently there is some concern about the point I am 
trying to make, when you say it is a matter now up for the Secretary 
of Defense to consider and reach a decision on. 

Admiral Guiover. Yes, sir; that is right, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. In the area as to where you are. 

Admiral Grover. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Now, is Port Isabel going to contribute more to the 
confusion ? 

Admiral Giover. That should not contribute at all to the confusion. 
We are not imposing on the Air Force area at all. 

Mr. Gavin. What I can’t understand, Mr. Chairman, is why the 
departments don’t resolve these matters before they make the invest- 
ment and then bring about situations that have to be ironed out later 
on. 

The Cuarrman. Well, Mr. Gavin, we established Corpus Christi as 
a result of the Hepburn Board report. Aviation has expanded. No 
one ever dreamed that probably we would have the types of planes we 
have today. And we have to look forward to change our views and 
change our minds. The only thing: I thought we were in that area 
before the Army got down there. 

Mr. Gavin. Before the Air Force got down there. 

Mr. Brooxs. Is the Army down there, Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Wirson. The Air Force. 

Mr. Brooks. The Air Force. 

Admiral Grover. This is an Air Force installation. It is the old 
Army post. 
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The Cuarrman. I thought the Navy was in that section before the 
Air Force got in there, but I may be mistaken. 

Admiral Grover. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman 

Admiral Guover. Mr. Chairman, may I have a word there? Maybe 
I can contribute to this thing a bit. 

The CuarrMan. Go ahead, now, Admiral. 

Admiral Guover. The Army Air Force was in the old Harlingen 
Base during the war and during that time there was no confusion be- 
cause the air space problem was not critical. When you had propeller- 
driven aircraft, the space was not critical. Jets take three to three and 
one-half times as much space as propeller-driven aircraft. 

So, Mr. Gavin, these problems are just coming up now. They can’t 
all be settled. I don’t mean to be critical of anybody. We area little 
slow getting the expansion in the training command that we require. 
But we have seen these problems for some time. These are future 
plans that have been generated within the last year for this expansion 
of the training command, to give these boys what they require. 

The Cuamman. Now, it was testified the other day that a board was 
appointed and the board made a complete study and made this recom- 
mendation, is that correct? 

Admiral Grover. That is right, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And you as the commanding officer of Corpus 
Christi or that area, you also endorse the board’s conclusion and the 
recommendation to establish a new base at Port Isabel ? 

Admiral Grover. I do very strongly, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now then, it is understood that the total cost as 
you can visualize it now will only be in the neighborhood of $9 million, 
is that correct, Admiral ? 

Admiral Perry. That is correct; yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. And when we spend that $9 million we shall have 
a field sufficient to accommodate the jet training from this area in 
there to carry on their target practice; is that correct? 

Admiral Perry. That is correct; yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Hardy? 

Mr. Harpy. Admiral, the pilots that operate out of this field, where 
will they be quartered ? 

Admiral Guiover. They will be quartered at their regular field. 
There are no accommodations down there to sleep them. 

We are not putting up big bachelor officer quarters and things like 
that. Only 3 officers will be actually stationed at this field and about 
200 enlisted. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, I am having a little difficulty understanding. 
Apparently then they are going to have to take off from the other 
field ? 


Admiral Guover. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. And fly down to this field. 

So you still have the problem. I understood you a while ago in 
answer to the chairman’s question to indicate that your main problem 
in operating from the parent fields is to be able to take off. 

Now you are going to have to take off anyway? 

Admiral Guover. Yes, sir; but you are going to have to take off 
every half an hour and tow targets. 
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Mr. Harpy. They will take off from the parent field and fly down 
to this satellite? 

Admiral Guover. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. And then they will be going back and forth to the 
target area all day long? 

Admiral Grover. That is right, sir; all day long. 

Mr. Brooxs. Admiral, may I ask this? 

Admiral Grover. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. This is just a hop to your satellite field. You are 
going to have your ammunition, explosives on the satellite field, and 
hop out over the gulf and drop your ammunition and come back. 
That removes the danger from these other fields? 

Admiral Grover. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. From these high explosives? 

Admiral Grover. It does. 

The Cuarrman. And you will go back home to your parent field 
after your mission is over? 

Admiral Grover. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. Then another thing, Mr. Chairman. 

In moving from that satellite field, you do not have occasion to cross 
these civil aeronautics airlines all the time, jumping to and from 
every time you go out and drop a bomb and back; that is right, 
isn’t it? 

Admiral Grover. Thank you, sir. That is right. 

Mr. Wirson. Mr. Chairman: 

Mr. Brooks. Let me ask one more question. 

Now the thing that disturbs me is: Have you assurances the Air 
Force or the Army is going to release that base? 

Admiral Grover. At Port Isabell, sir? 

Mr. Brooxs. Yes; Port Isabel. 

Admiral Grover. They do not own it, Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooxs. What? 

Admiral Grover. They don’t own it. The city of Harlingen owns 
it and they have offered it to us. 

Mr. Brooxs. They have offered it? 

Admiral Guover. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. So you won't have any trouble to you? 

Admiral Giover. We do not expect to have any trouble whatsoever. 

Mr. GAvin. Offered it to you for how much? 

The CHAIRMAN. One minute. 

Mr. Wilson? 

Mr. Witson. Admiral, you spoke of the congestion in the area 
around Corpus Christi. 

Under your practice now the planes are all armed as they go out 
to the target area in this congested area; is that right? 

Admiral Guover. That is right. 

Mr. Witson. You think the hazard will be substantially reduced 
if those armed airplanes flying around in the congested area if they 
fly down unarmed to Port Isabel and then go to your target area ? 

Admiral Guover. Yes, sir; that is right. 

It relieves the congestion and it relieves confusion, 

You see you have a plane flying around with a target. 
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You have all of these boys coming in and trying to land. They get 
wave-ofis. They are delayed and they go back and join the circle 
again. It is very confusing and confounding to them. 

Mr. Witson. You think that this operation should substantially 
reduce the accident rate in that area ? 

Admiral Guiover. I do not think so. I know so. 

Mr. Witson. Then, actually the cost, I mean not even taking into 
consideration—— j 

Admiral Guover. Is nothing. 

Mr. Wiutson. The cost of lives and the cost of money saved in 
reduced accidents will almost pay for this field ; is that right ¢ 

Admiral Gover. It will pay for it in the course of a few months. 

Mr. Wixson. That point has not been brought out and I think it 
is very important, that we are often considering spending a couple 
of million dollars here on a field when these airplanes that the men 
are flying are investments of half a million dollars in some instances, 
and if we can reduce substantially the accident rate by moves such 
as this I think we are saving money, real money in doing it. 

Admiral Grover. I certainly am happy you brought that up. 

I would like to occupy the committee’s time for one more moment 
before I get off the stand. 

We have really been working to reduce that accident rate and 
making these studies just as thorough as we know how. 

And I am very proud of the fact that we have been able to do a 
great deal. 

In the last 3 months the accident rate in that command is better 
than it ever has been even with propeller-driven aircraft. Thank 
you for bringing up that subject. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Gavin? 

Mr. Gavin. Admiral? 

Admiral Guover. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GAvin. From Port Isabel there, I note right above to the left 
there, Air Force area. 

How far is it from Port Isabel—— 

Captain Dawson. (Indicating on chart.) 

Mr. GAvin. No; up above—no, go right along the coast there from 
Port Isabel. No. You see the Air Force area, it is marked in big 
letters. You can’t help seeing it. 

There. How far is it from Port Isabel to that area ? 

Admiral Guover. Port Isabel to the Air Force area is only—oh, it 
is only—you step right across to Harlingen there, you see. 

Mr. Gavin. What? 

Admiral Giover. It is almost adjacent to Harlingen right there. 

Mr. Gavin. I can’t hear you. 

The CHatrman. I will tell you what we do. 

Iet’s abandon using that microphone. Everybody talk strong 
from their chest. ; 

Admiral Grover. Yes, sir. It is almost adjacent to the Air Force 
area at Harlingen. We do not have to go into that area to get into 
our site. 

hae a Won’t that contribute to more confusion and more 
trafic 

Admiral Grover. No, sir; it will not. I don’t anticipate any 
trouble. 
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Mr. Gavin. You say it won't contribute to the confusion. That 
satisfies me. 

The Cuammnan. All right. 

Mr. Gavin. Or the heavy traffic. 

You say the town has offered you this location. 

For how much? 

Admiral Perry. There are 1,152 acres that they are offering us, si: 
for a lump sum of $1,000—a nominal sum. 

Mr. Gavin. It was turned over from the Department of the Army. 
I was wondering whether they were going to ask a price on it now, 01 
whether they were going to give it to you. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Hardy, one question. 

Mr. Harpy. I had not quite finished, Mr. Chairman. I am getting 
un entirely different impression of this thing from what I got the 
other day. 

Is this field now used as an airfield ? 

Admiral Grover. No, sir; it is not used at all. 

Mr. Harpy. You have no problem with respect to your approaches ‘ 

Admiral Grover. None that I know of, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. This field will not be used for carrier landing practice / 

Admiral Guover. No, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. What field in this complex will be used for carrie: 
landing ¢ 

Admiral Guover. The Alice-Orange Grove area field, which is half- 
way between Beeville and Kingsville. 

Mr. Harpy. That is the only one in the complex that will be used’ 

Admiral Grover. Yes, sir. That is the only one, new field, that is 
being built for that purpose. ‘The other fields will be used for carrier 
landing practice also. 

Mr. Harpy. So you are going to have to acquire rights-of-way. 
easements, and land in fee around these other bases? 

Admiral Guover. That is right, sir. 

There are four of them in the Advanced Training Command that 
will require those easements and rights. 

Mr. Harpy. But you are not going to do that with respect to Port 
Isabel ¢ 

Admiral Giover. That does not apply to Port Isabel. 

The Cuatrman. Now, members of the committee, from my view- 
point I think the admiral has made a case out to warrant a favorable 
approval of this, coupled with the fact that there will be only about 
$4 million more required to put the field in good shape. 

I think we would be warranted in acting with favor on it. 

Is there any objection to approving this as a new site? 

(No response. ) 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, Admiral. 

Admiral Guover. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. The committee approves Port Isabel. 

Admiral Guover. Thank the committee. 

The Cuatrman. As a new site. 

Mark it up. 

Now the next one is New Iberia, La. 

Now who is here to talk about that? 

Admiral Doyte. I am Vice Admiral Doyle, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman,. All right, Admiral. 
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Now just speak out. We have thrown that microphone away because 
‘fa man has anything to say he can talk loud enough to be heard any- 
how without a microphone. 

Just put it on the line and let us hear what you have to say. 

Admiral Dore. I am the Chief of Naval Air- Training, sir, and I 
have a statement I would like to read if you will permit me. 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

Admiral Dorie. Admiral Glover has gone into some of the details 
and I will leave that part out, which is in the beginning of my state- 
ment. 

A long-range plan integrating the increased training rate with the 
increasing numbers of jets in the fleet requires that there be in exist- 
ence by 1959 in the Advanced Training Command facilities to handle 
710 training jets. 

The-proposed New Iberia development isa part of the facility 
expansion to meet this planned load. The criteria for determining 
the general location of such a facility are: (1) It should be near a 
gunnery area. (2) Near relatively unrestricted airspace. And (3), 
in an area where the weather flight training to be conducted the max- 
imum number of days throughout the year. 

The area along the gulf coast has long been recognized as the more 
favorable locale because of the good weather and the availability of 
overwater range areas. 

This region has so developed as an air-training area, however, that 
the only areas not encumbered by other airfields, training areas, or 
overseas airways lie between New Orleans and Lake Charles. 

For this reason the area south of the civil airway green 6 and 
between those two cities was selected as the general area for locating 
the jet-training base. 

A site survey was then conducted by a board appointed by me. Ap- 
proximately 30 locations in Louisiana were considered, 12 of which 
were found to offer possibilities of development into a major jet 
aviation training facility, and were subjected to further study. 

Of these 12, New Iberia was selected, after thorough consideration, 
is the most feasible location in the southern Louisiana area from an 
economical and military standpoint for development to a jet-training 
base, 

The criteria applied in this survey were as follows: 

Proximity to the Gulf of Mexico, within 50 miles if practicable. 
South of any civil airways. At least 6 miles from nearest large center 
of population. 

However, we had the stipulation that if a runway orientation per- 
mitted takeoffs and landings well away from the center of population, 
that it would be considered a little closer than 6 miles. 

Relatively high ground to allow for proper drainage and generally 
provide better subsoil conditions for construction and preclude flood- 

ng, a hazard in that area. 

Near a gulf area not encumbered by other airfields, training areas, 
r overseas airways. Adequate separations from the other military 
nstallations—60 miles was desirable; proximity to good highways and 
railroad line. 

Favorable attitude by local inhabitants. Any Government site con- 
‘idered must not be subject to recapture by another service in a 

ational emergency. 
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The majority of the 30 sites considered in the foregoing survey were 
volunteered by the various communities involved at an open hearing 
held in New Orleans on October 19 last year. 

Subsequently the survey team visited all the sites except those 
which obviously did not fit the criteria. Then after careful delibera- 
tions the survey board submitted its findings via me, the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks, and the Bureau of Aeronautics, to the Chief of 
Naval Operations. 

It was the unanimous conclusion of all of these commands that New 
Iberia is the superior site. 

It should be noted that the New Iberia site was among those volun- 
teered at the New Orleans meeting. 

However, as the selection narrowed down to New Iberia and i 
became more apparent that some farms would necessarily be ac- 
quired to furnish land for the jet base, some public antagonism 
against the construction of the base developed. 

The antagonism apparently stems from a group of about 50 farmers, 
some of whom would lose their farms. And I have met with some 
of these groups, gentlemen, and they are very fine, sincere, honest 
American citizens. 

However, to the best of our knowledge, the majority of the parish, 
about 40,000 population, are in favor of the construction of a Navy 
jet airbase. 

In view of the sincere objections of the tenants and owners of 
property which would be required for the base, the selection of this 
site has been given a most painstaking consideration. 

I have been involved in selection of bases for a number of years. 
1 looked at Macon once for a Naval Reserve base, Mr. Chairman, as 
vou may remember. And I don’t know of a board that ever tried not 
to select New Iberia because of the attitude of these very fine people 
who did not want to sell their land. 

The Carman. You say you did your level best not to select it? 

Admiral Doyte. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Core. You admit failure? 

The Cuarrman. You admit failure, then? [Laughter. ] 

It is the only place down there you were doing your best not to 
select, and you admit failure, and now you are rec ommending it ? 

Admiral Doytx. Yes, sir. These studies have led us to conclude 
that New Iberia provides much better soil conditions for construction 
and is more, vest more economical. 

The difference in construction costs has been conservatively esti- 
mated by engineers and confirmed by the Bureau of Yards and Docks 
to be in the neighborhood of $4 million. 

In addition, there is doubt that soil conditions at Houma, the 
alternate site previously under consideration by the Navy Department 
and presented to this committee last year—that in addition there is 
doubt that Houma would permit construction of runways and taxi- 
ways of sufficient thickness to support modern aircraft wheel land- 
ings without undue settling. 

Because of the lower cost, better soil conditions from an operational 
standpoint as well as from a construction viewpoint and the general 
approval by the majority of the New Iberia Parish, it was felt that the 
site selection is sound and is in the interests of national defense. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much, Admiral. 
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Now the first thing I want to know is why is it necessary to have 
a new jet training base anywhere in the country ¢ 

Where is the jet training taking place today ? 

Admiral Doyte. It is taking place in the Navy now, sir, in the 
Corpus Christi area, which you have seen on the chart that Admiral 
Glover showed, and that area is only capable of operating approxi- 
mately 400 jets. 

The CuarrMan. Now that is the only place in the United Sts ites 
where jet training is taking place now, the Corpus Christi area / 

Admiral Dorie. Student jet training; yes, sir. 

The CuHarrman. I understand that. That is student jet training? 

Admiral Dorr. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And that is what this is? 

Admiral Doyte. Yes, sir. 

The CuairMan. Students. 

Now, nowhere else ? 

Admiral Doytz, Next month, sir, we will start training students as 
an emergency measure at Memphis, Tenn., on the naval— 

The CHatrmMan. All] right. 

Then Corpus Christi and then Memphis, and what other place? 

Admiral Dorie. Sherman Field at Pensacola, sir. 

The CuHarrMan. What? 

Admiral Doyte. Forrest Sherman Field, the Naval Air Station, 
Pensacola. 

The Cuatrman. Then we have three places by which we can train 
students to be jet pilots, is that correct? 

Admiral Dortr. Well, we have Corpus Christi, Kingsville, and 
Chase. 

The Cuamman. Well, I am using Corpus Christi all as one, three 
places. 

Admiral Doytr. Three place; yes, sir. 

The CHatrman. All right. 

You have the Corpus Christi area 

You have Memphis, Tenn. And you have Pensacola, Fla. ? 

Admiral Dori. Yes, sir. 
The CuHatrman. Now what total number of students in those three 
training areas and how many students do you have coming in there? 

You first must justify your need for a new base, irrespective of 
where you locate it? 

Admiral Dorie. Yes, sir. We induct annually about 4,100 stu- 
dents. We graduate annually about 3,100. 

The CHarrman. Ail right. 

Admiral Dore. Starting this June we will go up to 3,300. 

The Cuatrman. Now, you bring in the service about 4,100 new 
students to be trained as jet pilots, is that right? 

Admiral Dorie. That is right; yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How many can you accommodate now in the Cor- 
pus Christi area? 

Admiral Doyte. I have the figures. 
The Cuarrman. Ali right. 
Put them in. 
Admiral Doytx. I would have to check them, Mr. Chairman. 
The Cuarrman. How many do you have today / 
Let’s put it that way. 
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How many do you have in the Corpus Christi area today. You 
only have 4,100 coming in. Now let’s see how you break them down?! 

Admiral Doyte. There are about 1,000 students that are now in the 
Corpus Christi area, but only a certain percentage of them are having 
jet training, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. All right. You have a thousand that—well, what 
percentage of the thousand are jet training ? 

Admiral Dorie. 46 percent, sir. 

The Cuairman. Then about 500—— 

Mr. Wison. 460. 

The CHarrman. 460 at Corpus Christi that are students for jets. 

How many have you got at Memphis? 

Admiral Doy.ie. We have not started at Memphis. We start next 
month at Memphis, sir. 

The Coamman. How many have you got at Pensacola ? 

Admiral Dorie. We have about 3,000 students in the Pensacola 
area, Sir. 

The Cuarrman. How many? 

Admiral Dorie. About 3,000. 

The CHatrrman. About 3,000? 

Allright. That takes care of 3,400. 

And how many are you going to take care of at Memphis? 

Admiral Dorie. At Memphis, there will be 66 students—there will 
be a total of 122 students at Memphis. 

The Cn. \IRMAN. Well, that ae care of about 3,500. 

And what is going to be the capac ity now of New Iberia? 

Admiral Dorie. We will have 140 jets there, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Well, how many students? 

Admiral Doytr. About 180 students, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. About 180. Then where are you going to train— 
that would be 3,600. t 

And where are you going to train the balance? 

You are not going to train them ? 

Admiral Doyie. Well, Mr. Chairman, you must understand that 
there is a 25 percent attrition, approxim: itely, every year. 

The Cuarmman. I am just using your figures. 

You said you wanted—you had a plan “that called for 4,100, and | 
just wanted to break them down and see where you are going to train 
the 4,100. 

And that is going to enable the committee to determine whether or 
not the present facilities are sufficient or whether you got to expand. 
the present facilities. 

Admiral Doyir. Yes, sir. I havea flow chart 

The CHarrmMan. You say you are going to expand your present 
facilities, but you have not made a case ‘out here. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, nay I suggest this—— 

The CHarrman. Because—— 

Mr. Brooks. He said, though, that 4,100 started and only 3,100 grad 
uated. 

Admiral Dorie. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. So that would make a 3,100 figure we are figuring on, 
rather than 4100? 

Admiral Dorin. May I suggest, Mr. Chairman, you do not ap 
proach- _ 
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Mr. Brooks. Is that right, Admiral 

Admiral Dorie. That is right, sir. 

The Cuamrman. He has ie, ed enough facilities to start off to take 
care of 4,100. Is that right? 

Admiral Dore. Yes, sir, and we have. 

The Cuarrman. Then the output or who finishes is not the standard. 
It is what goes in is the standard ¢ 

Admiral Doyte. Yes, sir. 

But just a second, Mr. Chairman. I think when you approach it 
from the point of view of numbers of students, you will get a false 
impression. 

The facilities are based on the number of airplanes the different 
fields can handle. For example, in the Corpus Christi area, the only 
three fields can handle jets. There is another field that handles pro- 
peller-type airplanes, Cabaniss Field. 

Now we have room for all these students in the training command. 
We do not have room for those jet aircraft which we are—— 

The CHamrman. Then the question is just merely expanding the 
present facilities ? 

Admiral Doytx. That is correct, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. All right. 

Then you can expand the present facilities and not have to estab- 
lish a new base ¢ 

Admiral Dorie. You cannot 

The CHarrMan. Because you just said you have room to take care 
of 4,100 students and the only handicap was the space to take care 
of the airplanes. 

Now, we can just put more runways in Corpus Christi area or in 
Memphis or Pensacola, and then you will meet the requirements. 

Admiral Doyte. No, sir. Because the airspace in those areas—in 
the Corpus Christi area—is already crowded. 

Pensacola is the headquarters 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Smart, take this, please. 

Admiral Doytx. Pensacola is the headquarters of the Basic Train- 
ing Command, and we are putting the jets in there just as an interim 
measure. 

The Cuatrman. I think what the committee first wants to deter- 
mine is, Is there any justification for a new jet training base any- 
where ¢ 

When we reach that decision, then the next question is, Is this place 
the proper place? 

Admiral Doyte. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, as I said, there is a requirement for 710 jets 
i the Training Command by 1959. 

Mr. Coir. What is it now? 

Admiral Doyte. It is about 320. 

In that area. 

Admiral Grover. Yes; pretty close to that. 

Mr. Core. In the next 3 years your requirements will be doubled? 

_Admiral Doyte. That is right. You can see from that chart that 
(he Corpus Christi area airspace is critical. 
The Cuarrman. That is right. 
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Admiral Dorie. So we have to get out of it if we are going 
to operate more jets. 

The Cuarmman. That is right. 

Admiral Doyie. And we want to go to New Iberia. 

The Cuatrman. We keep Corpus Christi area just about like it is 
today. 

It can’t be expanded, from what has been said here ? 

Admiral Doytz. That is right; yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now what about Memphis? 

Admiral Dorie. Memphis is the headquarters of the Technical 
Training Command. 

The Cuarrman, All right. 

Admiral Doyie. And they have a certain amount of flying from 
that single runway in connection with their technical training of 
the enlisted students. 

Now we are putting the jet training in there of a limited number 
of students and 70 jet airplanes only as an interim measure. 

Memphis is not a favorable area. 

The Cuairman. That is right. 

Admiral Dorie. The weather percentage is less than 50—or just 
about 50. 

The Cuarrman. As a matter of fact, I doubt very seriously whether 
any of this jet training should take place at Memphis. 

Now what about Pensacola? 

Admiral Dorie. At Pensacola we can only put a limited number 
of planes in there, Mr. Chairman, because of the fact that the airspace 
down there is critical. 

However, we will operate these jets to seaward. Because Sherman 
Field is 

The CnHamman. Who is in that Pensacola area exceupt the Navy! 

Nobody else in there, is there ? 

The Air Force is not in there? 

Admiral Dorie. No, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. What other naval activity have you at Pensacola! 

Admiral Doytr. Just the Naval Basic Training Command. That 

; where they get their elementary flight training. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman 

The CuatrmMan. So you have concluded that it is just absolutely 
essential to have a new jet training station if you are going to con- 
tinue to have around 4,100 coming in a year? 

Admiral Doyix. That is right, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. The present facilities won’t take care of it? 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman? 

Admiral Doyir. There will be an additional one that we will ask 
for next year, Mr. Chairman. 

The CnHatrmMan. Now where is it? 

Admiral Doytx. Another base. We do not know where that is yet 

The CuatrmMan. Well, wait. How many are you going to increas 
over in the next year? 

How many are you going to increase ? 

Admiral Doytr. Mr. Chairman, we will not get our 710 jet aircraft 
until about 1959—1958 or 1959. 
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olng When we get the new Iberia area, we will be able to get up to 
within 140 airplanes of our peak load. 
The CuHairman, 710? 
Admiral Dorr. That is right; yes, sir. 
Then we will need another base, which we have called base X—— 
The CuatrMan. Why couldn’t this base be expanded to accommo- 
date ? 
What is the use of limiting the bases to such a small number of 
planes and such a small activity 
Admiral Doytez. If this was the base-fleet. aircraft, Mr. Chairman, 
1 would agree with you. 
But for students we can’t overcrowd a field. 
The CHatmrMan. What is the maximum number, with safety in- 
volved, that you can put on the field, of jet aircraft flown by students ? 
Admiral Doyte. Of jet aircraft I would say 140. 
The CuHarrMan. Then for every 140 students 
Admiral Doytx. Airplanes. 
The CHARMAN. 140 airplanes we have to have a base. 
Is that what you are trying to say? 
Admiral Dorie. Yes, sir; approximately. 
- just Admiral Grover. ( Aside.) 
The Cuarrman. All right. 
ether Admiral Dorie. That was a good statement, it turns out. 
Mr. Coxe. Closer than you thought. 
The Cuatrman. Then what is the total number of jets you are 
mber driving at? 
space Admiral Doy.ir. Seven hundred and ten, sir. 
The Cuarrman. And it will take you until 1959 to have 710 jets? 
rman Admiral Doy.ie. Yes, sir. 
The Cuarrman. And for every 140 jets you must have a base? 
lavy! Admiral Doytx. Yes, sir. 
: The Cuarrman. And you are going to ask the committee to estab- 
lish a base again next year somewhere? 
Admiral Doytr. Yes, sir. 
cola! & The Cuarrman. And it will take you between now and 1959 to get 
That your 710? 
Admiral Dove. Yes, sir. 
The Cuamman. Weil, one thing about it, I won’t be here in 1959, 
lutely I think, right now. 
>con- (Chorus of “No.”) 
Mr. Hess. Admiral, that Base X you are referring to: Will that 
be in that same area / 
The Crramman. Now, Admiral— 
Admiral Dove. We do not know, sir. There is a board now meet 
ing to discuss it. 
Mr. Bares. You thought you were going to make a career of Con 
gress, Mr. Chairman? 
Admiral Doyie. Preferably—— 
The Cuatrman. Let’s see the next question now. 
_ [think from what he said, and the information we got, he probably 
is right about establishing a base. 
We have to establish it somewhere. 
Now let’s see if this is a proper place. 
Mr. Brooks. What is the need— 
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The Cuairman. New Iberia, La. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, what the admiral needs is five bases 
for this type of jet operation. You are going to put 140 on each base? 

Admiral Doy.e. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. One hundred and forty on the New Iberia Airbase ? 

Admiral Dorie. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Admiral, you say you went down there and looked 
over this land and the people protested most vigorously, some of them ? 

Admiral Doy er. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Not to take their farms? 

Admiral Doyie. Yes, sir. 

There are a group of about 50 who own land that probably will have 
to be acquired. 

The Cuatrman. And they are very resentful about you going in 
there? 

Admiral Dore. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And they said they will fight it in any way they 
possibly can; isn’t that so? 

Admiral Doyir. They have; yes, sir. 

[ will say this, that they will get to the best of my knowledge—and 
I have been advised by people who should know. They will get a 
very fair return for their land. 

The CHarrman. Yes; I know that. But a man does not want 
to sell his home sometimes. He has worked all his life. Why can’t 
we find places where the people will cooperate instead of fussing and 
resenting the Government going in? 

Admiral Doyte. I do not believe there is such a place in the country, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHatrmMan. Well, can’t we—you mean there is no such place 
in Louisiana ? 

I know other sections of the country where you can buy places 
where everybody would be glad to have you come in. 

Mr. Benner. Mr. Chairman, may | interrupt at this point! 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bennett. One thing that always aroused my curiosity. There 
may be a good reason for overlooking these places where people live. 
There is one area, and that is in the bend of Florida, where it turns 
down the west coast, along the mouth of the Suwannee River and 
northward. 

I am wondering why they never have looked at that area, because 
there are practically no people living in the area. 

The counties there have populations. of 3,000 or 4,000. Many miles 
where there is not even a home. 

I am just wondering why the Military Establishment does not 
consider that as good climate. 

One or two major highways go through there and practically 
nobody lives there. I want to know why they do not consider it. 

The Cuarrman. Well, in locating a base of this kind it is not 
necessary that it be adjacent to any other activity. 

There is a new base where students are going to be sent to engage 
in jet training. And anywhere on the Atlantic coast or the gulf 
coast or the Pacific coast would have been a suitable area. 

Because the students come in and then they are sent to these places, 
just like cantonments for the Army or anything else. 
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Now you say you are finding a good deal of opposition in this 
place you selected ? 

Admiral Doyze. Actually, the 45,000 population in the parish : 
Everybody is for it. Of course, everybody is for giving away the 
other fellow’s land. : 

The CuairMAN. Except the man’s whose farm you are taking? 

Admiral Dorie. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I can appreciate his viewpoint. 

[ have a farm myself and I know how I would feel if anybody 

ied to take it away from me. . 

Now did you go over the Atlantic seaboard ? 

Did you go around Savannah or Brunswick? Did you go in the 
Charleston or the Wilmington area? , 

How did you just anchor down in Louisiana ? 

Admiral Doyie. It is an amazing thing, Mr. Chairman, that in 
the whole United States there is no other area that is not preempted 
by some service—the civil airways, precaution area, or danger area. 

The Cuamrman. I would like for you to tell me what is down by 
Brunswick, Ga. ? 

Admiral Dorie. You have Cecil Field at Jacksonville and the new 
CIC school going into Glynco, and there isn’t any airspace down 
there, as well as some of the Air Force bases in the area. 

Mr. Bennerr. How about the white area on the Gulf of Mexico 
which I can see on the map and to which I referred to, the mouth of 
the Suwannee River ? 

Admiral Dorie. That is an Air Force area, sir. 

Mr. Bennerr. There is no airbase in there ? 

Admiral Dorie. I believe they do some of their gunnery in that 
area, SIP, 

Mr. Bennerr. You mean they come all the way down frofi Eglin 
Field? 

Admiral Dorie. Eglin or the field over there near Banana City. 

Mr. Bennerr. That isa whale of a long way away. 

That is about 300 miles away. 

The CHarrman. Now, Admiral, where did you start to make your 
inquiry as to the location of the base ? 

Did you start in Washington and go south or did you start down in 
Louisiana and Mississippi and look over that area ¢ 

Admiral Dorie. No, sir. The first thing we did was to look at a 
chart of the United States for a coastal area or an area near a gunnery 
range that would be suitable. 

And as I said, the only free space to meet the criteria which we had 
established with the advice of the Navy Department was the Lake 
Charles coastal to New Orleans area. 

The CHarrman. Now give the committee again the criteria, the 
vardsticks, that determined your selection ? 

Admiral Doyix. Yes, sir. 

The CnatrmMan. Let’s see if you drew it up so you excluded every- 
thing except this area. 

Admiral Dory. Approximity to the Gulf of Mexico. 

The Cuairman. Well, you excluded the Atlantic coast right there. 

Admiral Doyte. It already had been excluded, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrrman. Anyhow, you did not look it over. 
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Mr. Bares. Always excluded, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. It isalways excluded. Go ahead. 

Mr. Wiztson. How about the Pacific ¢ 

Admiral Dorie. I just have the Reserve training command, sir. 

The CuHarrman. Now go ahead, Admiral. 

Admiral Doyir. South of any civil airways. 

The CHairman. What is that ? 

Admiral Doysr. South of any civil airways. 

The CuatrmMan. South of any—— 

Mr. Jounson. Civil airways. 

The CHaikMAn. Civil airways 4 

Admiral Dorie. Yes, sir. 

At least 6 miles from the nearest large center of population. 

There was a stipulation that if we could orient runways as to mini 
num miles interference we could come closer. 

Relatively high ground. Near a gulf area not encumbered by other 
airfields, range areas, or overseas alrways. 

Adequate separation from other military installations, 60 miles dé 
sirable, proximity to good highway and railroad lines. 

Favorable attitude by local inhabitants. Any Government site con 
sidered must not be subject to recapture by another service in a na 
tional emergency. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, Admiral, at the very outset you excluded all 
the way from Miami up, because he said proximity to the Gulf of 
Mexico. 

So therefore you have not looked all around Glynco and Brunswick 
and Charleston and Wilmington and all that section ¢ 

Admiral Dorie. Well, as a matter of fact, Mr. Chairman, we wanted 
to go into Glynco, where there is an 8,000-foot runway. 

The Cuamman. Why didn’t you go in there? 

Now, that is what I was trying to lead up to. 

Admiral Dorie. There is the Combat Information Center school 
there. 

The Caarrman. What? 

Admiral Doyvie. The CIC school is going into that. 

The Cuatrman. You could have both of them. There is not going 
to be any interference. There is absolutely nothing in that area to 
interfere. 

Admiral Doytr. Yes, sir. 

There is the Jacksonville Training Center within a short distance. 

The Cuarrman. Jacksonville is a far way off. 

You say here 60 miies is desirable? 

Admiral Dorie. There is always balloon training or blimp training 
at Glynco, as you know. 

Seriously, we looked at every spot on the coast to see whether or not 
we could edge in, and there is not any place. And if the committee 
could tell me some place, I would be glad to know about it. 

Because we are looking now for base X. 

The Cuatrman. Then the only place you could find was where there 
were some 50 or 60 that owned the land are protesting most vigorously 

Admiral Doyier. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. And over this whole country you just found this 
little spot where the people want their homes and you say, “I am going 
to take your ewe lamb.” 
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Admiral Dorie. That is right. 

| don’t feel good about it, either, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Wirtson. Did you look over the chairman’s farm in Georgia! 

Laughter. | 

Mr. Coz. Who was on your board, Admiral ? 

\dmiral Dorie. I had four members of my staff, a representative 
from Admiral Glover’s staff and the representative of the Commandant 
of the Eighth Naval District. 

Mr. Corr. All service personnel ¢ 

Admiral Dore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Core. No civilian people? 

\dmiral Dorie. Well, we had the services of the engineer, in Lake 
Charles. 

\dmiral Perry. Shutts & Son. 

Admiral Doyrz. Mr. Shutts. 

Mir. KeLLEHER (aside). 

The Cnamman. I am inclined to think that the admiral is off on a 
limb. 

Because he already said this is the only place. I would like to know 
what you are going to do next year? 

You have to establish another one. Where are you going to put 
that ¢ 

Admiral Doyir. Well, I said the only area. 

Mr. Gavin. We won’t reach that decision until next year. 

Phe CHamRMAN. Weare discussing it right now, Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Brooks. Admiral, one of the problems down there—this is not 
inmy area. Itisin the southern part of the State. 

One of the problems down there is if you go west along that coast- 
line you get too close to Lake Charles. 

Admiral Doyte. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. If you go east you get too close to New Orleans? 

Admiral Dorie. Yes, sir; that 1s right. 

Mr. Brooks. And you have to fit it in that particular area ? 

Admiral Doyter. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. But the admiral has said, Mr. Brooks, he has to 
have 140 jet training planes per base. And he has exhausted the whole 
area, 

And he said this is the only place. And I am just wondering where 
he is going to establish the next base. 

Admiral Doyte. The only area, Mr. Chairman. 

I said this is the only area. 

The Cuatrman. The only area ? 

\dmiral Dorie. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarman. Then you will never get the fifth one, then, will 
vou 

You will stop at the fourth one? 

Admiral Doytz. We might be able to make some deals next year. 
Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Well, let’s talk about the deals before we set any 
location now. 

That is the way to talk about it. 

— members of the committee, I think we better take a recess until 
2 o'clock. 





3412 


Let’s all come back and try to reach a decision in regard to this. 
We have to go to the floor. 


(Whereupon, at 11:45 a.m. the committee was recessed, to reconvene 
at 2 p. m. the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


The Cuamman. Let the committee come to order. 

Now when the committee recessed at noon we. were still discussing 
New Iberia, La., Naval Auxiliary Air Station. 

Now, Admiral, do you have anything further to say ¢ 

You have not yet answered where you are going to put your fifth 
base, the fifth station. 

You pointed out that this was the only place that you knew of. 

Now you also pointed out you have to have another one next year. 

Admiral Dorie. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, where do you propose to go next year to try 
to find your fifth base, if you are unable to locate but this one base 
now ¢ 

Admiral Doytr. The board has been appointed, Mr. Chairman, and 
they will make a survey and recommend a site through the channels 
of the Chief of Naval Operations. 

The Cuairman. Now, what kind of gunnery fire takes place at a 
jet base? 

What kind of target do you use and what is the nature of the firing! 

Of course, it is more than merely learning how to fly the jet. You 
have to have target practice, don’t you ‘ 

Admiral Doyte. Yes, sir. 

May I let Admiral Glover answer that question, sir ¢ 

The CuHatrMan. Yes. 

Admiral Grover. Mr. Chairman, at the present time, with the 100- 
hour jet course, these young men get 17 hours of gunnery, 80 percent 
of which is air-to-air gunnery. 

They fire at a towed sleeve. The rest of it, or the other 20 percent, 
is dive bombing and rocket firing, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. How large an area, now, does it take for the firing 
at the sleeve that some other airplane flies ? 

How large an area would you cover ¢ 

Admiral Doytx. I would say about 50 or 60 miles square, sir. 

The Cuatrman. About 50 or 60 miles square ? 

Admiral Doytr. Yes, sir. 

The Caran. So therefore it is hardly feasible to have it on the 
mainland anywhere ? 

Admiral Doyter. I understand the Air Force does some shooting in 
the desert, Mr. Chairman, where they have a large area. We do some 
shooting at Fallon, Nev. 

The Cuarrman. Now, the reason I asked that question—this is off 
the record. 

(Discussion off the record. ) 

Admiral Dorie. We are in the midst of studying means whereby 
we might be able to concentrate, if coastal bases are not available, 
coastal sites are available—— 

The Cuamman. That is right. Of course—— 
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Admiral Dorie. Might be able to concentrate gunnery at two bases 
and have the elementary or the other types of flying instruction at an 
inland base. 

The CuatrMan. I think we are getting on sound ground. Because 
from what you said you are hemmed in as to bases. 

This is off the record. 

(Further discussion off the record. ) 

The CHarrMaAN. So it is running through my mind that you might 
find some Army installation that is not being used for establishing 
one of these bases on. 

Because this is a training base. Just like you are establishing a 
training base for the Army. Except you must have a range. 

Admiral Grover. (Nods.) 

The CuHarMan. Of course, that is the reason you want to be out 
in the gulf. 

And you are making a study on that? 

Admiral Dorie. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Now, you limited your inquiry entirely to the 
gulf. Now don’t you think to make a good case you ought to say that 
we have exhausted the examination of places over on the Atlantic side 
as well as the gulf? 

Admiral Doyir. Actually, Mr. Chairman, we are familiar with all 
of the stations. 

Mv command had stations all over the country. We are familiar 
with all of the areas throughout the country. 

The CHatrrman. Now, Admiral, down by Fernandina and off St. 
Maris off the southeastern coast, below Brunswick and between 
Brunswick and Fernandina, it looks like to me there is plenty of land 
down there. And it would meet your requirements of being close to 
acity. And they are on the main railroads. 

And then there is the whole Atlantic Ocean out in front of them. 

Admiral Grover. Yes, sir. But the Jacksonville complex—— 

The Cuarrman. Oh, Jacksonville flies south. It does not fly north. 
You need not worry with Jacksonville coming across that area. 

It does not come in that area. It is for the interior of the State and 
up and down the St. Johns River, and out on the Atlantic Ocean, which 
is 40 or 50 or 75 miles from St. Maris and 150 miles or 200 miles from 
Brunswick. 

Now it is magnificent country down there for something. I was just 
trying to utilize it. [Laughter. ] 

Admiral Dorie. With your permission. sir. I will introduce for 
the record a chart which shows the areas along both coasts and the 
gulf coast that have been preempted by one or the other of the services. 

The CuatrMan. Well, there is no one down there, I know. The 
only thing down there is the Navy has an ammunition depot, a little 
place called Kings Bay, which just started in. It is so isolated they 
put this base out there. And then there is something up at Glynco. 
[have never been there. But I do know that there is not much activity 
in that whole section as far as the Navy is concerned. 

Now, I know nothing down there for the Air Force. And there is 
nothing down there for the Army, except this big Camp Stewart. 

Admiral Doyte. We will certainly look into it, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I think before you commit me to any particular 
hase, all of the inquiry should be made and then come back here and 
say, “I looked everywhere and we just can’t do any better.” 
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Now we have had the Hepburn Board report. This committee con- 
sidered the Hepburn Board going out years ago and making a complete 
survey. And it started at Portland, Oreg., or Seattle and went al] 
around the coast of the United States, and then it made its 
recommendations. 

Now, you have been a little limited in your approach to this matter. 
You have only confined it to the gulf area. 

Wait 1 minute. Let’s see about the bells. 

All right, go ahead. 

Admiral Doyie. I wanted to make it clear, Mr. Chairman, this 
morning that we did not start with the gulf. But a look at the airway 
charts 

The CuarrmMan. Your standard here says: “A proximity to the Gulf 
of Mexico.” 

Well that only means over the Gulf of Mexico. You would not 
call the Atlantic Seaboard proximity to the gulf, in the language you 
use here ? 

Admiral Dorie. Well, that is right, sir, because that would be more 
desirable as it is within my command, that is close to the command 
for weather and for the transportation of the personnel that go from 
one base to another, as they progress in their training. That was 
desirable. 

The CuatrmMan. Well, then, your command is only restricted to the 
gulf? 

Admiral Doytr. No, sir. As far as the advanced training and the 
basic training commands, they are restricted to the gulf area, yes, 
sir; with the exception of 1 or 2 stations that are inland. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now this is not advanced training. This is primary training. 

Admiral Dorie. No, sir. Jet training is advanced, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Jet training is advanced training. 

Admiral Dorr. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatmrman. And the pet training; then, is restricted by some 
directive to the gulf? 

Admiral Doyie. It is desirable. 

The CHamman. Well, now where—has any order been issued that 
jet training can’t take place anywhere except in the gulf? 

Admiral Doyir. For the base No. 4, the New Iberia Base, Mr. 
Chairman, it was essential that it be near a place where we could have 
a gunnery area and the gulf had the only—— 

The CHairman. If you could find a gunnery area somewhere else, 
why doesn’t that meet all your requirements ? 

Admiral Doytr. I assure you, Mr. Chairman, we have looked and 
there are no coastal gunnery areas available. 

The CHatrman. Well, the gunnery area is just on the ocean or the 
gulf. 

Admiral Doytr. Yes, sir; but they are preempted, sir, except for 
that stretch from New Orleans—I would not believe it until I looked 
into it myself, 

The Cuarmman. Well, now, there is another thing that is run 
through my mind. You know the gulf has great oil possibilities and 
a great deal of commerce is out in the gulf. 
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And these off-shore oil wells are very close to the Louisiana coast. 
And the water out there is not very deep in proportion to other depths, 
and it is being developed all off that coast. 

Now why will not this kind of constant dropping of bombs and gun 
lire interfere out there. 

Admiral DoyLe. It would interfere. We could not do it if there 
were any drilling or any shipping out there, yes, sir. I agree with you. 

The CuarrMAN. Well, there is shipping out there, isn’t there? 

Admiral DoyLe. Not—— 

The CHairMAN,. And you do not know where they are going to bring 
in any oil fields, do you ¢ 

Admiral DoyLe. Well, they have not brought them in, sir, yet. 

The CHairman. All right. That may be true. And they did not 
have these tours around these places. And they did not have these 
towns built up, that we have to appropriate $23 million to get rid of 
how. 

So it looks like to me it is good thinking and a sound way to approach 
the thing to try to eliminate it by the long-range vision, any likelihood 
that is going to interfere with it. 

Suppose, for instance, you go out here at New Iberia and build this 
station and go 40 or 50 or 60 miles out in the gulf and go to dropping 
bombs and some oil people begin to develop oil strikes and are bringing 
in oil, what are you going to do? 

Why, somebody is going to suffer then. 

Now you've got to think all those things out. 

Now we know that there is valuable oil out in the gulf off the Loui- 
siana coast. And it is being developed and is probably the greatest 

nd in the United States. And it is going to be developed as the years 
roll by and when they begin to exhaust the fields on the mainland why 
they will all be out in the gulf. 

And they are sinking big wells all over the gulf, 50 and 60 miles away 
from the shore. 

Now you are coming right in there and going to cover them like an 
umbrella, with bombs dropping all over there. 

Admiral Dorie. Well, sir, I believe that the area that we have se- 
lected is probably freer from those possibilities than any other along 
the coast. 

Pires CHammMan. Well, now, Admiral, with all deference to that 

tatement, that is just a statement without any foundation at all. You 
are just hoping that. Because you made no examination at all along 
that owe We do not know what is going to develop out there. 

Admiral Dorie. We have been alerted, Mr. Chairman, to the fact 
that there is a possibility of oil drilling along the coast. 

The CuHatrmMan. That is right. 

Because we have that definitely off Corpus Christi. 

You know that ? 

Admiral Doytr. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. And everybody in Louisiana knows it. And every 

body in the Southeast knows it. Because that is where we are getting 
our gas. And that is where we are getting our petroleum, down there, 
out of the Louisiana fields. And we are very anxious all along the 
eastern seaboard to see the development. Even up to this extent, be- 
cause it will mean big pipelines built from those oilfields on up. 
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Yet you are coming in here now and asking to start off with a $24 
million plant there that will probably mean "$23 million more spent 
in the next few years. 

And about that time they will bring in some of those oilfields out 
in the gulf. Then what would you do? 

Then who would get out of the picture?) Would it be the Navy or 
would it be the oil producer? 

Anyhow, some regulation will have to take place. 

Admiral Dorie. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now you would not be confronted with that out 
in the Atlantic Ocean over on the east side because we know there is 
no oil out in that section. 

And we know another thing, that the commerce in that section is 
not as heavy as it is in the oulf. 

The gulf is constantly he aving ships from Galveston into New Or 
leans and all of the trade that comes into New Orleans all has to come 
in through the gulf. And this is not very far from New Orleans, 
either. 

Mr. Hess. About 70 miles. 

The Cuairman. Yes, about 70 miles from New Orleans. 

One of the greatest ports in the country. And you are jeopardizing 
it. Skippers come in there in the nighttime or the daytime and look 
up and see a jet flying over him and he does not know whether he is 
going to drop a bomb or not—why he is in a precarious position. 
| Laughter. | 

Now, I do think, and I am serious about this: I am going to put this 
where it is necessary, as far as my one vote is concerned, and I am going 
to have high regard and deference to the conclusion of you distin 
guished officers of the Navy. 

But I do think, before you ask us to commit ourselves, you ought 
to exhaust all over the complete Southeast or anywhere else and say 
“Now, we have looked everywhere and we can’t find any other place, 
and so we just have to ask you. 

But you have not done th: at. You have come in here and you said, 
“My inquiry has been restricted only to the gulf.” 

Admiral Doytx. Mr. Chairman, I can tell you in all sincerity that 
we have exhausted every possibility, and that area there is the only 
logical area left in the United States as a suitable site for a jet train- 
ing base. 

The Cuarrman. Then, from your study, you are positive from your 
viewpoint that there is no other place in that area except this particular 
place where the people who own the property do not want you to come / 

Admiral Doyte. I do not believe that I could honestly recommend 
any other site because of a number of reasons, one of which is that 
other sites have advantages but they have the danger of flooding 

Other sites, the gr ound would require expensive fills. This is the 
most economical site that we discovered. 

And in connection with the survey of the board, I know of no board 
that spent a longer time looking for one site. 

The CHatrmMan. How long did you spend? 

Admiral Doytr. From October until about 3 weeks ago. We are 
still looking for another site. I told you this morning that we tried 
awfully hard not to select New Iberia, sir. 
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Mr. Core. Mr. Chairman. I am quite impressed that the Navy now 
is seeking high ground, because I remember back during the wartime 
almost invariably the place the Navy sought was some place they 
had to dump and fill in a lot of dirt. 

Mr. Hess. They are still doing that. 

Mr. Corr. So I am surprised there is a change at least in this one 
instance. 

But curiously, Admiral, apparently there are other sites which 
would be suitable except for the flooding hazard. 

Now tell me how much more would it cost to fill that land ? 

Admiral Dore. I think that the site of Abbeville would cost about 
5 or $6 million more. 

Mr. Cote. Well 
Admiral Doytr. Because of the fill required. It is extensive swamp- 
land. 

Mr. Coir. Five or six million as against what / 

Admiral Doyte. In the total—New Iberia is $24 million. 

Mr. Coir. Well, I am just talking for the land. 

How much of the $24 million at Iberia is land ? 

Admiral Doyte. What is the amount for that?’ It is $2 million. 
| have the figure; just a minute, sir; $2,300,000. 

Mr. Hess. $2.915,000, the book says: 4.500 acres, $2,915,000, they 
estimate. 

Admiral DoyLr. Yes. 

Mr. Conte. $3 million, then. 

You mean to say that comparable land which would have to be 
filled would cost $9 million, as against the $3 million? 

Admiral Doytz. No, sir. The Jand—I do not know what the price 
of the land would be. I think it would be much less than the Abbeville 
area. But the fill would be very expensive. 

Mr. Corz. I would think it would be considerably less in the Abbe- 
ville, if that is the area, than in the Iberia ? 

Admiral Doyir. Oh, yes, I think it is about half. 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Cole-—— 

Mr. Cote. High ground fertile land is only twice what low marsh- 
land would be worth? 

Admiral Dorix. Did you want to answer that / 

Mr. Corr. The spread would be greater than that. 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Cole, the $5 million extra figure that the 
Admiral speaks of includes more than the cost of making the land 
usable for this particular purpose. Because of the ground water 
conditions and so forth at the Abbeville site, you would have much 
more complicated foundation conditions and the building costs would 
go up there tremendously. 

The 5 million is not alone for land acquisitions. 

Mr. Core. And fill? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir; that is right. 

Mr. Coir. The added construction costs / 

Admiral Perry. That is right. 

The CHarrMan. Well, now, then, we understand this. 

That the people who own this land on which New Iberia will have 
to be based, located, are very, very much opposed to you coming in 
there and buying it, is that right ? 
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Admiral Doyte. I think about 50 percent 
opposed, they are fanatical about it. 

The Carman. Fanatical? 

Admiral Doyte. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. And 50 it has been called to my attention that they 
are going a little bit beyond fanatical. 

They are keeping powder. They said they do not want anybody 
to come down there. ' 

Now is that the kind of a place we want to put a station? The 
committee wants to locate them—where we are going to have local 
cooperation at least from the people who we take the land away 
from. It is a cruel thing just to go out and take homes away from 
people, when all this great country of ours is here available to use 
and so many people will be willing to dispose of their land and go, 
and to go take the man’s property away from him. 

He is fanatical. He just lived on it, for generations and genera 
tions. These are Cajuns, aren’t they ? 

Admiral Dorie. Some of them are; yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. That is right exactly. 

Now they come on down there and have been living there for 150 
years, with their families, and they want to stay there. You say this 
is the only place, in all this great country of ours. 

Mr. Core. Mr. Chairman, I do not think this is the first time that 
any landowner has resented giving up his land when the Government 
has asked him to give it up. 

The Cuatrman. Not in such large numbers. 

Mr. Core. I know many times this committee has been disturbed 
with that problem. 

The CHarrmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Core. It is most regrettable that public interest requires that 
a private homeowner, farmer, or whatever he may be, has to surrender 
his land. 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Corr. But I do not think I am quite ready yet for—you say 
there are about 50 of them down there—to load up muskets and scare 
me off to go some place else. 

If you are convinced—and you made a study of all the areas avail- 
able and this is the only spot that will meet your requirements, I am 
not going to say “No.” 

Mr. Brooxs. Admiral, may I ask you a question? 

Admiral Doyte. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Do you say you examined that St. Landry site, and 
the one they have suggested outside of Opelousas ? 

Admiral Doyte. Yes, sir; did I, not personally, but one of the 
board did. 

Captain Martin, which member of the board investigated that site! 

The Cuarrman. Come around, please, sir. 

Admiral Doytz. I could answer the question. It is north of the 
airways and while desirable in certain respects it did not meet as many 
of the stipulations‘as other sites. 

Mr. Brooxs. You say it did not meet as many of the stipulations 

What do you mean by that? 

Admiral Doyte. In other words, it was north of the airways, Mr. 
Brooks. It actually was not bad real estate from the real estate point 


of them are not only 





and 
the 
site ? 


* the 
nany 


1oOns. 


Mr. 


yoint 


3419 


of view. It was too far from the gulf. It was, as a matter of fact, 
so in the middle of the airways, as this chart I have here will show, 
that we just disregarded it because of that. 

Mr. Brooks. What about that location you have at Houma, which 
has been referred to I think by you and others? 

Admiral Doyie. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. You said something about the quality of the soil was 
not the same. 

What is that? 

Admiral Doyur. I will ask for some expert testimony on that, sir. 
My knowledge of it is that last October the Navy Department directed 
me to make an alternate or select an alternate site or recommend an 
alternate site to Houma, and apparently as the result of an engineering 
study that they had made of Houma and after the engineering study 
had been made of New Iberia, the comparison with Houma showed 
it was not as good as New Iberia and would be more expensive to 
construct. 

Furthermore, it would not be capable of expansion as New Iberia 
might. 

Mr. Jonnson. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarmman. Mr. Johnson. 

Mr. Jounson. May I ask him a question ? 

A good many years ago I got into a big lawsuit over a reservoir 
site which contained a number of farms and other things. And after 
we litigated the case for 60 days, we finally found out that the reason 
they were fighting so hard was not because they were losing their 
homes but they wanted to pump the price up higher and higher. 

Is that the situation down there perhaps ¢ 

Admiral Doyte. I don’t believe so, sir. I believe that the opposi- 
tion grew in tempo because of the statements of the people who offered 
the land without consulting it. 

I believe that started the whole trouble. 

Mr. Cote. What? Say that again, will you, Admiral. 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, repeat that. 

Admiral Doyte. I believe the officials of the town, in good faith, 
offered us this land on October 19 at an open hearing we held in New 
Orleans. 

They had a representative from the landowners. And they will 
produce testimony to you when you hear them, as I understand the 
chairman has agreed to do, which will give you an idea of how this 
opposition grew in intensity as the time went on. 

I myself have rumors from the farmers that their chickens won’t lay 
eggs when the jets go over, that the cows won’t give milk when the 
jets go over. Now those people there believe that. 

Mr. Jounson. You say + were hurt because the town did not 
notify them that they were giving you a chance to obtain this property. 

Admiral Doyte. I believe that the reason that the opposition got 
so violent. 

Mr. Jounson. I think it is a natural instinct. 

Admiral Dorie. I agree with you that way. 

Mr. Jonnson. For them to feel that way ? 

Admiral Dove. Yes, sir: 

Mr. Hess. The people in the town favor it, do they ¢ 
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Admiral Doyte. Everybody—there are 45,000 people in the parish. 
Every letter I got from the landowners I get 30 or 40 from the others, 

Mr. Hess. That is 48,000 as against 50? 

Admiral Dorie. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now I think this. Now I have tried to do my level 
best to see if there is any place that I could get the Admiral to look 
except this one place. 

It looks like the longer I examine him the stronger he gets com. 
mitted to this one particular place. 

So I better leave him alone along that line. 

But I understand that some people who own the land down there 
want to protest before the committee. 

Didn’t I agree to ask the committee to let one representative come 
to—— 

Mr. Keviener. One against and one for, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Here is all the witness you need for it. He has too 
strong an opinion now. 

Then suppose we notify—if it is satisfactory to the committee. Be- 
fore we go along with the Admiral, we at least ought to give the 
people who want to protest an opportunity to protest. 

Now, is that satisfactory / 

Mr. Hess. Don’t you think some of the other townfolks who favor it 
should appear also? 

The Cuatrman. No. As far as I am concerned, this is the only 
place the Navy has recommended, and we can’t try and select some 
other site ourselves. 

We made a mistake before. 

Mr. Hess. No. Mr. Chairman, I mean this. The admiral said there 
were 45,000 people that favored it and 50 that opposed it. 

The Cuairman. All right. 

Mr. Hess. I think we should have one representative of those 45,000 
people. 

Mr. Smart. There is. 

Mr. Ke.ieuer. I believe you have agreed to that, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Notify whoever we got to testify to send one representative here 
for it and send somebody from those landowners who are against it. 

Mr. Keiieuer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmrman. And we will hold it off until they can get here. 

Mr. Kevieuer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Core. Mr. Chairman, let me ask. 

How many students can you train per airplane? 

For instance, at each base you say you have about 140 planes. 

Now, that would train how many students? 

Admiral Dove. One hundred and eighty, sir. 

Mr. Corr. One hundred and forty planes to 180 students? 

Admiral Doy.r. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. I would like to ask a few questions for my own informa- 
tion. It might be of some benefit to the committee. 

Now before a student comes to take this jet training he has had 
preliminary training, hasn’t he? 

Admiral Doyrir. Yes, sir. 
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He has had from 170 to 200 hours in a propeller-type trainer, con- 
ventional. 

Mr. Bray. About how long a period of time is that over, 3 months 
or 6 months? 

Admiral Dorie. No, sir. It is 1 year, counting his preflight period 
of 4 months, where he does not fly. He has 8 months of preliminary 
flight training. 

Mr. Bray. So he has had 1 year’s training before he comes to the 
jet, this jet school as you call it ? 

Admiral DoyLe. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Now how long is he there / 

Admiral Dorie. He is there about 6 months, sir. The total course 

about 17 months for aviation cadets. 

About 16, 15 months for officers. 

Mr. Bray. But he would be at jet school 6 months ¢ 

Admiral Dorie. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Now I believe I asked one of you that just before lunch. 

You do not have certain classes. You just bring in so much every 
week or every month. 

Admiral Doyuer. Yes, sir, every week, si 

Mr. Bray, So then in the course of a year, if 3,000 people will go 
through there, at no time would there be more than 1,500 there at one 
time in all these schools; is that approximately correct / 

Admiral Doyir. No, sir. Our output every year is—well, this 


vear it will be 3,120. 


Mr. Bray. My question was: If 3,100 people—let’s just say 3,000 to 
iiake it easier arithmetic. 

Admiral Dorie. Yes. 

Mr. Bray. If 3,000 people go through those schools, there would 
only be 1,500 people there at any one time / 

Admiral Dorie. You mean in the Corpus Christi area ¢ 

Mr. Bray. No. Iam talking about—let’s say you are taking 3,000— 
let’s say 3,100 to make it exact. 

You are taking, or 3,100 people are going through jet training in 
the year 1955? 

Admiral Doyrx. I must have misled you, sir. 

Forgive me. Only 46 percent of the students take jets, 

Others get multiengine. Others get conventional attack-type 
training. 

Mr. Bray. All right. Let’s say, then—how many people are going 
through jet training every year, under your plan? 

Admiral Dorie. How many you have right now, would you say? 

Mr. Bray. Just roughly. 

Admiral Grover. Yes. I am trying to figure it out, sir. Excuse 
me just. a minute. 

We have jets right now. We have 280—330 multiplied by 120 per- 
cent—pretty close to 400 people taking the jet course right now. 

Mr. Bray. In the course of a year how many people do you expect 
to turn out trained in jets, when you get to your capac ity? 

Admiral Grover. Fifty percent of ‘the 31—just about 50 percent of 
the 3,100. 

Mr. Bray. All right, that is 1,500. 

Admiral Doyte. That is right. 

55066—55—No. 20-84 
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Mr. Bray. They take 6 months to go through the jet training. 

Admiral Grover. That is right. 

Mr. Bray. Then at no time will you have over 750. 

In rough, you will have 750 people taking jet training at one time? 

Admiral Doyrtx. That is pretty close to it. 

Mr. Bray. Because as one goes out the other comes in the pipeline! 

Admiral Doyte. Yes. 

Mr. Bray. So you will net be training 1,500 jet pilots at any one 
time ? 

Admiral Dorr. No, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Roughly, you will be training 750, or approximately ¢ 

Admiral Dorie. This you can figure almost exactly. 

If you have 720 jet aircraft, you multiply that by 120 percent and 
that is what your student load is. 

Mr. Bray. I see. 

Admiral Doyie. All right. 

That is the answer to all your questions. 

One hundred and twenty percent of the number of planes anywhere 
any time will be your jet load. 

Mr. Bray. I see. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman. 

Could we ask the admiral to blow up some copies of his map and 
give them to the members of the committee ? 

Admiral Dorie. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. I would like to see that map myself and I believe the 
other members would, too. 

If it were a little larger we could see it from there, but we can’t. 

Admiral Doyte. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kelleher, I suggest you advise Mr. Willis, 
whose district this place is located in, that the committee is perfectly 
willing to hear 1 advocate and 1 opposition witness on New Iberia. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir; I shall. 

The CHatrMan. We are not opening up the conversation any fur- 
ther than New Iberia. 

Admiral Dore. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. That is where the Department says is the place 
to go. 

Admiral, if you are as diligent and as persistent in instructing these 
students as you are forceful in putting these views across, you will 
make a very fine record down there. 

Admiral Doris. Thank you very much, 

The Cuatrman. There is no need, I do not think, for you two 
admirals to stay here any longer about this matter. 

Now, members of the committee—thank you very much, Admiral, 
you and Admiral Glover. 

Admiral Dorie. Thank you very much. 

Admiral Guiover. Thank you. 

The CHarrMan. To digress a little, I am going to ask Mr. Kelleher 
to give you, each of you, a copy of a hearing that was held before 
the Government Operations Committee on a controversial item we 
are going to have up in the next few days. 

I hope every one of you will read it. 

I have read every line of this. This is in regard to the proposed 
Baltimore-Wright-Patterson move of the ARDC. : 
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Now read this so you will know all about it when we bring in that 
hearing. 

Now turn to the page in the book—where did we leave off ¢ 

I want everybody to read that. If you read that, you won’t ask 
so many questions. [Laughter. | | 

Now, Admiral Boone. 

Mr. JoHnson. How about the chairman! Will that stop you? 

The CHarrMaNn. Well, the chairman has to sort of guide you. 

Mr. Jounson. That is right. 

The Caamman. Now, I want everybody to read those hearings, 
because it is very valuable information conducted by another com- 
mittee, and we are going to go into that. 

Now, Admiral Boone, you are Superintendent of the Naval Acad- 
emy, are you not? 

Admiral Boonr. Yes, sir. 

The CHArmrMAN. What items in this bill refer to the Naval Acad- 
emy, Mr. Kelleher? Where are they in the bill? 

Mr. Lanxrorb. Page 26, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Ketuener. Page 26, line 10, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMAN. Page 26. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Line 10. 

The Cuarrman. Oh, yes, Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md., utilities, 
$182,000. All right. 

Now, since the 80th Congress we have authorized $22,929,200, and 
they have contracted for $5,492,341. And in this bill they are asking 
for $182,000. 

Now, is this a statement from the admiral ? 

Mr. KeLiener. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMANn. Now, members of the committee, this is Admiral 
Boone, the Superintendent of the Naval Academy. And I have 
asked him to come over here to talk to us, as there are certain ques- 
tions I want to raise with him. 

Now, Admiral, the committee is delighted to have you here. We 
are sorry we had to cause some delay before you were permitted to 
testify. 

Now, you make your statement in your own way, without inter- 
ruption. 

Admiral Boont. Thank you, sir. 

[ understood that I was called here, Mr. Chairman, to state the need 
of the Naval Academy for an airfield. 

The CuHarrman. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Boonr. I have a prepared statement which I should like 
to read. 

The CHatrman. Good. 

Admiral Boonr. I think it will take 5 or 6 minutes. 

The CHatrman. Now, to make the record clear, I some time ago said 
to the admiral that when we had the public-works bill up I wanted to 
lay before the committee the subject matter of establishing at Annap- 
olis an airfield. It does not appear in the bill, and the admiral is 
appearing at the request of me, as chairman of the committee, to 
develop the subject matter to see whether it is a subject with which 
we should deal. 

Now, Admiral, go ahead. 
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Admiral Boone. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, as 
Superintendent of the United States Naval Academy, it is my respor 
sibility to deliver to the fleet each year a group of graduates who are 
fully prepared and qualified to perform the duties and discharge tye 
responsibilities of junior officers, and who possess a sound educational 
and indoctrinational foundation for future professional development. 

Having regard for the technological development and changes in 
naval warfare over the last. four decades, it is as necessary for today’s 
naval officer, whether pilot or not, to be familiar with the basic char 
acteristics, capabilities, limitations, operational techniques, and tactics 
of naval aircraft as it is for him to possess a fundamental knowledge 
of ships. He must have an ingrained and abiding air-consciousness 
and air-mindedness. 

Reflecting the trend in the development of our modern Navy and 
Marine Corps, approximately 50 percent, I am told, of the total re 
sources, in terms of men and money, available to our Naval Establish 
ment is now being allocated to activities directly associated with naval 
and Marine Corps aviation. In my opinion, the educational curricu 
lum and indoctrinational program at the Naval Academy have not 
kept pace with this transition in our fleet. It is my considered judg 
ment that the aviation segment of the course at the Naval Academy) 
requires substantial strengthening, if this institution is to continue 
to fulfill its assigned mission. 

Since the Navy’s first air facility was activated at the Naval Acad 
emy in 1911, an adequate air station for the Naval Academy has been 
a growing requirement. Parenthetically, West Point has an air sta- 
tion, and, of course, the new Air Force Academy will have one. 

The requirement for a Naval Academy airfield has been officia!|) 
recognized for the past 12 years, yet, for one reason or another, the 
Naval Academy still does not have adequate facilities for the educa- 
tion and indoctrination of future officers in the field of modern naval 
aviation. 

In this air age, when naval aviation is the very spearhead of our 
modern naval striking and antisubmarine forces, and when the future 
role of naval aviation in our country’s defense looms more vital and 
demanding than ever before, this situation has become wholly 1 
tenable in principle. As stated by the Board of Visitors to the Nava! 
Academy in 1947, and echoed in substance by competent authorities 
many times since, “At this time it would seem as inappropriate for 
the Naval Academy to be without an airfield of the highest military 
type as for it to be without a harbor and major waterways adjace 
thereto.” 

While the report to the President by this year’s Board of Visitors 
has not yet been released for publication, I believe that it would not 
be out of order for me to inform this committee that, taking all factors 
into consideration, this year’s Board considered it vitally necessary) 
that construction of a Naval Academy airfield proceed at the earliest 
practicable date. It is noteworthy that the Congress, in 1948, ap 
proved this project in principle by authorizing funds in the amount 
of $12 million for the construction of an airfield at the Naval Acad 
emy. Funds were never appropriated, however, and this authorization 
is no longer in effect. 

At the present time we have a small seaplane facility on the Severn 
River opposite the Naval Academy proper. All indoctrinational pilot 
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training of midshipmen is carried on in N3N-type seaplanes. ‘This 
's an obsolete single float biplane trainer which has been in service 
since 1934. There are a total of 48 of this type remaining in existence, 
of which we shall pel operate 40 this summer and next fall. 

I might interpose to say that the actual number that we operate 
depends upon the size of our classes, which varies a little bit. 

Some feel that indoctrinating midshipmen in this obsolete type is 
worse than no indoctrination at all, but I don’t agree. 

Beginning this coming August, these N3N’s will reach the end of 
their normal service life, and the last is scheduled to go out of service 

| November 1957. By that time, it is probable that the number avail- 
bl - will be reduced below our operational needs, by virtue of normal 
attrition. Major spares are already becoming scarce. The Navy does 
not contemplate procuring a replacement seaplane since to do so for 
this one purpose would not be a Furthermore, we do not 
favor replacement with a new seaplane trainer type since our sea- 
plane pesca operations are seriously hampered whenever we have 
winds over 18 knots or temperatures below 28° F. The schedule of 
midshipmen is so jampacked that time lost cannot be made up. 

In the light of these factors, it is evident that unless new provisions 
ire started now, there will be an interrution of indoctrinational flight 
training at the Naval Academy. Studies have indicated that it would 
be uneconomical and unsatisfactory to conduct such training else 
where. 

[t is my firm conviction, gentlemen, that provision of a modern air 
activity as an integral and intimate part of a midshipman’s life 
the Naval Academy where midshipmen can study modern fleet air- 
seo in operation, is a major and urgent requirement to enable us to 

tinue to attract young men of the ‘desired caliber, and in sufficient 
nu eR oi to meet the future needs of the Navy. 

Through a preliminary engineering survey, we have selected what 
we consider to be a satisfactory site for the establishment of an air- 
field to meet the needs of the Naval Academy. 

In this connection, it is important to realize that the countryside 
in the general vicinity of the Naval Academy is undergoing rapid 
deve lopme nt, and asa result the difficulties attendant upon the ac quisi- 
tion Of a suitable airfield site, and the prospective price, are increasing 
on an aseending scale. These appear to be added reasons for procure- 
inent of the land for an airfield at the earliest possible date, if an air- 
‘eld is ever to be provided at all. 

The Chief of Naval Operations is aware of the urgent need for an 

field at the Naval Academy. Incident to my formal recommenda- 
tion in the premises, the possibility of including such an item in the 
Navy's request for public works under the fiscal 1956 budget was 
usidered in the Navy Department in February, but the Secretary of 
e Navy and the Chief of Naval Operations felt at that time that 
the studies of the posi! had not progressed sufficiently for it to be 
included in the Navy (a for fiscal 1956. I now understand 
through discussion with Navy Department officials that these studies 

ave now progressed to the point that the Department is ready to 
proceed with the project now, 

The Cuamman. Thank you very much, Admiral. 


( 
] 
} 
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Now, there are just a few questions I want to ask to clear up. You 
say back in 1948—my recollection has been refreshed by your state- 
ment—we did authorize—— 

Admiral Boone. $12 million, sir. 

The CHairman, $12 million, 

Admiral Boone. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrMan. Now, you say that authorization—that was for the 
establishment of an airfield there. You say that authorization died. 

Admiral Boonr. It was rescinded by Public Law 209 of the 83d 
Congress, 

The Cuatrman,. Allright. Then it has been rescinded. 

Admiral Boone. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Now, what recommendation did the Board of 
Visitors make this spring when they were over there. 

Admiral Boone. They recommended, sir, that the construction of 
a suitable airfield for the Naval Academy be started at the earliest 
practicable date. They felt it was an urgent need. 

The CHatrman. Now, have any plans been worked out whereby if 
we authorize it it can go forward without undue delay ¢ 

Admiral Boong. We have made a preliminary engineeri ‘ing study of 
various sites, which we call a feasibility study, and one site has been 
selected. If we had the money, we could proceed immediately with 
the negotiations for the acquisition of the property and the necessary 
easements, avigation easements and right-of-way easements. 

The Cuarrman. Then there would be no trouble in starting it off 

oon as we get the appropriation and those clearances. You have 
it all tentatively mapped out ? 

\dmiral Boon. ithat is correct, sir. 

The Cnuarrman. Admiral, what type of training would be given at 
the Academy’ To what extent would the midshipmen be instructed 

Admiral Boonr. The midshipmen receive approximately 14 hours 
of actual in-flight indoctrinational training. They also receive in- 
struction, practical imstruetion in the tactics and techniques and the 
characteristics of modern fleet aviation. 

[n addition to the training of the midshipmen, we have assigned to 
the Naval Academy an average of 105 pilots, and that includes some 
Air Force pilots, who must keep up their proficiency in training. 
That would also be carried out. 

Those are the two principal categories of flight training which would 
be carried on at this field. 

The Coatrman. Now, Admiral, have you with vou the recomm 
tion of the Board of Visitors this year ? 

(dmiral Boonr. No, sir, I have not. 

The Cuamman. Now, Mr. Kelleher, for the benefit of the com 
tee, I have two letters I would like to have you read. Here is a lett 
from Admiral Moreell, of May 14, and gives a little informatio 

I am going to ask the admiral, after he reads it. Read out w 
Admiral Moreell says. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

The letter is dated May 4, 1955: 

My main purpose in writing this letter is to urge that you read the 1955 report 
of the Board of Visitors to the Naval Academy. You may have noted that I 
elected Chairman of the Board of Visitors this year. This is the third year that 
I have served on the Board and I believe it is fair to say that this yea 
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Board made a more intensive study and analysis of the operation of the Naval 
Academy and of its needs than in the 2 previous years. 

If you will examine the Board’s report, you will note, under the heading 
“Physical Plants,” that the Board placed special emphasis on the three projects, 
as follows: 

Facilities for aviation training, $16,900,000; reclaiming land for outdoor train- 
ing areas, $7,700,000; extension of Bancroft Hall (midshipmen’s dormitory), 
$7,500,000. 

I will not burden you with the detailed reasons for emphasizing these three 
projects. They are given in the report. 

I feel very strongly that the training of midshipmen who will constitute the 
core of the officer personnel of the Navy is the very poorest place to effect 
economies, 

Members of the Senate and House who were members of the Board of Visitors 
and who signed the report were Senator Dirksen, of Illinois, Congressmen 
Hébert, of Louisiana, O’Hara of Minnesota, Ostertag, of New York, Natcher, 
of Kentucky, and Lankford, of Maryland. 

It is my understanding that an authorization bill is now before your com- 
mittee. I respectfully urge that the three projects which I have listed above 
be included in that bill. 

With kindest regards, I am, 

Very sincerely yours, 
BEN MOREEL!. 


The CiairmMan. Give me that letter a minute. 

Admiral, will you briefly tell us now—then from Adimral Moreell’s 
letter, the Chairman of the Board of Visitors, $16,900,000 would be 
sullicient for facilities for aviation training, and reclaiming land for 
vutcoor training area, would that be in addition to the aviation field 
or would it be a part and parcel of it? 

Admiral Boonr. That is quite separate, sir. 


The CuarrMan. Quite separate? 

Admiral Boonr. Yes, sir. 

The CiarrMan. Now, give us some information in regard to that. 

Admiral Boonr. I consider that the two most important—— 

The Cuarrman. Wait 1 minute, Admiral. Here is the Board of 
Visitors’ recommendation. Put this in the record. 

Mr. Ketiener. It hasn’t been released by the President. 

The CuarrMan. It hasn’t? 

Mr. Kettener. No, sir. 

The CuarrMan. You better not put it in. 

then we shouldn't have read this letter / 

Mr. Keviener. I think reading the letter was all right. 

The Cuarman. All right. ! 

Mr. Brooks. That is in the admiral’s statement, the reference to it. 
So it is all right. 

Admiral Boonr. I consider that the two most urgent needs of the 
Naval Academy at this time are the airfield and this land fill project 
which includes a reclaiming of 60.5 acres from the Severn River and 
from the bay to the eastward of the Naval Academy. 

The airfield project, as you know, is not a part of the Navy's request 
The fill will be included in the Navy's request for fiscal year 1957 
The fill land is needed primarily for additional outdoor playing field 
areas. A small part of that acreage would be used for the constru 
tion of further buildings, notably, in all probability barracks build 
Ings. 

The Cuatrman. What about Bancroft Hall? Will that be 
156 program 4 
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Admiral Boonr. Mr. Chairman, Bancroft Hall was designed for a 
capacity of 2,500 midshipmen, with a maximum design capacity of 
2,858. Our brigade at the beginning of a year has been running from 
thirty-six to thirty-eight hundred. We have had as many as 3,800 
midshipmen living in Bancroft Hall, which has a maximum design 
capacity of 2,858. 

That results in very considerable crowding, which handicaps the 
midshipmen not only in their living but in their studies. However, 
I do not feel that that is one of our most pressing needs. If we are 
going to continue to have that many midshipmen, up from thirty-four 
to thirty-eight hundred, we will certainly need an addition to Ban- 
croft Hall. 

I consider the more urgent needs in the category of needs to bring 
our facilities up to the number that we now feel that we are almost 
sure to have in the future, which may be slightly below the 3,800 figure 
that I have mentioned. So that I don’t put the urgency of the Ban- 
croft Hall addition quite on the same level as the urgency of the air- 
field and this additional land. 

The Cuarrman. Of course it is a highly important project that 
sooner or later the committee must deal with. Because if you have 
only the capacity there of about twenty-five to twenty-eight hundréd 
and you have about thirty-odd hundred, no doubt it is very crowded, 
and that has a tendency to have its effect upon the students. 

It is just a little bit too crowded. But we won't take these last two 
items up recommended by the Board of Visitors. But we certainly 
should pass on this first item : $16,900,000. 

Now, let me ask the Bureau of Yards and Docks: Are you having 
any plans at all in regard to it? 

Admiral Perry. We have no detailed plans, Mr. Chairman. We 
have only the feasibility studies which have been made to determine 
a proper location for the field itself. 

The Cuarrman. Is there any area over there suitable for an air- 
field ¢ 

Admiral Perry. Sir? 

The Cuarmman., Is there any area over there / 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir; we have picked a site. 

The Cuarrman. You have picked a site ? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, members of the committee, I have been 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, at that point, after the authorization 
was granted in 1948, wasn’t there considerable controversy about the 
land in that particular area for the site for the proposed airbase? 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Gavin, there was. The site for that airfield 
was at a location known as Sandy Point, which is over across the 
Severn River from the Naval Academy proper, and very close to the 
western terminus of the Chesapeake Bay Bridge. 

We would not propose to locate in that particular locale at the 
present time, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Then there is no controversy over any particular sites. 
You do have a site available, or you have 

Admiral Perry. We have a site selected, Mr. Gavin. Now, whether 
it be available or not, we would have to go into that. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, that is what I was trying to find out. 

Admiral Perry. Yes. 
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Mr. Gavin. Are we going to get into another controversy if the 
committee does go ahead and authorizes it again ? 

The Cuarrman. Of course, we will probably get in some contro- 
versy. But bear in mind what Mr. Cole said, that the public interest 
comes first. 

Off the record. 

(Further statement off the record. ) 

‘The CHairman. The public interest comes first. 

Mr. Brooks. In that connection, Mr. Chairman, that the publie in- 
terest comes first, I agree with you on that. I want to ask the ques- 
tion of the admiral: 

After we put in Stewart Field at West Point, wasn’t there some 
misgiving ewan as to the advisability of spending that much 
money up there, in putting in a private flying field at West Point, and 
didn’t they finally try to change the mission so that it would not be 
for that purpose / 

Admiral Prrry. [ would be unable to answer that question, Mr. 
Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. I went up there to inspect it before it was built and 
afterward, and it occurs to me—it has been some time ago—there was 
doubt of the advisability of having acquired that as a flying field for 
West Point. And isn’t it now being used for another purpose / 

Admiral Perry. I think the Army would have to answer that 
Iam not familiar with it. 

Mr. Brooxs. But the reason I am asking you is that part of your 
case is based pe the fact—your case is based upon the — of oe 
need for the Naval Ac ademy for a flying field. I would be for 
but it would seem to me that ought to be looked into. 

The CuatrmMan. Of course, Mr. Brooks, the Army built its airfield 
there while the Air Force officers are going to school there. But that 
was primarily a military academy and there is no need and justifica- 
tion at the military academy because they are not involved in aviation 
like the Navy. 

Now, the Navy— 

Mr. Brooks. But at that time the Air Force was a part of the Army 

The Cuatrrman. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. Right now your Army has aviation, too. 

The CHatrman. Yes, I know; but it hasn’t anything like the Air 
Force. 

Mr. Brooxs. I just wanted to be sure that they were aware. 

The Cyairman. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Brooks. Apparently they are not aware of it. I think they 
ought to be conversant before we go ahead and spend $16 million for 
something that later on they will find out they don’t need as badly 
as they think they do. 

Admiral Boone. I am—— 

The Cuarrman. You see. you have 10,000 planes in the Navy. Now, 
that has been siven out. We have a tremendous naval aviation. I 
don’t know how close to the Air Force it is, but certainly it is a very 
large organization. 

I think they are on sound grounds to have it. 

Mr. Brooxs. I certainly don’t want to do anything to hurt them. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Brooks. If that is what they need. 
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Mr. bares. Admiral, how far is your dairy farm from the Academy 
proper ¢ 

Admiral Boonr. Approximately 11 miles, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Isn’t that too far away to establish this sort of a base’ 

Admiral oonr. That was considered as a possible site and it is 
completely inadequate and impracticable for a number of reasons. 

The CHatiman. That is right. 

Admiral Boonr. We have approximately 850 acres there, which is 
too small. There is a large housing development adjacent to it. It 
is very close to Camp Meade. 

Mr. Bares. I realize 

Admiral Boonr. The topography is bad. It is not a suitable site. 

Mr. Bares. I realize, of course 

Mr. Chairman, if I may. 

The CHaurMan. Yes, sir; you may. 

Mr. Bares. That farm off by itself would be too small, but I would 
also suspect—I was just entertaining the possibility that there was 
other land adjacenc to it that could serve that purpose. I think this 
conunittee would find itself in a most untenable position to go out 
and condemn other people’s property when we are maintaining a 
dairy farm which, in my judgment at least, has got little value, when 
everyone else is buying milk today, for us to maintain it- 

Mr. Cote. What do you mean 

The CHairnman. Off the record. 

(Statement off the record.) 

The CHairman. All right 

Mr. Bares. I understand the topography is not suitable. 

Admiral Boonr. Correct. 

Mr. Bares. And there are obstructions around there. 

Admiral Boonr. That is correct. 

Mr. Bares. Which will preclude any possibility of securing this par- 
ticular site for this purpose. That is the situation ? 

Admiral Boone. It is not a practical site. It was carefully con- 
sidered in our study. 

Mr. Barres. Because from what the chairman says about the private 
people, it is also true of the Government. We must make a few sac- 
rifices here and there for the common interest. 

The Cuatrman. In trying to get out of business. The dairy busi 
ness or any other kind of business. 

Mr. Barres. When he is right. 

The CuHarrmMan. Go ahead, Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. Are you through ? 

Mr. Bares. Yes. 

Mr. Gavin. When we authorized this back in 1948 it was a very 
important project, in my way of thinking—and I was on the com- 
mittee at that time, I believe. Now, why have you been so dilatory to 
wait from 1948 to 1955 before you got around to recognizing the im 
portance of having the training facilities and base at the Academy, 
in view of the fact that the Navy is now in aviation in a very big way / 
Why the long lapse in between, before you brought this to the atten 
tion of the committee? 

Admiral Boonr. Mr. Gavin, I was assigned to the Naval Academy 
last August. I began a resurvey of this situation immediately. And 
in November I submitted a formal proposal to renew the airfield pro} 
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ect. Why it was not pursued in the previous years, I am afraid I 
couldn’t answer. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, it is certainly going to cost us a whole lot more 
money to develop it now than it would if we had gone through it in 
1948 when the committee authorized it. 

Admiral Boonr. Perhaps it is a good thing in a way, because the 
site which was selected and had been recommended by many survey 
committees up to that time was, as Admiral Perry said, Sandy Point. 
With the advent of the jets, Sandy Point would no longer be suitable. 
Perhaps it is a fortunate thing that we didn’t acquire Sandy Point 
and go ahead with it at that time. 

The CHairMANn. Now, to answer Mr. Gavin, in 1948 when the Naval 
(fairs Committee recommended this, I was chairman of the com 
mittee. Senator Tydings was chairman over in the Senate. But the 
war broke out a short time after that and we just had to abandon it. 

Mr. Gavin. Why not in 1950? 

Che CauarrmMan. Now, the reason no doubt why it hasn’t been brought 

before was because Mr. Short and Mr. Andrews had other matters 
their hands. And I about ran out of something to think about. 
So Tam trying to give it rebirth and bring it up again. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, we will say after the war, why wasn’t it brought 

pin 1952 or 1953 or 19542 . 

The Cuarrman. We had so much to do and we can’t do everything 
at once. 

Mr. Gavin. I realize that. IT am just wondering—it is a very im- 
portant matter. 

The CuHatrMan. Yes, it is. 

Mr. Gavin. T am heartily in favor of it and always have been and 
it should be taken care of. 

The CHatrMan. In view of that atmosphere—— 

Mr. Gavin. I have one more question, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Gavix. How many boys have we been assigning to the Depart- 
ment of the Air Force from the Academy upon graduation ? 

Admiral Boonr. Last year we assigned 27 percent of the graduating 
class, Which as I remember amounted to I believe the figure was 254. 
| wasn’t there at the time. 

Mr. Gavin. On the class 

Admiral Boone. This year we are assigning 181. 

Mr. Gavin. About 25 percent. 

\dmiral Boonr. 25 percent of the figure this year. 

The Cuamman. Now, members of the committee— 

Mr. Jounson. Can I ask him a question ? 

The CrarrmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Jonnson. Is that just for training or assigned to the other 
service ? 

Admiral Boonr. We are required at this time, Mr. Johnson, to give 

it number of our graduates to the Air Force permanently. ‘They 

re commissioned in the Air Force. 

The CHatmrman. Now. members of the committee, I move that it is 
the consensus of the committee that we instruct Mr. Kelleher and the 

sureéan of Yards and Docks to prepare suitable language to provide 
for foeilities for aviation training at the United States Naval Acad- 
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emy at Annapolis, and to make available an authorization of 
$16,900,000, 

Mr. Keiiener. I have such language, if you would like it, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. Corr. Mr. Chairman, I am all in favor of your metion. But 
there is an aspect to it that 1 would like to have-inehuded in the'wording 
of the amendment. 

The Cuatrman. Well, let’s see what the language is. You have 
the language ? 

Mr. Kev_ener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Read the language, then. 

Mr. Cole, let’s have the language. 

Mr. Kevirener. “Naval Air Facility, city of Annapolis, Md. Op 
erational facilities, personnel facilities, airfield pavements, airfield 
lighting facilities, aircraft and station maintenance facilities, commu- 
nication facilities, training facilities, storage facilities, utilities, medi 
cal facilities, petroleum storage, site preparation, and land acquisition, 
$16,900,000.” 

Mr. Gavin. Does that include the Bancroft Hall ¢ 

Mr. Ke.iener. I am sorry, I didn’t hear you, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Bancroft Hall? 

Mr. Keviener. No, sir; it does not. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Cole. 

Mr. Cote. When you say the first aviation training facility at the 
Academy was in 1911, can you tell us what was done at that time a 
who helped do it 4 

Admiral Boone. At that time the Navy had acquired 2 or 3 Curtiss 
pusher airplanes which they mounted on pontoons. The Navy estab- 
lished a small air facility at Greenbury Point, which is just across 
the Severn from the Naval Academy. A few aviators were assigned 
there at that time—I don’t know the exact number. I do know that 
Admiral Towers was one. I believe Ellison was another. Chevaliet 
was a third. There may have been 1 or 2 others. Those were among 
the first naval aviators. And the Navy’s first experimental operations 
with aircraft were conducted at that station. 

Mr. Coir. Mr. Chairman, the reason I asked that question: To 
my mind—and I don’t know but that there may be some slight dis- 
agreement in the Navy, but I doubt it is very general. I think to the 
contrary, the feeling in the Navy is in agreement with my own feeling 
that there is one individual that has lived with naval aviation from 
its very beginning, until just within the last year or two, and that 
is John Towers that you speak of. One of the first men to fly a plane 
of any kind. One of the first to fly across the Atlantic. The holde1 
of many decorations for his outstanding service. A former chief of 
the Bureau of Aeronautics. A deputy commander under Adiniral 
Nimitz in the Pacific in World War II. And because of the fact 
that his entire lifetime was so devoted to naval aviation, I wonder 
what the attitude of the Navy will be toward naming this field after 
that same person, Admiral Towers. 

You may not be in a position to speak officially for the Department, 
Admiral, but what would be your own feeling ¢ 

Admiral Boone. I am not in position to speak officially for the 
Department, sir, but I personally think it would be a wonderful idea. 

Mr. Cote. The record may not show you are wearing wings vou! 
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self, and therefore are somewhat familiar with Admiral Towers’ con- 
tribution to aviation. 

Admiral Boons. I think it would be a most appropriate tribute to 
Admiral Towers. 

The CHarrMAN. I find myself, Mr. Cole, in complete harmony with 
your thought and with the statement of the admiral. And on May 
17 I received a letter from Mr. Cole along that line. 

Now, when this field is finished, I certainly hope the Navy will 
vive consideration to naming it for this great admiral. 

Mr. Cote. Mr. Chairman, I think the record should also show that 
this great admiral was a son of the great State of Georgia. 

The CuHatrmMan. That is right. 

| Laughter. | 

Mr. Cots. And let me go further, Mr. Chairman. I would like, 
in order to lend the dignity to this designation which his lifetime 
deserves—I would like to suggest that an amendment which the chair- 
man now proposes be revived so as to clearly identify, state that this 
field shall be known as the John H. Towers Field, or Towers Field. 

The Cuarrman. I think that is just as well for us to do it as for the 
Department to debate over it. They have a great many thing to do. 
We can settle these issues sooner than they can. So I hope there will 


be no objection to including the name “Towers”—— 
Mr. Coir. The Towers Field. 
The Cnarrman. And let: it be known as the Towers Field. 
language. 
Is there any objection to the amendment ? 


Fix the 


(No response. ) 

The CuatrMan. If not, the amendment is agreed to. 

And Admiral, I want to thank you for your appearance. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. I hope next year the other two items in this Board 
of Visitors’ recommendations will be recommended, for outdoor train- 
ing and in particular for the enlargement of Bancroft Hall. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Next year, Mr. Chairman, I will have a little addi- 
tionally that I will want to put in, too. 

The Cuarrman. I think all that comes before a stadium or anything 
else. Let’s build up these things now. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. May Lask one thing? 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. You are going to take into consideration the wishes 
of the people of the area? I mean it is going to be far enough removed 
from the city of Annapolis so we won’t run into the same objections 
we ran into before? 

Admiral Boonr. I would not anticipate any very great objection 
trom the people of Annapolis, the city of Annapolis. Undoubtedly 
we will have objection from some of the landowners. Most of this land 
is farming land and some of it is marginal land, actually, about 1,700 
acreas of marginal land and 3,000 acres of farming land. But it is far 
enough removed from Annapolis so I would not expect any very 
serious opposition. : 

Mr. Devereux. Thank you. 
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The Cuatrman. Thank you very much, Admiral. 

Admiral Boons. Thank you, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, where did we leave off in the bill? 

Mr. KeLiener. We are leaving various locations for the time being. 
We will start on page 23. Supply facilities. 

The Cuarrman. Oh, yes; page 23. 

Now, of course—off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The Cuarrman. All right. Now, the next item is supply facilities— 
we finished supply facilities at Jacksonville. 

Mr. Jounson. Where are we? 

The Cuarrman. On page 23. 

Now, the next item is Naval Supply Deport, Newport, R. I. 

Admiral Crark. I believe the first item is the Naval Supply Depot, 
Jacksonville, sir, for family housing. 

The Cuarrman, Go ahead and tell us about that. 

Admiral CLark. We are just asking for one set of quarters, sir, for 
the commanding officer, $15,200. 

The CHarrman. That is just one house? 

Admiral CLarx. One house. 

‘he CHarrMan. That is right. 

Now, the next item is Naval Supply Depot—— 

Admiral Criark. May I insert the statement of the Chief of the 
Bureau of Supplies and Accounts for the record ¢ 

The CuarrMan. Put that in here. 


STATEMENT OF REBAR ADM. J. D. PARKS, DEPUTY AND ASSISTANT CHIEF, BUREAU 
OF SUPPLIES AND ACCOUNTS, WITH REGARD To FiscaAL YEAR 1956, CLass 4 PuBLIc 
WoORKS PROJECTS 
The requested authorization in this program for “supply facilities” under the 

management control of the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts totals $9,254,100 for 

19 items. 

The program has as its principal objective the correction of deficiencies and 
the improvement of vital operating conditions. 

No new activities are contemplated for establishment. The major portion of 
the program is for the correction of existing deficiencies which seriously affect 
supply operations, such as the replacement of deteriorated cold storage at Guan- 
tanamo Bay, Cuba, and warehouses and berthing at Guam. The correction of defi- 
ciencies represents approximately 95 percent of this program. 

The remainder of the required authorization provides family housing at vari- 
ous continental and overseas installations to meet essential housing requirements 
for military and civilian personnel. 

The Cuairman. Is this the Bureau of Supplhes and Accounts / 

Admiral Clark. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Who is the Chief of the Bureau now ? 

Admiral Ciark. Admiral Arnold, sir, and his deputy is here be 
side me now, Admiral Parks. The first project is at Navy Fuel 
Depot, Jacksonville, Fla., for one unit of family quarters to provide 
on-site housing for the station’s commanding officer and release his 
present small housing for the use of a key civilian at a cost of $15,200 

The Cuatrman. All right. Naval Supply Depot, Newport, R. | 

Admiral Crarx. We are asking to rehabilitate two fuel piers that 
were built in 19038, sir, and which we have patched up continuously 
since then, until now they are in such shape that we can’t econom- 
cally do any more small repairs. And we are asking for rehabilitation 
of these 2 piers for a total of $808,000. 
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The CuairMan. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Naval Supply Center, Norfolk, Va. 

Admiral Ciark. There was another item at Newport, sir. This is 
in addition to the administration building. We are now administering 
the supply department at Newport in three widely separated buildings. 
This is to consolidate this into 1 building by making an addition to 
it for $194,000. 

The Cuarman. All right. Now, that completes the item. 

Admiral Crark. A third item is to provide sidewalks and street 
lighting between the entrance gate and piers to the fuel depot, supply 
depot, rather, at Newport. These roads are continually used by 
pedestrians and vehicles, and are extremely hazardous to pedestrians 
in their present condition. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Admiral CuiarKk. That is a total for that station of $1,041,000, sir. 

The CuHarrMan. Now tell us about Norfolk. 

Admiral Cuark. Norfolk, sir, is for the modernization of a cold- 
storage building, being the first item for Norfolk. Because of the 
bad arrangement in the old buildings in which we now have cold 
storage, sir, we constantly need to employ night shifts in the supply 
department. There is inadequate elevator space. We can’t use fork 
lifts. It 1s extremely an uneconomical operation, sir. This is a cold 
storage building that retails to fleet and we need to modernize it in 
order to cut down the overtime and extra work that has to go into 
thisarea. Weare asking for $323,000. We have two more items, sir, 
for Norfolk. The second item is freight elevators in building Al-—34, 
for $38,000. Freight elevators in another building for $38,000. And 
elimination of a grade crossing at Cheatham Annex, including the 
estimate for the road, for $372,000. For a total of $777,000 for that 
station, sir. The freight elevators are required to provide a heavy 
duty hydraulic elevator for each mezzanine to replace two temporary 
hazardous semiportable light elevators in two warehouses. The relo 
cation of the access road and railroad serving Cheatham Annex is to 
eliminate a dangerous intersection on the Colonial Parkway between 
Yorktown and Williamsburg. 

The CHarrman. All right, without objection that Norfolk base is 
approved. 

The next one is Naval Supply Center, Oakland, Calif. 

Admiral Ciark. This is for the improvement of the electrical sys 
tem, sir. We are asking for $60,000, which will permit us to correct 
a deficiency in the main electrical distribution system, sir, to elimi 
hate reoccuring power outages. 

The CuatrMan. Now, that finishes—without objection, that item 
is approved. 

Now, that finishes—— 

Admiral Crark. There is one more item for that station, sir, which 
is the acquisition of an easement for sewage, for $2,000. That makes 
2 total for that station of $62,000, sir. The easement for the sewer 
is necessary to assure permanent continued disposal of Navy sewage 
by the municipal system 

The CuatrmMan. Now, that finishes everything for the Bureau 
Supplies and Accounts? 

Admiral CiarK. Yes, sir. 
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The CHarrMan. Now, before we get away from the Bureau of Sip- 
plies and Accounts, I want to ec: ll the committee’s attention to the 
fact that in the previous—what appropriation was it, Mr. Kelleher ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Public Law 534 of the 82d Congress, sir. 

The CHatrMan. In the 82d Congress we authorized after it had 
been testified on the ground that it is solely justified on immediate 
needs the establishment of some warehouses and Bureau of Supplies 
facilities—storage and supply handling facilities, at Byron,Ga. And 
we authorized an expenditure of 

Mr. KetieHer. $9,102,000. 

The CHarrMan. No, no, no. 

Mr. Smarr. $68 million. 

The Cuairman. We authorized 

Mr. Ketiener. That is correct, sir. $9,102,000. 

The CHarrMan. Was that it? 

Mr. Ketvieuer. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Nine million 

Mr. Ketiener. One hundred and two thousand. 

The CuarrmMan. One hundred and two thousand. 

Now, what has ever become of that authorization? Is that merely 
a permissive authorization, or is it a directive ? 

Admiral Crark. Sir? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. [| Laughter. | 

That was a good inquiry, Admiral. [Laughter. | 

Now, Admiral, here is what it says: 

While the construction of Naval Supply Center, Byron, Ga., is justified solely 
on immediate needs, the planned mission and location carried with it the advan- 
tage of supply and nucleus for mobilization. 

Now, you testified, or your predecessors testified, that you wanted 
that immediately. Now, up to date you haven’t done a thing in the 
world except employ architects to draw plans and specifications. I 
am just wondering. When you come before us and tell us that it is 
justified solely on immediate needs, are we going to be confronted with 
a similar situation in the days to come in regard to certain other items 
in this public-works bill? 

Admiral Ciark. We certainly foresee no similar situation at the 
present time, sir. Certainly not in this bill. 

The Cuamman. Allright. Then how come you said the needs were 
immediate, when Congress approved it in the 82d Congress ? 

Admiral Ciarx. If I may speak for my predecessors ? 

The CHARMAN. Yes. 

Admiral CriarKk. I believe the need was immediate at that time, sir, 
and it was only after a decision was made by the Secretary of Defense 
to try to broaden the production base and reduce the amount of 
material that we had in storage that we came up with instead of an 
immediate need for more storage—we just were about even with the 
board. 

The CHatrman. Well, you went before the Appropriations Com- 
mittee and justified it and got the money appropriated. 

Admiral Crark. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Then you went before the Budget and got it justi- 
fied to release some $2 or $3 million. 

Admiral Crarx. Yes, sir. 
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The CuarmMan. And all that time you considered it was an imme- 
diate need, and yet you changed your minds and you don’t consider 
it so important now as you did when you were doing all that? 

Admiral Crark. Well, I think we had our minds ch: inged for us a 
little bit, sir. If the production base was in fact expanded so that 
we no longer required as much on the shelf. If in effect the industry 
- the country was geared up so that we felt the surveys showed that 

e had this backup m: sie in effect spread throughout the country 
or machines ready to turn it out for us in time of war—the net deficit 
with which we came to you at that time, sir, no longer has existed to 
the extent that it does now. 

We did not—I am not a supply corps man, sir. Iam the head of the 
shore station Development Board. We went very slowly and went 
uto it very carefully. In fact, we did not request rescission because 
ve are continuing to study the needs, including Air Field X. We don’t 
feel that we should rush into anything right now, sir, until we can make 
a thorough study as to whether we have any need for this or anything 
else we have asked this committee for, sir. 

The CuarrMan. But, of course, Admiral, you knew all that when you 
were making the request. And, of course, you should never build 
anything for which there is no military need or justification for. But 

vhen you appeared before the committee and asked for this item 

w, here is the history and background of it : 

“The committee requested you to go back and think for 1 long year. 
So when you first brought this matter up we said “Now, you go back 
ind look over it again. We are not going to act on it this session of 
Congress. And you come back here the next session of Congress.” 

In the next session of Congress you came back. And here is your 
r basin Here is your backup book. You said it was absolutely neces- 

ary to get it right now, that you needed it right now. 

The committee followed you and Congress followed you, and the 
President signed the bill. And then the Appropriations Committee 
vomes along and they appropriated the money. And they appro- 
priated what you asked for. And then the Bureau of Supplies and 
\ccounts, and the Bureau of Yards and Docks asked for a release of $2 
inillion of the money appropriated. And then you stopped the whole 
thing. 

Now, you may be warranted in stopping it. The facts may not 
varrant you to continue it. But certainly you weren’t warranted in 
oming before the committee, or your predecessors in the Navy De- 
partment weren’t warranted in coming before the committee and 
telling us we needed it immediately and. “the n after going through all 

vhat happened say “No, we don’t need it.’ 

Now, what value can we place upon the testimony now—and that is 

‘reason I insisted all along in this hearing to know how important 

a whi . priority was being given each one of these items. 

Now, I don’t want to be confronted with this same thing in some 
other line. You may come up here again—after saying it is hago 
priority on all of these things—and then say “We don’t need it, we 

hanged our minds.” 

Now, I don’t mind people changing their minds. I change mine. 

it nevertheless I don't change it on “something of that character in 
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which I tried to work out a program on it, which you are doing in this 
instance. 

I just wanted the record to show and let the committee know how 
important some of these items are when you are testifying, and the 
lack of importance after you get the money later on. 

Mr. Bennerr. Mr. Chairman, may I point out, too, the same situa 
tion did occur, as you know, I think, in the same bill, at least du 
the same period of time. 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Bennerr. There was a port-supply facility authorized and 
appropriated for for the Jacksonville area. ‘The site was considered, 
the money was appropriated, and it was authorized, as I say. 

Of course, it is highly embarrassing to members of the committee 
and to Members of Congress generally to have a branch of the service 
request an installation and then appropriate the money, authorize it 
and everything, and then come along and say nothing really has been 
said in this instance or maybe say they decided they don’t want it any 
more, 

It is a very embarrassing thing to Members of the Congress, pai 
ticularly members of the committee, to experience that. 

Of course, as the chairman says, perhaps they don’t need either « 
of these facilities, either at Byron, Ga., or Jacksonville. 

I am sure he feels as I do—that it is a very highly embarrassing 
thing to have the service request a large installation of this type a 
then do nothing about it after the Congress authorizes it. 

The Caairman. Then the other question is, What value are you 
going to put upon the testimony on any of these items when we know 
the background on certain items in the past ¢ 

ears Gavin. I might say about the research and development facil 

s that have been at Philadelphia for the last 50 or more years: Last 
a ah it we is suggested that they move them to Kansas City. 

The CHairnman. Well 

Mr. Gavin. Now, this year they come in and suggested they go to 
Lakehurst, N. J. Maybe if this is adopted next year they may want 
to move them someplace else. IL just want to say that certainly they 
ought to make up their minds. 

Mr. Hess. Maybe to Byron, Ga., next year. 

The Cuamman. All right. Thank you, Admiral, very much. 

\dmiral CLark. Yes, sir. 

The Cuanaan. Thank you. 

cap et facilities. 

Admiral Crark. I would like to introduce the statement of t 
Commandant of the Marine Corps into the record and then introdu 
General Alien, who will present the Marine Corps program, sir. 

The Caarrman. Allright. General Allen. 

All right, now. The Marine Corps Supply Center, Albany, (a 
Storage facilities, community facilities, cold-storage facilities, pel 
sonnel facilities, and utilities. 

General ALLEN. For Marine Corps Supply Depot, Albany, Ga., we 
have six items. The first is 200- by 1,000-foot concrete warehouses 
in the amount of $1,173,000 to provide necessary additional covered 
storage. 


The second item is $855,000 required to extend the utility syst 
to new construction being erected at the depot. 
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Item 3 is for necessary paved open storage area of 1,512,500 square 
feet and 1 utility building containing toilet facilities, office space, and 
storage space for materials-h: indling equipment at a cost of $441,000. 

The next item is to provide a post exchange and all. purpose gyym- 
nasium for use of the 1,600 officers and men stationed there. This is a 
new facility and no such fecilities are now available—cost of $362,000. 

Item 5 is to provide a cold-storage building of 7,000 square feet to 
take care of bulk cold-storage space for perishable foods, biologicals, 
and other items requiring low-temperature storage. We are asking 
s152.000. 

Item 6 is to provide six drainage-ditch crossings for access to open 
storage areas, costing $174,000. 

Making a total required of $3,157,000. 

The Cuairman. Well, I am at least glad the Marines are carrying 
out the mandate of the committee. [ Laughter. | 

And I see you have done it quite well. 

Mr. Bares. Is this a substitute, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Chamman. We authorized $44,766,200, and you have spent 
$41,856,739, and now you are asking for $3,157,000. 

Now, this 83 million will about finish the base, will it not, General ? 

General a About $6 million more, sir. 

The Cuairman. About $6 million more? 

General ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Now, General, when we first started off—I am very 
serious about this. I never dreamed this base was going to cost this 
much. You say vou have to spend $6 million more down there ? 

General Arten. The part that has not been completed, Mr. Chair- 
man, is the school, the supply school. 

The Crramman. How many men are going to be stationed there? 

General ALLEN. For this next year we will have 1,510. 

The CuatrmMan,. 1,510% 

General ALLEN. Yes, sit 

The Cratrwan. What kind of station ts this? 

General ALLEN. It is supply facilities and repair facilities for all of 
the Marine Corps activities east of the Mississip pi River. 

The Crainman. It is supply facilities for east of the Mississippi and 
repair facilities east of the Mississippi 4 

General ALLEN. ‘That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatmman, And it is going to take $6 million more to wind 
Vou up 

General Attenx, That $6 million more is for the supply school. 

it is an installation that is in temporary facilities now at Camp 
Lejeune. That is planned long range. 

fhe Carman. Wait 1 minute. I might be able to help you with 
it. You say that is a oie school 4 

General ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

The Ciaran. And it hasn’t been established yet ? 

General Antex. Not at Albany: no, sir. 

Phe Crramman. All right. Now, that supply school is now down 
at Camp Lejeune 4 

General ALLEN. That is correct. 

The Crarrmman. And why are you discontinuing at Camp Lejeune ¢ 

General ALLEN. It is in temporary quarters at the present time. 
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The Cuarrman. Well, now, the Navy has a supply school at Athens, 
Gra., and they bought about 25 or 30 fine college buildings and estab- 
lished a Navy supply school there. Now, Mr. Gavin and I are very 
much interested in unification. Now, why couldn’t we unify the 
Marine supply school with the Navy? All in the same boat. The 
Navy and the Marines are one and the same, except at the high echelon, 
| Laughter.] But down in their heart and in working, they are all the 
same. Now, why wouldn’t that be a good place to put it? You can 
save $6 million. 

General Auuen. As far as the training of officers, Mr. Chairman, 
that is correct. But this supply school not only trains officers, but 
enlisted personnel. 

Mr. Gavin. That is all the more reason. 

The Cuairman. What would be the difficulty—now this is very 
serious. You might be able to give though to this proposition. It 
is not in this bill now, is it? 

General ALLEN. No, sir. 

The CHatrman. All right, between now and next year I will be 
glad, if you will explore that and see if the facilities at Athens, Ga., 
where they have a supply school, can’t be utilized for the Marine 
Corps, to have its supply school. These is planty of space there. Be- 
cause the State of Georgia practically gave one bronch of the uni- 
versity for a very small amount, $400,000, to the Navy Department. 

And they have some four, five, or six hundred officers and en- 
listed men and everything there. And the Navy and the Marines 
might work out a deal there. So you look at that next year. 

Mr. Gavin. In other words, of your suggestion was followed, that 
would unify both branches in one unit? 

The Cuarrman. No, Athens is in north Georgia. Neither one is 
in my section at all. 

Now the next item is the Marine Corps Supply Center, Barstow, 
Calif., storage facilities and communication facilities. Now is this 
comparable to the one at Albany ? 

General ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And this is for the west coast ? 

General ALLEN. That is correct, sir. At Marine Corps Supply 
Center, Barstow, Calif, there are seven items submitted. 

The first is for the acquisition of 1,082 acres of land now under lease 
to protect the Government’s investment of over $541,000 in im- 
provements and alterations. 

Item 2 is an 18-man brig needed to provide an adequate brig at 
Nebo, the administrative center of the command. To replace an 
existing 10-man brig which is inadequate for present requirements. 
Cost of $85,000. 

Item 3 for $240,000 is for a central dry provision and cold storage 
plant to replace makeshift facilities which do not provide sufficient 
storage to meet normal needs. Savings of $15,000 a year is estimated 
will result from bulk buying with the availability of this building. 

The fourth item is an addition to building No. 129 at Nebo to pro 
vide for a provost marshal’s office in the main administration area 
for $39,000. 

Item 5 for $32,000 is a 40- by 200-foot Butler type building for stor- 
age of “On vehicle material” to eliminate the expensive replacement 
of canvas to cover this material in open storage. 
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The next item for $58,000 is for two 40- by 200-foot Butler type 
buildings to provide necessary covered storage for supplies maintained 
on hand. These items being stored in the open deteriorate rapidly. 

The final item for $36,000 is for a civilian cafeteria for the Yermo 
area to provide a facility where hot meals are available for 300 civil- 
jans. Nosuch facility is now available to these people working in this 
area. 

Total cost of projects, $501,000. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, the next item is the Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune. That 
is the main headquarters of training? 

General ALLEN. That is right. That is a unit training station on 
the east coast. 

Item 1 at Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, N. C., is to provide a 
firehouse at Midway Park and at Camp Geigen to protect costly fire- 
fighting equipment which is now stored in makeshift shacks or in the 
open where it is subject to rapid deterioration and unreliable in start- 
ing. Cost, $204,000. 

Item 2 for $360,000 will provide water-treatment facilities at Mont- 
ford Point and Onslow Beach to reduce the hardness and iron content 
of the existing water supply system. A yearly estimate of $34,000 will 
be saved in heat loss and plumbing repairs with these installations. 

The third item is to provide central steam heating to the barracks 
in Camp Geigen and remove the individual oil-fired space heaters 
which are expensive to maintain and are a serious fire hazard at a 
cost of $802,000. 

Item 4 for $70,000 is to replace a buried telephone cable from Mid- 
way Park exchange to the cable plant at Hadnot Point exchange. The 
existing cable was placed in 1942 without protective coating and is 
approaching the end of its useful life. If not replaced, this area will 
shortly be without telephone service. 

Item 5, costing $55,000, is to improve the fire protection system on the 
base by installation of altitude valves on five steel elevated water tanks 
and extension of various water mains and installation of fire hydrants. 

Item 6 provides head facilities to five small BOQ’s, which at this 
time do not have such installations, and it is necessary for the officers 
residing therein to use facilities in other buildings. Cost, $33,000. 

Item 7 will provide for $35,000 a centrally located dual frequency 
generator which will control equipment for the operation of 30 wells 
in the Hadnot Point raw water-supply, which will replace the present 
manual operation of the wells, thus saving many man-hours and mile- 
age plus giving positive control. 

Total cost for the base, $1,059,000. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

_ Next is the Marine Corps depot at Parris Island. Now, that is your 
frst station. 

General ALLEN. That is the recruit training, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. That is right; recruitment. 

_ General Aten. At Marine recruit depot, Parris Island, S. C., the 
first item costing $890,000 is for improvements and alterations to cor- 
rect deficiencies in the steam distribution system. Such corrections 
will result in an annual saving of $80,000. 
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Item 2 is to provide a permanent classification building to process 
approximately 50,000 recruits a year. At present an old dental pros- 
thetic lab is being used and is not effective. Cost, $140,000. 

Item 3 is to provide a shop building for the maintenance division 
which at present is scattered throughout the congested industrial area 
in deteriorated buildings. Cost, $624,000. 

M: aking a total depot « cost of $1,654,000. 

The Cuamman. The Marine Corps Base at Pendleton. 

I want to look into this because we are up against the water situa 
tion up at Pendleton. 

General Auten. Yes, sir. Item 1 at Marine Corps Base, Camp 
Pendleton, Calif., is for $388,000 to increase the capacity of the exist- 
ing telephone entrance cable by 202 pairs to adequately serve base 
facilities, particularly the recently constructed title VIII De Lug 
housing. The local telephone company will not provide service to this 
area, which is needed for proper fire, police, and emergency service. 

Item 2 is to provide a central base administration buil ling to per. 
vide adequate office space for 800 people and eliminate the use of : 
widely spaced buildings. Cost, $1,100,000. 

Next is $50,000 to provide adequate gasoline and fuel-oil storage 
systems to supplement existing limited facilities. 

Item 4 is to expand Camp Onofre telephone system to provide tele- 
phone service to the newly constructed training camp areas. Cost, 
$188,000. 

Item 5 is to install an additional boiler at the boiler plant and con- 
necting services to provide central steam heating to the motor trans 
portation building to replace inadequate and dangerous space heaters. 

Item 6 is to provide 6 additional water wells in order to eliminate 
expensive drawdown on existing wells, with the possible result of 
intrusion of salt water. Cost, $260,000. 

Item 7 is to replace temporary structures at the main gate which 
were installed when the former main gate was removed to make room 
for the construction of a cloverleaf at the intersection of Camp Pendle- 
ton entrance road and United States Highway No. 101. Present fac 
ties are inadequate to handle traffic, parking, and pass office facilities 
Cost, 5150,000. 

The eighth item is for $50,000 for A. & E. services to prepare plans 
and specifications for Del Mar boat basin channel. This is the first 
increment of a project to alleviate the landlocked condition of De! 
Mar boat basin to permit resumption of amphibious landing training. 

The final item is family housing; to convert 3 quarters for senio! 
officers, build 9 additional for senior officers, 35 for junior officers, and 
288 for enlisted, making a total of 335, at $4,452,000. 

Total for Pendleton is $6,746,000. 

The CHarrman. We spent large sums of money in California fo! 
these installations, and water is one of the most important items. 
How is the water situation now at Camp Pendleton ? 

General Atten. Mr. Chairman, Admiral Nunn is here to answe! 
questions regarding that. 

The CuarmMan. Come around, Admiral. I haven’t seen you around 
before today. But we welcome you here. 

Now, what is the situation in regard to Camp Pendleton, with 
water ‘ 
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Admiral Nunn. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHarrMAN. Are you on that case? 

Admiral Nunn. That water supply is still in litigation, sir; the 
Government suit to quiet its title to the use of the water has not been 
decided. A judgment in favor of the Government against some of 
the defendants was appealed to the Court of Appeals, Ninth Circuit. 
It was argued on November 9. And the court has not rendered i 
decision. 

The CHarrMan. Well, now, in view of the water situation, do you 
think that it would be wise for the committee to continue to enlarge 
Pendleton? Here is what you are up against. If you don’t have the 
water and if you don’t win your case—and I talked to you repeatedly 
about it, and T feel confident you are going to win your case. Because 
you are very much like I was when I prac ticed law. I never had a case 
in my life that I didn’t think I would win. And I was oftentimes 
disappointed. 

Mr. Lanxkrorp. Not very often. 

The CuarrMan. Oh, very often. Why wouldn’t it be the sensible 
thing—and I am serious about it—not to make this $6 million expendi- 
ture there until this water question is settled? And if the water 
question is settled and we can get water, why, then, you are warranted 
in expanding Pendleton. 

But until that matter is settled, why, you know well enough that 
ve are expanding it and yet we are up against the most important 
thing, and that is water. That is to me the sensible thing to do. What 
does the committee think ? 

Mr. Bray. I followed that rather closely out there. I rather think 
you are going to win. I think it is very foolish to spend any more 

money there “until you know where you are. Some time ago I had 

casion to look into the matter where we made an awful — ake 
y » spbadiee some money—this has nothing to do with the Navy- 
because the water situation stands out so plain. I think that shoul i 
vait until we know where we are. 

Mr. Devereux. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Bray. Yes. 

Mr. DEVEREUX. Isn't it true, of course, at the present time we have 
quite an investment there and in the event we do not, or the Govern- 
nent does not, win this case, then water may have to be brought in 
there ¢ 

(General ALLEN. That is correct. 

Mr. Devereux. Which would be certainly cheaper than giving up 
the great investment we have there at present. 

Che CHAIRMAN. Nobody is talking about giving it up, General, Of 
ourse we are not. Here is the situation. We probably would then 
have to limit our activity at Pendleton if we don’t get the water. 

at under no condition can we afford to give up Pendleton. It 

g place. And we have spent since the 80th Congress $29 million 
wer on - But there is no need to expand it. And in here are family 

iouses. How many family houses do we propose to build? 

und Mr. Kettener. Three hundred and thirty-five, sir. 

The Cuamman. Three hundred and thirty-five family houses. I 
rith would say the sensible thing to do is wait until the Judge Advocate 
General finishes his fight, and then if he wins it, of course, we can go 
ahead and expand it. But if he doesn’t win it, then we have to examine 
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it to see if it has reached its peak of usefulness. It doesn’t mean to 
abandon it, by any means. But just a wise man wouldn’t spend money 
in a situation like this, until it has been finally settled. 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Mitier. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Miter. There is an item in here for—item 6, for 6 additional 

‘ells to take care of the present situation out there. 

The CHATRMAN. Well 

Mr. Mitter. I think those wells 

The CuHatrmMan. Wells are not going to take care of what is going 
on there now. The Government must win this fight between Fall- 
brook and get the water, or else it is going to be the most expensive 
water in the United States. 

Mr. Jonnson. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Mitter. That is right, sir, but I think if you read the justifica- 
tion here 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, here is what we have been doing in the past. 
Since this litigation arose we have been passing Pendleton over in 
a status quo now and let it stand. And that is the sensible thing to 
do now. 

Mr. JoHnson. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMAn. Just pass it over for the time being. 

Mr. Jounson. Could I ask him a question ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jonnson. Are there any alternate sources of water down there, 
in that general area, that might be utilized in the event that your law- 
suit should be lost, Admiral ? 

General ALLEN. No permanent source. There is the source of water 
that is being brought to all of the coastal cities in California, through 
the aqueduct from the Colorado River and from water sources in the 
high mountains. 

Mr. Jounson. That is the only source there is, then ? 

General ALLEN. That, plus what is in the ground at the present time. 

Mr. Jounson. And what about that? How big—what are the pros- 
pects of the ground supply ? 

General ALLEN. W ell, that’ is on diminishing return, if it is not 
supplemented. 

The Cuatrman. I think 

Mr. Mitter. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Mitier. May I again? 

The CHatrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Mixer. Point out in this case the justification here. They tell 
you that if these wells are not sunk there is a danger for salt water 
intrusion in the wells that are now there. Is that correct? That is 
stated here. 

General Atten. That is correct. 

Mr. Miter. So irrespective of what happens, if salt water gets into 
the wells that are now there, you are going to lose a part of your water 
that you can’t again recapture; isn’t that correct, Admiral Perry ‘ 

Admiral Perry. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Miter. If salt water once intrudes into a water table, you cant 
get fresh water back; can you # 
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Admiral Perry. That is correct. 

The CHarrman. All right. 

Mr. Miutter. Therefore—— 

The CuarrMANn. How much does it cost to sink these wells ? 

Mr. Miner. $260,000. 

The Cuairman. Then you might be warranted in authorizing that 
much. But this other should stand still until the litigation is over. 

Mr. Mutter. I won’t argue with that. 

The CuatrMan. All right. 

Mr. Mitier. I would like to ask before we close it—— 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Mituer. Are there some other items that might be dependent on 
this well thing for which you need the $260,000 if you just get the well 
money ¢ 

The CuHarrmMan. The sensible thing to do is preserve the water you 
have there now. 

Mr. Mitzier. That is right. 

The CuarrMan. And stop and let’s get this litigation through. 

Mr. Mitzer. That is all this is for, to preserve the water we have 
how. 

The CHatrman. I suggest, members, that we amend the bill and 
strike out everything in the bill except the line items with reference to 
sinking these wells. And, of course, nobody is stronger for this devel- 
opment than I am, if we get the water. If we don’t get the water, 
you just can’t build a big base out there. 

Without objection, that is so agreed to. Then that is $200,000-—— 

Mr. Mitxier. $260,000. 

The CHarrMAN. $260,000. 

Mr. Minter. If you—can you do it for that? 

General ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrMan. For digging the well. Everything else comes out. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. I would like to ask a question in that respect, Gen- 

Won’t you need these additional facilities for the part of the 

sion that is coming back from the Far East ? 

General ALLEN. Some of these facilities are desirable and needed. 
They are necessary with the population that we have there now, 

e of the small items that we have in the program. 

The CHarrman. Well, you are not warranted from my viewpoint 
doing any expansion out there until we get this water cleared up. 
And we are trying to preserve the wells you have there. And I will 
assure General Devereux that he is not any stronger developing 
Pendleton than I am, if we get the water. If we can’t get the water, 

en we will have to cut the activities at Pendleton down to the 
supply of water. It all depends on that, if Admiral Nunn wins his 
case. I fought for his position on the floor of the House. But the 
House rushed it through and passed it, even to the extent of not 
letting the Department of Justice spend any money in defense of 
this suit. The Navy couldn’t do it. We put limitation on the appro- 
priation bills and we put limitations on the Department of Justice. 
\nd the only way this case is being considered is by the people in 
California doing it free of charge. The Government can’t even do it. 
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When Admiral Nunn talks to anybody about this case officially he 
has to go out there on his own time—not on Navy time. He doesn’t 
even wear his uniform. That is the way we are running it now. 

Mr. Bennerr. Can’t we correct it in this bill? 

The CuHarrman. No. What we should do is strike out everythin 
but $260,000. Now we have done that. 

All right. Now the next one is Marine Corps Clothing Depot. 
Are we still in the clothing business? 

General ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Well, now, just briefly tell me something about the 
activity of the Marine Corps Clothing Depot, Philadelphia, Pa. Do 
we manufacture the uniforms now for the Marines ? 

General ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman, Briefly, now—I want to get a little information 
about this. How large a depot and how large a clothing establish- 
ment are we running? 

General ALLEN. May I ask Colonel Robertson, who is closer in on 
that ? 

The Cuamrman. Yes; go ahead, Colonel. 

Colonel Roserrson. I am not sure of the dollar value of our output 
at this time, sir. We are building all of the Marine Corps uniforms 
except for some selected pieces, such as socks, shoes, and some of 
the caps. 

The CrArman. Then 

Colonel Ronerrson. And undershirts. 

The CHarrmMan. Then you make the uniform ? 

Colonel Rosertrson. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. The summer uniform and the winter uniform’ 

Colonel Roserrson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. In a Government plant? 

Colonel Ronerrson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And employ a large personnel to do that? 

Colonel Ropertrson. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Now, can you give the committee briefly how large 

civilian personnel you employ ? 

Colonel Rosertson. It is in the neighborhood of twenty-one or 
twenty-two hundred, sir. 

The CHairmMan. 2,200 people are engaged in manufacturing uni- 
forms at the Marine Corps Depot at Philadelphia. Now, have you 
ever tried to make any effort to see if you could buy those uniforms as 
cheap as you can manufacture them ? 

Colonel Rosertson. We have on occasion bought them, sir. 

The Cuamman. Well, did you buy them cheaper than you could 
manufacture them ? 

Colonel Roserrson. Generally not, sir. 

The CHatrman. Well 

Colonel Rosertson. Most of our purchase has been on a cut-make- 
and-trim basis. That is the Government furnishes all of the materials. 

The Cuamman. All right. When the Government furnishes all 
of the material and they are made by civilian people, are they made 
at a higher price than what you can make them for / 

Colonel Roverrson. Generally; yes, sir. 

The CuatmrMan. And it costs the marines more ? 
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Colonel Ropertson. It costs the marines, or the Marine Corps, or 
the Government, more to purchase the uniforms in that manner. 

The Cuatrman. And, therefore, that is the reason you are carrying 
on that basis, is because it is cheaper for the Government to do it than 
for priv: ate enterprise / 

Colonel Roperrson. That is one reason, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Now, what is your other reason ? 

Colonel Ropertson. Another reason is quality control. 

The CHarrMan. Quality control ¢ 

Colonel Roperrson. Quality control. 

The CHAIRMAN. You mean by that that you can demand of the 
manufacturer that they have certain weight and certain strength and 
all of that, and a certain color ? 

Colonel Roperrson. By purchasing our own materials we control 
the quality of the goods. By having firm quality standards of our 
own and manufacturing some of these items, we have a challenge to 
them to keep their quality up, sir. 

The CHAarrMAN. Well 

Mr. Jounson. What about the tailoring ? 

The CuairMan. Well, let’s keep Mr. Gavin—— 

Mr. Jounson. What about the tailoring in your shop there, is that 
as good as the tailoring you get from the outside? 

Mr. Gavin. That doesn’t have much beari ing on this appropriation, 
which is for $30,000. Would you talk about what the $30,000 is for? 

Mr. Jounson. I would like to get an answer 

Mr. Gavin. Go ahead and answer his question. 

Colonel Ronerrson. We think our quality of tailoring is second to 
none, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I think it is good, too, judging from the—— 

Colonel Ronerrson. The suit I have on was made in that factory. 

Mr. Jounson. You have aay as good tailors as they have on the 
outside; don’t you ? 

Colonel Roserrson. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrman. What is the total value of the business that is done 
at the clothing establishment where you are manufacturing? How 
much in dollars and cents does it run a year? I just want to see how 
big a business it is. 

Colonel Roserrson. I couldn’t tell you exactly from memory, sir. 
I think it is in the order of $15 million this year. 

The CuHarrman. $15 million this year. Now, there is no—all right. 
Well, Mr. Gavin wants the Government in that business, so we will 
just stay in that business. 

Now, the next question 

Mr. Gavin. Let’s ask about the $30,000. 

The Cuatrman. What $30,000? 

Mr. Gavin. The appropriations here. Even a blind hog gets an 
acorn once in a while. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Gavin. Let’s hear what it is. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

General Auten. That is to correct the deficiency in the present fire- 
protection equipment in the clothing factory. The fire-protection 
system is dependent upon an adjacent commercial establishment for 
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its water supply and the pump is incapable of providing adequate 
water for fire-protection purposes and commercial operational pur- 
poses. This is to install a pump at a cost of $30,000. 

Mr. Gavin. I was anxious to know, because the dissertation give) 
by our distinguished and very able chairman was not on the appro- 
priation, or on the recommendation for this appropriation, but was 
on another matter. 

The Cuarrman. Now, the Marine Corps schools at Quantico. 

General ALLEN. For the Marine Corps schools, Quantico, Va., item 
1 is to construct a road from the Marine Corps schools area to the 
Guadalcanal training area. It will eliminate hazardous route that 
now must be used. Cost of $1,900,000. 

Item 2 is to provide adequate water supply in the form of a dam 
on Beaver Dam Run and connecting distribution systems at a cost of 
$1,100,000. During summer months it has been necessary to close field 
training camps due to insufficient water. 

Item 3 is to acquire the property adjacent to the Midway Island 
housing project which is now privately owned and used for community 
activities, such as religious, recreational, and assembly purposes, at 
a cost of $19,000. 

Item 4 is the first increment to expand the area available and pre- 
pared for training facilities in order that officers undergoing basic 
training will not perform tactical problems over the same ground, and 
thus become too familiar with an area and thereby interfering with 
the proper development of their ability to evaluate situations. Cost 
for this item is $652,000. 

Item 5 is for ammunition-storage facilities to provide sufficient space 
to satisfy current storage requirements ; $199,000. 

Item 6 is the first increment at the Guadalcanal area central camp 
and includes a BOQ and mess to alleviate the billeting situation where 
the student officers live 40 to a quonset hut, and provide an academ 
building and heating plant to facilitate training and supervision; cost 
of $4,400,000. 

Item 7 is to provide a new medical and dental facility. The existing 
structure is a temporary building built in 1940 and is a fire trap and 
functionally unfit for medical use; cost $611,000. 

The eighth item is to supply 8,000 square feet of additional covere 
storage by means of two 40 by 100 foot Butler buildings to pr 
materials handled by the engineer maintenance supply sectioi 
the reclamation and salvage section; cost of $43,000. 

Total for the school, $8,925,000. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Ammunition storage facilities. Well, 
we know all about that. 

Marine Corps Recruit Depot at San Diego, 

Mr. Witson. We have no water problem in San Diego. 

The CuarrMan. Just a minute. 

Mr. Ketiener. (Confers with the chairman.) 

The Cuatrman. Now, members of the committee, here is a letter 
from the Department, the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, with ref- 
erence to the dispensary down at Quantico. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. I had heard about this matter and I asked 
for a copy of this letter. I will read the pertinent portion of it. 
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It is the opinion of the Bureau that a facility of 20,000 square feet approxi- 
mately 9,000 square feet of which would be required for dental spaces, would be 
grossly inadequate to perform, the assigned mission, nor could it be satisfactorily 
designed for future augmentation. It is pointed out that the reduction to 20,000 
square feet would result in a facility 10 percent less than the presently uncon- 
scionably overcrowded and inadequate temporary structure. 

The CuHatrMAN. Now, Admiral, is there anything you can do about 
relieving that situation? Can the Bureau of Yards and Docks help 
out any ? 

Admiral Perry. We have the item on this 

The CHarRMAN. Well, how much should it be increased to meet this 
criticism ¢ 

Admiral Perry. Well, we will charge them $24 a square foot for 
each additional square foot that they want, Mr. Chairman. 

The CrratRMaNn. $24 a square foot? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrMaNn. To build? 

Mr. Witson. Is that wholesale? 

(Laughter. ) 

Admiral Perry. If the size of the building is increased, as you can 
see from our estimate which we have here, it will cost $24 a square 
foot for each square foot that we add to it. 

The CuatrMan. All right. We approve Quantico. 

The next item is San Diego. 

General ALLEN. At Marine Corps Recruit Depot, San Diego, Calif., 
we have two projects. The first is for a reception center at Camp 
Matthews, which is 14 miles from the city of San Diego. There are 
no facilities except pyramidal tents available for families visiting 
recruits and the situation is a poor morale factor for the men in 
training. Cost of $71,000. 

The other item is the paving of 162,000 square feet of dirt to elimi- 
nate an unsanitary condition generated by continual clouds of dust 
being blown into the messhalls during the dry season and mud being 
carried in during inclement weather, will cost $49,000, making a total 
for the depot of $120,000. 

The Crateman. We approve San Diego. 

And Marine Corps Training Center, 29 Palms, Calif. Family 
houses, $47,000. How many is that? 

General ALLEN. That is two, sir. Two family quarters at a cost 
of $47,300. 

Mr. Ketiener. Two. 

The Cramman. All right. We approve that. 

is there anything else in the bill for the Marine Corps? 

freneral ALLEN. The only other thing that we have, sir, is in the 
OVeTS¢ ~ 

The Crrsmaan. Thank you very much, General. 

(reneral ALLEN. I do have a statement that I had prepared that I 
Wish, if there is permission of the chairman, to turn it over and have 
it placed in the record. 

The Cuamman. Thank you very much. Put it in the record unless 
you want to deliver it now. 

General ALLEN. No, sir. 

The Cuamrman. Thank you very much. 
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STATEMENT OF BRIG. GEN. CHESTER R. ALLEN, ASSISTANT QUAR. 
TERMASTER GENERAL OF THE MARINE CORPS, WITH REGARD 
TO FISCAL YEAR 1956 CLASS 5 PUBLIC WORKS PROJECTS 


‘The Marine Corps’ public works authorization program for fiscal 
year 1956 consists of 46 items. ‘These 46 items constitute the urgent 
requirements for this year to successfully prosecute the mission of the 
Marine Corps. To achieve this objective, authorization for 46 items 
totaling $67,303,300 is requested. Authorization exists for four items 
totaling $7,969,000 ; $22,239,300 is for facilities within the continental 
United States, and $45,064,000 for facilities overseas. This program 
is divided into five broad functional categories, the number of items 
in each type and the dollar value of each type is as follows: 

Seventy-five percent of the program will provide five items for 
training facilities valued at $50,167,000. 

Ten percent of the program will provide 17 items for utilities valued 
at $6,797,000. 

Three percent of the program will provide 10 times for adminis- 
trative facilities valued at $2,455,000. 

live percent of the program will provide 11 items for supply facil- 
ities valued at $3,023,000. 

Seven percent of the program will provide three items for quarters 
and recreation valued at $4,861,300. 

Facilities will be provided at 10 Marine Corps activities and is sum- 
marized as follows: 

Marine Corps Supply Center, Albany, Ga.: Six items valued at 
$3,157,000 will enable the center to accomplish the scheduled equip- 
ment maintenance and will provide the necessary storage both covered 
and open for that equipment and supplies under procurement. Two 
recreational facilities are also proposed which have not been pre- 
viously provided. Necessary utilities are included to support these 
projects. 

Marine Corps Supply Center, Barstow, Calif.: Three items valued 
at. $330,000 will provide covered storage which is not now available. 
An item to acquire 1,082 acres of land to cost $11,000 is also included 
to protect the Government’s investment in the buildings located there. 
Authorization also is requested for 3 items valued at $160,000 to 
provide a brig, a civilian cafeteria, and a provost marshal’s office. 

Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, N. C.: Three items valued at 
$866,000 will provide necessary utilities and service where a deficiency 
exists, such as fire protection, heating for barracks, and water-treat- 
ment facilities. Authorization also is requested for 4 items valued 
at $193,000 to provide replacement and improvement of teleplione 
cables, improvement of water-distribution system, toilet facilities for 
BOQ’s and raw-water-well-control system. 

Marine Corps Recruit Depot, Parris Island, S. C.: Three items val- 
ued at $1,654,000 will replace the present unsatisfactory 50-year-old 
maintenance shops and provide facilities for orderly reception, inter 
view, and testing of recruits for classification. Authority to correct 
deficiencies in the steam-distribution system is also requested. 

Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton, Calif.: Nine items valued 
at $6,746,000 will replace unsatisfactory administrative facilities which 
will house the main administrative function of the base, and provide 
necessary offices at the main gate. Included also are necessary utilities 
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where there is a deficiency, such as improvement to the telephone sys- 
tem, heating to motor-transport-repair shop, and six new water wells. 
Included also is the conversion of a storehouse to 3 family quarters, 
construction of 9 senior MOQ’s, 35 junior MOQ’s, 28 MEM(Q’s, and 
authority to prepare the plans and specification to improve the boat 
basin. 

Marine Corps Clothing Depot, Philadelphia, Pa.: Authorization is 
requested for 1 item valued at $30,000 to provide necessary fire pro- 
tection. 

Marine Corps Schools, Quantico, Va.: Eight items value at $8,925,- 
000 are required to provide necessary training facilities for newly 
commissioned officers and young men desirous of being commissioned. 
Areas for artillery firing will be cleared of brush and trees to permit 
adequate control of training exercises. Requested also is a new trunk 
highway to permit egress and ingress to the post proper from U. S. 
Route 1. An enlarged water-storage and distribution facility is 
required to overcome unsatisfactory conditions as proven by the last 
2 years’ droughts, and lastly, medical facilities to provide care for 
personnel in the central part of the post. Authorization also is 
requested to provide a central camp in the Guadalcanal training area 
for the basic school to train all newly commissioned officers, and to 
provide two storage buildings. 

Marine Corps Recruit Depot, San Diego, Calif.: One item valued 
at $71,000 will provide a shelter for families visiting recruits. Au- 
thorization also is requested for 1 item valued at $49,000 to pave muster 
areas In the vicinity of messhalls. 

Marine Corps Training Center: Twentynine Palms, Calif.: 1 item 
valued at $47,300 is required to provide family quarters for 1 flag and 
i senior officer. 

Overseas: 2 items valued at $45,064,000 are required to provide 
lilleting, messing, and training facilities to house 1 reinforced Marine 
division (minus 1 regimental combat team) and provide a water sup- 
ply system for 1 regimental combat team. 

The CuHarrman. Now, members of the committee, it is 4 o’clock. 
Now, we have done pretty well today. And we will start off with the 
ordnance facilities tomorrow. We hope to get through with the 
Navy bill tomorrow. 

Thank you, gentlemen, very much. We will take a recess until 10 
oclock in the morning. 

(Whereupon, at 4 p. m., the committee adjourned. ) 


Hovuskt or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Wednesday, May 25, 1955. 
The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman, pre- 
siding. 
The Cuamman. Let the committee come to order. 
This is a continuation of the hearing on H. R. 5700. 
Mr. Kelleher, I just asked the admiral and he stated that he had 
delivered to you the document relating to the rescissions. Do you 
have that? 
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Mr. Keviener. Yes,sir. I don’t have it in the room at this moment. 

The Cuatrman. Don’t you think we ought to put it in the record! 
At least so we will have some record 

Mr. Ke.iener. There is no reason why it shouldn’t go in there 

The CriamrMan. Go get a copy of it. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Have you the one for the Air Force out here? 

Mr. WickrersHam. He has one right here. 

Mr. Ketiener. You have one here? 

Captain Lamps. Yes, sir [handing]. 

Mr. Ketieuer. I can put the Air Force information in later on, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Let’s see what the information is. 

(Mr. Kelleher hands to the chairman.) 

The CHamman. What period of time does this rescission cover 
now ? 

Captain Lams. Mr. Chairman, this covers rescissions from Public 
Law 653, the 80th Congress, through Public Law 534 of the 83d 
Congress. 

The Cuatrman. Prior to the 80th Congress, any rescissions? 

Captain Lams. We rescinded authorizations prior to the 80th Con- 
gress in Public Law 209 of the 83d Congress. 
~ The Cuarrman. Then this rescission brings us up to date? 

Captain Lams. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. It brings us down to the 83d Congress. 

Captain Lamp. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHarrman. All right. I think we should put this in the 
record, so we will have a complete record of the rescissions, so we 
can keep up with it, don’t you see. 

Now, also in the part of the record we will put in the information 
reloting to the rescissions of the Air Force. 

This is off the record. 

(Statement off the record.) 

(Further discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Ketiener. Will section 510 remove any additional authority 
prior to the 80th Congress ? 

Captain Lams. No, sir; the authorizations that will be automatically 
rescinded by section 510, if that is adopted, are included there. 

The Cuarrman. Well, this merely is the saving in construction. 
The original item is not rescinded. 

Captain Lamp. Not in all instances, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Ketiener. Two varieties of things, aren’t there, in there, Cap- 
tain? Savings 

Captain Lams. There are two varieties of things. There are, (1) 
projects which we no longer require due to changes in operational 
requirements; and (2) savings on construction that has been completed. 

On page 6- 

The CHamMan. Well, now, let’s see here. 

Admiral Crark. Page 6 is a good example, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatmrman. All right. On page 6: “Naval medical supply 
depot, location to be determined”—well, we won’t take that one. _ 

Now, Naval Hospital, Long Beach, Calif., 300-bed hospital. The 
amount authorized was $3,889,000, and your rescission is—we did 
build that hospital. 
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Captain Lams. That is the complete usable facility which we do not 
need and we are rescinding it. 

The CuairmMan. That is right; you didn’t build a hospital there at 
all. 

Now, the naval hospital at Great Lakes, 400 beds additional, tempo- 
rary. You didn’t build that, and then 300-bed te mporary, we didn’t 
build that. 

Captain Lams. No, sir; because we are coming in this year with a 
new authorization request. 

The Cuairman. That is right. 

Captain Lams. For a new permanent hospital. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, naval station, Key West, dredging of submarine base. We 
authorized $2,341,000 and you are rescinding $687,000. That is just 
due to the fact that it costs less. 

Captain Lams. That is correct, sir. 

The CuarmMan. That is right. You just saved money. 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Admiral, take this Key West item, it is esti- 
mated to cost $2,347,250, and your rescission amounts to $687,567; 
completed at a saving and a reduction in scope. 

Now, if you haven’t added the words “reduction in scope,” why, 
you made some rather poor calculations as to what it was going to 
cost. Because you built it for $687,367 less than you originally esti- 
mated. 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Chairman, this particular project was con- 
ceived at a time when we had no funds for advance planning. 

I think I said in the earlier part of our meetings that prior to the 
time we had money for advanced planning we pretty near had to pull 
these figures out of the air. 

The CuatrmMan. That is right. 

Admiral Perry. We don’t do that today. 

The CrarrmMan. You don’t do that now. 

Admiral Perry. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Then the committee can understand that you have 
had advance planning on all of these items on this bill, then ¢ 

Admiral Perry. There is one exception, Mr. Chairman, and that is 
the work that is to be done on a large classified project. 

The Cuarrman. All right. In continental United States we can un- 
derstand that you have advance pl: mning and it will not occur in any 
line item, such a difference in cost as is reflected here, that I am talking 
about now at Key West, where we authorized $2,300,000, and on that 
project you saved $687,000 when you built it 2 

Admiral Perry. That is right ; yes, sir. 

The CHatrrMan. So from now on, you won't have, with vour advance 
planning, much difference in the authorization and expenditure? 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Chairman, we cannot estimate a job absolutely 

iccurately, no matter how good we do it. We consider we are pretty 
eonll if we are within 10 percent of the actual cost when the thing is 

inally constructed. 

The Cuatrman. You think, then, in this bill now you will run 
within 10 percent ? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

55066—55—No. 20 —36 
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The CuatrrMan. Now, in the past, you were way over 10 percent. 

Admiral Perry. That is right; yes, sir. 

The CHairMan. And therefore that prompted your rescissions! 

Admiral Perry. That is right, 

The Cuarman. For ‘instance, at the Marine C orps station, Cherry 
Point, we authorized $15 million and you saved $2 million on that 
project. So that shows you didn’t have advance pl: inning. 

All right ; put all this is the record. 

(The matter referred to follows:) 


Section 510 of H. R. 5700 of the 84th Congress proposes automatic rescission 
on July 1, 1956, of all authorizations for public-works projects which were granted 
prior to October 1, 1951, and, to which appropriated funds have not been obli- 
gated as of July 1, 1956. If enacted, section 510 of H. R. 5700 will rescind the 
following authorizations for public works granted to the Navy Department: 


Public Law 653, 80th Cong. 
CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 


Naval amphibious base, Little Creek, Va.: Acquisition of land 

Naval Reserve Armory, Lawrence, Mass.: Acquisition of land_ 

Marine Corps auxiliary landing field, Mojave, Calif.: Acquisition of 
land Soe 3) 4 Ee 

Naval magazine, Montauk, Long Island, N. Y.: Acquisition of land___ 

Naval air station, Oceana, Va.: Acquisition of avigation easements__ 

Naval air station, Patuxent River, Md.: Facilities for bombing 
targets 4 “ 

Naval air missile test center, Point Mugu, Calif. Sea test range and 
test and evaluation facilities = Sa ee ae 

Naval Shipyard, Portsmouth, Va.: Acquisition of land riled E 

Naval communications station, Skaggs Island, Calif.: Addition to 
radio-operations building ~~ ae 

Radio-transmitting station, location to be determined : R: \dio- tre ans- 
mission facilities__ 


OUTSIDE CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 

Naval radio station, Argentia, Newfoundland: Consolidated commu- 
nications facilities ae eS ee ee eee ee 

Naval ammunition depot, Guam: High-explosive-storage facilities___ 

leet Marine Force base, Guam: Development of facilities : 

Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, T. H.: Acquisition of land at W aik le 
Gulch, ete : 

Various locations: Correction of deficiencies 


Public Law 420, 81st Cong. 
OUTSIDE CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 


Adak, Alaska: Permanent communication facility, ete., magazine 
buildings, ete., family quarters, utilities, ete 


Public Law 564, 81st Cong. 
CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 


Naval ammunition depot, Bangor, Wash.: Mine-assembly facility___ $1, , OO) 
Davjd Taylor model basin, Carderock, Md.: Alter 24-inch water 

tunnel; free-test facility_ , 000 
Naval Observatory, Charlottesville, Va.: Reloc ‘ation. of observatory 

from Washington, D. C .. eck) SEP ey nee poe , 179, 000 
Naval Aero Rocket Labor: itory, Lake Denmark, N. J.: Roe ket test 

NUR ITT ic cae cmeeartercngs 340, 175 
Headquarters, commander in chief, Atlantic Fleet, Norfolk, Va.: 

Combined antisubmarine warfare plot, ete x J 399, S20 
Naval air station, San Diego, Calif. : Completion of 2 engine-test cells_ 466, 000 
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Public Law 564, 81st Cong.—Continued 


OUTSIDE CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 

Naval supply center, Guam: Additional petroleum-storage facilities__ 

Pacific: Naval government facilities in the Trust Territories 

Naval station, Tutuila, Samoa: Acquisition of land- - Cae ae 

Classified locations (overseas) : Military construction at classified 
locations SESS HOSES SOREN Semone mame we ee 


Publie Law 910, 81st Cong. 


CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 


OUTSIDE CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 


Public Law 155, 82d Cong. 
CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 


Naval amphibious base, Coronado, Calif. : en of training 
facilities___ oe 

Naval station, Key West, Fla.: Dredging at submari ine base » and addi- 
tional berthing Wier é 

Naval station, San Diego, Calif. : Electronics storehouse. kepiimatenan 

Naval station, Treasure Island, San Francisco, Calif.; Barracks, mess 
hall and galley 

Naval auxiliary air station, Cecil Field, Fla. : Developme nt of master 
jet station 

Marine Corps air station, Cherry Point, N. C 
port jet operations_______-~ 

Naval air station, Chincoteague, Va a. : Development « of f jet field_ 

Naval auxiliary landing strip, Crows Landing, Calif. : Additional 
aviation facilities____—- Tes 

Naval air facility, Glynco, Ga.: Adv: anced comb: ut information center, 
additional aviation fae ilitie es_ i pe ; 

Naval air station, Grosse Ile, Mich.: Additional aviation facilities 

Naval air station, Jacksonville, Fla.: Additional aviation facilities 

Naval air station, Key West, Fla.: Additional aviation facilities 

Naval air station, Lakehurst, N. J.: A‘'ditional aviation facilities 

Naval auxiliary air station, Miramar, Calif. : aiaaaenece of master 
RN es ae ee ae ak ee ee eee ee =r — 

Marine Corps auxiliary landing strip, Mojave, Calif.: “Addition: il 
aviation facilities _______ ; : pei cana 

Naval air station, Norfolk, Va.: Addition: al avis ition facilities 

Naval air station, Pensacola, Fla. : Additional aviation facilities 

Naval air station, Quonset Point, R. I.: Additional aviation facili- 


Naval air station, San Diego, Calif. : Additional ul avis ition fac ilities. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Sanford, Fla.: Additional aviation facili 
Pee . Gees icane eee en 
ival auxiliary air station, Sanford, “Maine: Additional aviation fa- 
petty be ies BB aoe: Bee = : 

Marine Corps auxiliary landing strip, Santa Maria, Calif.: Addi- 
tional aviation facilities_._._...._._.__.__-__- = : : 

Naval auxiliary air station, Saufley Field, Fla.: Additional aviation 
facilities ______ li Cre erie as leolee ; 

Naval auxiliary landing strip, Webster Field, Md.: Additional avia- 
tion facilities..........._.. ae ER 

Marine Corps depot of supplies, § San Francisco, Calif.: (Barstow An 
nex) bachelor civilian quarters___.____-_------ 

Marine barracks, Camp LeJeune, N. C.: Warehouses ; 

Marine barracks, Camp Pendleton, Oceanside, Calif.: Warehouses at 
fe) ae 

Naval communications station, Anni apolis, Md. : Additic mal fac ilites 2S _ 


$4, 
A 


128, 113 
000, OOO 


*” ey 
0, Oat) 


100, 891 


S748, 355 


$3, 


159, 055 


217, 890 


77, 000 


D, O26 


687, 367 
DST, 676 


748, 000 


815, S77 


, 042, 482 
, OSD, 614 


316, 200 


101, O70 


2, 970, 155 


5S3, OOO 
546, 695 


2, 410, 530 


259, 768 


235, 616 
401, 447 


756, 667 


745, 142 
540, 589 


, 022, 268 


2 056, 616 


3, 869, 000 


4,: 


1, 


299, 681 
350, 000 


24, 307 


2, 192, 951 


066, 464 
45, 127 
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Publie Law 155, 82d Cong.—Continued 
CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES—Continued 


Naval communications station, Cheltenham, Md.: Additional facili- 
ties, quarters, etc___- 

Fleet Sonar School, Key Ww est, Fla.: School building 

Postgraducate School, Monterey, Calif.: Development of interim 
facilities __ ao, 

Naval oo depot, C ‘harleston, 8. C.: luprovement of wate r- 
front facilities_____- satel 

Navi il proving ground, Dahlgren, wa: Plate fuse battery testing 

facility seh: ee ‘ 

Ni boas ammunition depot, Hastings, Nebr. : Additional magazines and 
inert storehouses reais . 5 if a 

Naval ammunition depot, Hawthorne, Nev. : Additional magazines_ 

Naval powder factory, Indian Head, Md. : Inert material storage 


Naval ammunition depot, Shumaker, Ark.: Additional magazines and 


inert storehouses and rocket produce tion facilities . P 
Naval gun factory, Washington, D. C.: Complete building No. 213 
Naval shipyard, Bremerton (Puget Sound), Wash.: Replace boilers 

5-8; improvements to dry docks Nos. 1 and 2, etc 
Naval shipyard, Mare Island, Calif.: Extend portal crane tracks, 

modernize electrical shop, ete ae — pucideaiken ; 

Naval shipyard, Norfolk, Va.: Electrical, electronics, and ordnance 
shops 


Naval shipys rd, Portsmouth, Rae BR Rebuild caisson to dry dock 
No, 2 ies : as oe 
Naval advance base depot, ‘Davisville, R. I.: storage facilities 
Naval advance base depot, Gulfport, Miss.: Storage facilities 
Naval supply center, Norfolk Va.: Bulk storage for aviation gas, jet 
fuel, and fuel oil eo aad : 
General service supply office, Philadelphia, Pa.: Construct office 
building CSUES. 2. 
Naval bulk fuel facility, Portland, Maine, area 
and bulk storage for aviation gas, jet fuel_ 
Naval medical supply depot, location to be determined : ¢ ‘onstruc t new 
facilities _- 
Naval hospital, Long Beach, Calif. : 
Naval Hospital, Great Lakes, IIL: 
100 bed temporary hospital 
300 bed permanent hospital_____ ee ; 
Naval advance base depot, Davisville, R. TL: Barre icks, mess 
and galley 


OUTSIDE CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 


Naval Station, Adak, Alaska: Utilities to dock area ‘ 
Naval operating base, Guam, Marianas Islands: Tracks for gantry 
crane —__ ified Ee eee 

Naval oper: iting. base, ‘Kodiak, Alaska: 

Dredge Woman’s Bay- 

Heating and auxiliary powerplant____ " ; 
Naval ordnance facility, Okinawa: Mine and net stora ige buildings 
Naval air station, Barber’s Point, Territory of Hawaii: Additional 

aviation facilities_____~ 
Naval air facility, Naha, Okinawa: Additional aviation facilities 
Naval communication facility, Londonderry, North Ireland: Addi- 
tional facilities____- a oben “ 
Naval ammunition depot, ‘Balboa, Canal. ‘Zone: Improvement of 
trestle, ete anes 
Sec. 292: 

C assified military installations and facilities 
Sec. 401: 

Joint facilities (various locations) : Classified joint projects 


In addition to the rescissions which will result from the enactment of 
510 of H. R. 5700, the Navy Department has outstanding authorizations wii 
are no longer required. The following list of authorizations has been 
mended for rescission to the Secretary of Defense by the Navy Department: 
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Public Law 534, 82d Cong. 
CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 


Naval shipyard, Boston, Mass.: Waterfront shop and storage build- 


3 ing, barracks, and bachelor officers’ quarters__________-__-___--_-_ $2, 143, 687 
M} Naval shipyard, Philadelphia, Pa.: Submarine battery assembly 
SS a SA SE ee Ee ae Se ere ee ee $34, O70 
a Naval shipyard, Portsmouth, N. H.: Increase enlisted barrac cks 
ri aU a at St OS ener, Seat te! PPA SD i Lee AR ao ee an ee 58, 324 
3 Naval sh pyard, Newport, R. I.: Planning for fleet berthing facility__ 84, 317 
eee Commander in Chief, U. S. Atlantic Fleet, Norfolk, 
2 By RS a SE ee ete ae ee a ar ee Oe 24, 419 
Mo auxiliary landing field, Edenton, N, C.: Barge fuel “delivery, 
2 RR ERR EA ee Pe Ete I eee ARES 118, 742 
j Naval air test center, Patuxent River, Md.: Additional research ‘and 
H) te a i . thee 960, 381 
Naval air facility, Weeksville, N. C.: Helium purification plant____ 124, 367 
3 Naval supply depot, Great Lakes, Ill. : Covered storage, utilities, etc__ S82, 601 
W) Naval supply depot, Jacksonville, Fla. : Acquisition of land, engi- 
nn eeveesaptamnncenmssleoieaninnes dite 391, 200 
2 Naval Supply Center (Cheatham Annex), Norfolk Va.: Tr: aining 
Taco EPO oa be etc etewen te acon 180, 500 
nj eaten, Supply Depot, Scotia, N. Y.: covered storage, utilities, ete____- 5S2, TOO 
aval Supply Depot (Point Loma), San Diego, Calif.: Aviation gas, 
ti Edt LS hI SE Na NE LEE 716, 307 
Naval Ammunition Depot, Charleston, 8. C.: Improve ammunition 
1 issue and transshipment facilities, ete__._.___._._.-__~~ - 62, 956 
4 \lleghany Ballistics Laboratory, Cumberland, Md. : Testing x fac cilities, 
1H ee TRE eR a ee ce Le ane cP ee nT ea 109, 868 
Naval Ordnance Test Station, Inyokern, Calif.: Extend electric power 
WM) system, extend runways, ete____- A a eee ee 504, 968 


Naval Amphibious Base, Coronado, Calif. : vienna assault 
ln) trainer peas 
Naval Medical Supply Depot, Edgewater, N. J.: Site “prepar: ition, 


enn oF 
ov, « 


76 


12 storage facilities, ete_____~- NE INE nee: ee eRe EE 1, 155, 000 
Naval Communication Station, Annapolis, Md.: Site prepar: ition, 

) utilities, communications facilities, ete___._._.____--~- Rican igueeat abe oana 100, OOO 

) 

OUTSIDE CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 

“ Naval Station, Adak, Alaska; Marine barracks and facilities — 720, 010 
Naval Operating Base, Guam, Marianas Islands: Oxygen, carbon 

rH dioxide, and acetylene generating plants___-~-~- ae P §20, 000 
Naval Base, Pearl Harbor, Territory of Hawaii: Dock facilities and 

utilities, submarine and fresh-water lines oe 1, 082, 122 

Naval Air Station, Kodiak, Alaska: Airfield lighting, operations, fa- 

M) ts a | ae ‘ ee eee — 191, 239 
Naval Ammunition Depot, Oahu, “Te rritory of PH: iwaii: Quality evalu 

34 ition lahoratory_- ve nan as See 177, 164 
Sec, 202: 

~ (lassifed installations and facilities______- anew 878,200 

JO Public Law : 83d Cong. 

2 CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 

si) 
Naval Air Station, Corpus Christi, Tex.: Visual omnidirectional 

7 wot pe eh dine tele tleis sAia ie dele Weare ae te pee a ao ae S73, 000 
Naval Auxiliary ‘Air Station, Kingsville, Tex.: Visual omnidire ctional 

Li og” RRA RAY oe ie LE i, AE See en ae ee a 73. COD 
Naval Air Station, Miramar, Calif.: Visual omnidiree tional range 73. 000 

78 Marine Corps Depot of Supplies, Albany, Ga.: Security fencing 92, 000 
\uthorizations rescinded automatically by sec. 510, H. R. 5700 132, 243, 172 

(M) \dditional authorizations proposed for rescission by Navy Depart- 

= oe Se Cepia eae eee 2 5th aN 19, 108, S48 

ws a es ae aaa er elias _-... 151, 352, 020 
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The CHarrman. All right. 

Then the committee can understand now that in view of your ad 
vance planning there will hardly be a variance of more than 10 per 
cent in the cost from the authorization ? 

Admiral Perry. That is correct, yes, sir. 

Now, members of the committee, we will turn to page 24. Ordnance 
facilities. Now, that is where we had reached, had we not? 

Mr. Kevitener. That is correct, sir. 

The CuarkMan. Now 

Admiral Ciark. Mr. Chairman 

The CuarrMan. Wait 1 minute. Now, you have the amendment in 
reference to Camp Pendleton, to make available $260,000 for the pur- 
pose of digging wells? 

Mr. Kev_iener. Yes, I do. 

The CHarrman. All right. 

On line 17, page 24, Naval Ordnance Depot, Charleston, S. C. 
Ordnance facilities, $193,000. 

Mr. Smarr. A statement for the record, Admiral ? 

Admiral Ciark. Mr. Chairman, may I at this point insert a state 
ment from the Deputy Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance in the record, 
sir 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

(The statement follows: ) 


STATEMENT OF REAR ApM. P. D. Stroop, DEPUTY CHIEF OF THE BUREAU OF OrRD 
NANCE, WITH REGARD TO FISCAL YEAR 1956 CLAss 6 PUBLIC WorRKS PROJECTS, 
APRIL 26, 1955 


Gentlemen, the objective of the Bureau of Ordnance public works program 
is to provide the facilities necessary to support the Bureau’s mission. The facil- 
ities in this program are required to prosecute successfully an integrated pro- 
gram of research, design, development, manufacture, storage, distribution and 
issue of ordnance and ammunition to the fleet and for certain requirements of 
the Army and Air Force. 

To achieve this objective, new authorization totaling $23,474,000 is requested : 
$17,455,000 for facilities in this country and $6,019,000 for facilities overseas 
including the provision of a small amount of military family housing at two 
classified locations. This program is divided into six broad functional types. 
The number of projects in each type, the dollar value of each type and the 
percentage comparison of this cost to the total are as follows: 


nee oT Number of Sc Percent o! 
Type of project projects Cost total cost 





Ammunition storage___......-- A ee nee ee Pe , 871, 000 
Research and development _ : : , 748, 000 
Ammunition production and renovation | Q | 3, 983, 000 
Explosive safety 8 3, 939, 000 | 
Self-liquidating in less than 10 years__-- ae } 5, 081,000 | 
Miscellaneous to improve morale or comply with public laws..-_-| t 852, 000 


Total y 23, 474, 000 








ll 
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The facilities under each type are as follows: 


A. AMMUNITION STORAGE (CONTINENTAL) 


Naval Ammunition Depot, Fallbrook, Calif.: Ammunition storage 
pee ON cela Spe <i SEI PRI cle a Sie ee Sea 
Naval Mine Depot, Yorktown, Va.: Ammunition storage and test 
CES EIR tS cet Sele oR Lo Ea Roe SD ce A 
Ammunition storage (overseas) (location classified) : Ammuni- 
tion storage facilities 


Subtotal 


C, AMMUNITION PRODUCTION AND RENOVATION 
(CONTINENTAL) 


Naval Aviation Ordnance Test Station, Chincoteague, Va.: Avia- 
tion ordnance research and development facilities______ 

Naval Ordnance Aerophysics Laboratory, Daingerfield, Tex. : 
Steam ejectors and barometric condensers_____________ 

Naval Powder Factory, Indian Head, Md.: Experimental propel- 
inne recone Teenie ES Rao ee 

Naval Underwater Ordnance Station, Newport, R. I.: Torpedo 
launching devices test facility.___._.c.._._._____- Tae ae 

Naval Ordnance Laboratory, White Oak, Md.: Modernize aero- 
NE EE SE EEE ae Ee 


— 


os 


$188, 000 


1138, 000 


4, | 570, 000 


4, 871, 000 


644, 000 
, 111, 000 
647, 000 
370, 000 


, 976, 000 





Subtotal 


, 748, 000 








C. AMMUNITION PRODUCTION AND RENOVATION (CONTINEN 


Naval Ammunition Depot, Hawthorne, Nev.: er: water- 
I a Bitch dE onder atom ea shan 
Naval. Powder Factory, Indianhead, Md.: 
Improve potable water system 
SRN SR et eine 
Naval Torpedo Station, Keyport, Wash.: Quality evalu: ation 
ES EE eee SE eee ee ee ere 
Naval Ordnance Plant, Louisville, Ky.: Ordnance drawing stor age, 
reproduction and revision facility on — 
Naval Magazine, Port Chicago, Calif.: X-ray housing fac ility 
Naval Ammunition Depot, St. Juliens Creek, Va.: Central steam 
wee 


Ammunition production and renovation (overseas) : Naval Ammu- 
nition Depot, Oahu, T. H.: Rocket testing facility__ 


Subtotal 
D. EXPLOSIVE SAFETY (CONTINENTAL) 


Naval Proving Ground, Dahlgren, Va.: Land acquisition___~~__- 
Naval Ammunition Depot, Fallbrook, Calif.: Ammunition renova- 
SA RRS 8 eee ene eee eee 
Naval Ammunition Depot, Hawthorne, Nev.: ¢ ‘omplete barricades 
PE EE one ne ee = os 
Naval Magazine, Port Chicago, Calif.: Land acquisition _ ae deca 
Explosive safety (overseas): Naval Ammunition Depot, Oaliu, 
fe 
Barricaded classification yard, West Loch_----------------- 
Barricaded sidings, Lualualei____-__--------------- 


Subtotal 





TAL) 


wo | 


504, 000 


460, 000 
23, 000 


376, 000 


927, 000 
241, OOO 


420, 000 
765, 000 


167, 000 


3, 983, 000 





— 


200, 000 
326, 000 
760, 000 


, 688, 000 


515, 000 
450, 000 


8, 939, 000 
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E. SELF-LIQUIDATING IN LESS THAN 10 YEARS 
(CONTINENTAL) 


Naval Ammunition Depot, Charleston, S. C.,: Ammunition reno- 

vation facility $193, 000 
Naval Ammunition Depot, Earle, N. J.: Refrigerated mine battery 

storage building 59, 000 
Naval Ordnance Plant, Macon, Ga.: Insert manufacturing 

building  _- 3, 800, 000 
Naval Ammunition and Net Depot, Seal Beach, Calif.: Improve 

waterfront facilities 1, 029, 000 





Subtotal_ 5, O81, 000 


F. MISCELLANEOUS TO IMPROVE MORALE OR COMPLY 
WITH PUBLIC LAWS 


Continental : 
Naval Ammunition Depot, Hawthorne, Nev.: Low-cost hous- 
ing community improvements 160, 000 
Naval Ordnance Test Station, China Lake, Calif.: All-faith 
chapel — 375, 000 
Overseas: 
Naval Ordnance Facility, Sasebo, Japan: Subsistence and bar- 
racks facilities ; 66, 000 
Location classified : 
Family Housing: 
1 Senior officer, 1 junior officer, 8 enlisted men____ 138, 000 
1 Senior officer, 1 junior officer, 6 enlisted men 113, 000 





Subtotal 852, 000 


og |e SR ee ere aces ee Lt 23, 474, 000 

The Cratrman. Who is the head of the Bureau of Ordnance now! 

Admiral Ciark. Admiral Withington, sir. 

The CuairmMan. The chiefs of the bureaus are up here on each sec- 
tion that relates to them, or someone from their office? 

Admiral Crark. Yes, sir. 

The Carman. The Chief is here? 

Admiral CiarK. The Chief happens to be here. He was—— 

Admiral Wurrrrneron. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Criark. Yes, sir; he is here today. 

The Cuamman,. All right, put the Admiral’s statement in the rec- 
ord, then. 

Admiral Crark. Thank you. 

The Cuarman. All right. Now, tell us briefly about the naval 
ammunition depot down at Charleston. 

Admiral CLark. The mission of this station is to receive, store, 
issue, and renovate, except for modification, all types of ammunition. 
We are requesting at the Ammunition Depot, Charleston, S. C., an 
ammunition renovation facility for $193,000. We expect that this 
project will amortize itself in 2 years by the shipment savings on a 
big backlog of ammunition renovation which we now ship to an in- 
land depot where they are fully occupied. 

The Cuamman. Now, we have heretofore appropriated $2,833,211 
and you have spent $1,222,376. This is a permanent installation ? 

Admiral CLark. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. And it is where you store your ammunition that 
is to be shipped out and put on the ships? 

Admiral Ciark. That is part of it. They receive, store, issue, and 
renovate all types of ammunition. 
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The CuatrMan. All right, without objection we approve that. 

Naval aviation ordnance test station at Chincoteague. That is re- 
search and development facilities. What kind of research facilities 
are going on down there? 

Admiral Cuiark. They test and evaluate experimental aviation 
ordnance equipment, sir, guns and rockets for aircraft. Conduct re- 
search and developmental investigations, test and evaluation of ex- 
perimental aviation ordnance equipment, including aviation fire con- 
trol systems, aircraft guns, and associated components, short-range 
guided missiles and aircraft missile launchers. 

The CHatrMAN. Now, since the 80th Congress we haven’t appro- 
priated anything for this station, isn’t that correct ? 

Admiral Cuiarxk. That is correct. 

The CuatrMan. Now, why do you find it necessary now to spend 
$644,000 down there, when during the Korean trouble and for the 
last 5 or 6 years you haven’t felt you have any requirement there? 
What has recently happened where you should have to have research 
and development facilities there? 

Admiral Criark. Mr. Chairman, we are asking for aviation ord- 
nance research and development facilities, consisting of a gun test 
facility, a control temperature building, and to permit us to do a lot 
of testing on the ground that previously we have had to do in the 
air at great expense. 

The Cuarrman. Admiral, you have been getting along pretty well 
without any further expenditure down there. How much has been 
spent there in all? 

Mr. KeELLeHER. Two and a half million dollars. 

The CHAIRMAN. Two and a half million dollars. 

Admiral CLARK. Yes; $214 million to date, sir. 

The CHarrMAN. Two and a half million dollars there to date. Now, 
this is a permanent station ? 

Admiral CuarK. Yes, sir, and this is very important work, Mr. 
Chairman. I don’t believe we have been getting along too well in 
aviation ordnance. I think we are reaching the point where the 
ordnance is not keeping up with the plane itself. With the higher 
speeds of planes, the Bureau of Ordnance sees great room for improve- 
ment, and we think we can get it by these racilities. It is one of 
the most urgent programs that I heard this year. 

The CuHarrman. This is a new facility being put at this place, is 
it not, this research and development ? 

Admiral Criark. No; it isn’t new facilities. It is a new facility 
within a facility, so to speak, sir. 

The Cuatrman, I know, but this is the first time you approached 
the utilization of this establishment along the research line. 

Admiral CuarK. No, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. Is it not? 

Admiral CiarK. We have been doing research, sir, but this is for 
the testing of these new components on the ground and we actually 
fire the guns on the ground in the plane. 

The Cuarirman. All right, without objection, we approve that 
item. 

Naval proving ground, Dahlgren. 

Mr. Kettener. Mr. Chairman 
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The CrnarrMaAN. Let’s talk about the land down there, because there 
is a good deal of opposition to acquiring any more land down at 
Dahlgren. 

Admiral Crark. Mr. Chairman, this item was in our program last 
year, sir, and this committee approved it. The Senate Armed Serv- 
ices Committee did not approve it. The Senate did not approve it. 
We believe we will have better luck with it this year, sir, with the 
Senate committee. It is for the acquisition of 850 acres at a sum of 
$200,000 to provide land necessary for proper safety distance for 
operation of a 3,000-foot test rocket launcher now under construction, 

The CuarrMan. On the contrary, I think there is going to be a 

little bit harder sledding, because we are all very closely scrutinizing 

each and every item in here. We may not have been as close as we 
were last year. Last year we probably weren’t as close as we should 
lave been. But nevertheless, the Senate struck this item out; didn’t 
they ? 

Admiral CuarK. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. So now you want to put it in again? 

Admiral CLark. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Why isn’t the proper place to put it in over in 
the Senate? Then if the Senate puts it in there, why, we having 
previously approved it, we might be able to go along in your confi- 
dence. Now, don’t just put the burden on us again. We carried 
the flag for you last year. We went down. So why not go back to 
the Senate and try to convince the Senate? 

Admiral CLARK. We did that—— 

The CHArrMAN. What? 

Admiral Cuark. We have had the Senate hearing, sir. 

The CuArrMAN. Well, did the Senate put it in? 

Admiral CLark. Yes, sir, we justified it to the Senate committee. 

The Caiman. I mean, has the Senate approved it this year? 

Admiral CLark. We haven’t been informed yet, sir. 

The Cuairman. All right, then this committee will wait until we 
see what the Senate is going to do about it. 

Admiral Ciark. That is fine with us, sir. 

The Cratmman. What? 

Admiral Crark. That is certainly fine with us. 

The Cruatman. I think that is the sensible thing todo. Because we 
don’t want the Senate to be knocking it out after we put it in. Now, 
the Senate knocked it out. You go up there and just file it in the 
Senate and then if it gets back in the bill, why, we have already 
committed ourselves to it. 

Admiral Crark. Yes, sir. 

The Cirarrman. There will be no trouble. We can put it in the 
conference report. We can accept the Senate amendment. 

Admiral Char. Yes, sir. 

The Ciuatrman. So I think that is the way to do it. 

So I suggest, gentlemen, we knock out this item, with the under- 
standing that if the Senate puts it in, why, we will go along with it. 

Admiral Crark. Yes, sir. 

The Cratmrman. So you will have to win your case over in the 
Senate. You already won it here. We will leave that one out. 

Mr. Keuiener. Strike it from the bill, Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuatrwan. Yes, sir, strike Dahlgren from the bill. 
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There is a good deal of opposition in Virginia about buying any 
more land down there. 

Naval Ordnance Aerophysics Laboratory at Daingerfield, Tex. Re- 
earch and development facilities. Where is this place in Texas? Is 
it on the mainland or out on the coast? 

Captain Lairp. It is up in the northeast corner of the State of Texas. 

Admiral CLarkx. Northeast corner. 

The Carman. It is in the very heart of Texas, then ? 

Admiral Crark. Sir? 

The CitarrmMan. It is in the heart of Texas, then? [ Laughter. | 

Mr. Hess. Deep in the heart of Texas. | 

The Cratman. You are putting the Navy way in the heart of 
Texas ¢ 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Here I am trying to get it all down to the south- 
eastern seaboard and can’t even get it. Yet we find a great big base 
out in the very heart of Texas for a laboratory. 

All right, tell us a little bit about this laboratory now. I see we 
authorized $562,000. We spent $411,000, and we want $1,111,000 more 
out. there. 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. The mission is to study supersonic aero- 
dynamics and jet propulsion in connection with guided missiles. We 
are requesting $111,000, sir, for a steam erector and barometric con- 
denser. These are needed for permitting us to simulate the altitude 
and flight conditions required for testing the guided missiles and 
ram-jet engines, sir. They are under development and planned 
and proposed facilities will provide an economical means for over- 
coming this deficiency because of the existing plant that is there. 

The Cuamman. When was this base established ¢ 

Admiral Crark. 1945, 

Mr. Hess. $14-..500.000. 

The Cuarrman. And you spent $14.5 million on this test center? 

\dmiral CLark. Yes, sir. 

The CuatmrmMan. All right. 

\dmiral CLark. This is a contract-operated plant, sir. 

The CHatrman. What did you say? 

\dmiral CLark. This is a contract-operated plant. 

The Cuamman. Well, anyhow, there is $14 million of Government 

oney that has gone in there, in facilities and buildings and things of 

itkind. How large a personnel do you keep there? 

\dmiral CLark. How many personnel under contract? 

Captain Latrp. 285, 

Admiral Ciark. 285, sir. 

The mission is to receive, store, and issue all types of ammunition; 
renovate all types of ammunition except rocket motors; receive, over- 
haul, assemble, test, and issue mines and mine components; and act 
as a principal overseas transshipment point for Armed Forces am- 
munition. We are requesting, sir, a refrigerated mine-battery stor- 
we building, for $59,000. This will effect a great savings in that it will 
increase the shelf life of these batteries that are stored there, so we 
will save money in reducing the number of new batteries that we have 
to purchase ; $59,000 for that project, sir. 
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The CuarrMan. Now, you will be in position next year to come 
back and tell us how much money you saved by this new process of 
refrigeration ? 

Admiral CiarK. Well, we can give you a pretty good estimate right 
now, sir. We have $400,000 worth of batteries stored there, and we 
believe that—how much, Captain Laird, is shown in the backup data 
as savings ¢ 

Captain Latrp. $60,000. 

Admiral Ciark. $60,000 a year savings. So in 1 year you have paid 
for this, sir. 

The Cuatrman,. All right. 

Mr. Bass. $52 million invested. 

The Cuatrman. Now, Naval Ammunition Depot, Fallbrook, Calif. 
Ordnance and ammunition storage facilities, $514,000. 

Why shouldn’t we strike that out until we get the water question 
settled out there, like we did last year? 

Admiral Ciark. Well, sir, Fallbrook has its own supply of water, 
which carries it except in very severe droughts. This is a very ur- 
gently needed project. If we don’t get it here, we would have to go to 
Hawthorne, Nev., where they are having some trouble with the water 
problem. In fact, we have just authorized some money under a law 
that permits the Secretary of the Navy to fund certain small projects, 
to dig wells in Hawthorne. The $514,000 is for two projects. One for 
$326,000 is to provide ammunition renovation facilities which will pay 
for itself in 2 years and also eliminate present extremely hazardous 
conditions at the depot. 

The other project is to provide an ammunition storage and test fa 
cility for a new weapon developed for the fleet, and stored and tested 
at this depot. Cost of $188,000. 

This is connected, sir, with the guided missile program. The de 
tails of it are classified. But these particular items we are asking for, 
Mr. Chairman, will not require any additional water. It is not an 
industrial project. 

The CuatrMan. Didn’t we strike this item out last year, Mr. Kel 
leher ? 

Admiral CLarx. The first item was struck out last year. The second 
was not, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Well, we struck out everything as far as Pendleton 
and Hawthorne were concerned, until we find out about the water. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman, may I speak on that? 

The CHatrrMan. We are on sound grounds to do so. As far as Haw- 
thorne up in Nevada is concerned, why, that has been established for 
about 25 or 30 years. And of course they are up against the water 
situation, and we are trying to get water up there. Because that is the 
main ammunition depot for the whole section. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Witson. As far as the water supply at Fallbrook is concerned, 
Fallbrook is right on the aqueduct that brings water in from the 
Colorado River down to San Diego. Any time there is any severe 
shortage, they can cut into the aqueduct and there is no real water 
problem in Fallbrook. 
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Now, this is the ammunition storage facility that supplies the port 
of San Diego. It is in the hills back of San Diego. I think it is a 
mistake, personally, to— 

The CHairMan. It has recently been established because for years 
you used Hawthorne. Hawthorne was the place, the ammunition de- 
pot. It isa short distance from Hawthorne down to San Diego. 

Mr. Witson. It is a long distance from Hawthorne to San Diego, 
and it is a short distance to Fallbrook. 

The CHarrmMan. Well, we come and we established this base down 
at Fallbrook. 

Mr. Kevieuer. In 1942. 

The CuatrMan. In 1942. 

Mr. Witson. It was used during the war. 

The CHarrman. And we got up against the water situation. And 
| don’t think the Government is sound in spending any money until 
we clear up the water fight that is in the court. Then—I know all 
about the Fallbrook—Fallbrook can’t get water without buying it 
from the aqueduct that goes into San Diego. And that is one of the 
great issues that is being fought. 

Mr. Witson. You have 12 officers and 73 enlisted men. They are 
not going to drink very much water in any event, and it is important 
to the defense- 

The Cuatrman. All right. It may get to the point where we will 
have to ultimately abandon it. And that is the very reason I am hesi- 
tating about spending money, when probably it will have to be aban- 
doned on account of the lack of water, or else the water is going to cost 
somuch that it will be almost unwarranted to buy the water. 

Mr. Witson. You pay the the same price for water that the Navy 
is paying on every one of its installations in San Diego. I mean, the 
cost of water is no problem in connection with this. And this is—— 

Mr. Mottonan. Mr. Chairman, may I asked a question ¢ 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Motronan. Is this an inland installation or along the seacoast ? 

Admiral Criark. It is more coastal than inland, sir. Hawthorne is 
the backup, the big storage place. Now, Fallbrook is where the imme- 
diate issues are made to the El] Toro Marine Air Station and to San 
Diego, as Mr. Wilson said. And also Camp Pendleton. It is the direct 
issuing depot for ammunition and its storage. And we want to get 
this facility to permit us to handle some new classified air-to-air 
rockets than I can take up later on, sir. 

Mr. Motnonan. This Texas installation: that is an inland installa- 
tion ¢ 

Admiral CLark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Mottonan. Does the Navy have many other installation of a 
like kind @ 

Admiral CLark. We have plenty of inland installations. 

Mr. Motionan. That is what I want to know. 

Admiral Crark. Some of our biggest ammunition depots—Crane, 


Ind.; McAllister, Okla. 








Captain Larrp. Shumaker, Ark. 
_ Mr. Mottonan. What are the important factors, Admiral, in estab- 
lishing those depots? 
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Admiral Criark. Well, sir, an ammunition depot should, of course, 
be on land that isn’t particularly productive. And we need safety 
clearance space. : 

The CuarrmMan. Allright. We all know 

Mr. Motitowan. The only suggestion I wanted to make was that 
I can arrange for you sites in West Vi irginia where your water will 
not be a problem either for transportation, plain usage, or the per- 
sonnel consumption, 

Mr. Wirson. Will the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. Motiowan. Be glad to. 

Mr. Witson. In an emergency—we are going to have a 48-hour war, 
they say. It is going to be kind of a long haul from West Virginia 
to San Diego to take care of this mission. 

Mr. Motionan. Of course it takes only 6 hours by plane. 

The Cuamman. We all know that some 25 or 30 years ago the Naval 
Affairs Committee asked the Congress to establish Hawthorne. And 
we established Hawthorne. And the reason we established Haw- 
thorne is because it is an ammunition dump and it is up in the hills 
and mountains and there is no one around it. Since then we embar ke d 
on the policy of establishing smaller depots, and this is one of the 
places. Now you are going to be confronted in the next 2 or 3 years 
with the identical situation we are confronted with now with the jet 
fields. We are going to have to buy up all of the land in large areas 
because the people are going to be up against it, because of explosions. 

We have had experience in the past, and we moved them awa) 
from industrial centers. They should not be put in areas that are 
going to be built up in the next 25, 40, or 50 years. They ought to be 
back like you put Hawthorne in the or iginal instance. 

But as Mr. Kelleher says, there is no water problem at Fallbrook. 
I am not going to insist that the item be left out. But I am cautioning 
the committee and the Department now that you are going to be con 
fronted in a few years with the same situation with these ammunitio1 
depots that you are today with your jet fields. People are going to 
say—you are going to have to buy the land. Because you just let one 
explosion happen, and it happened in the past. We all know that. 
We were all up here years ago when we had the condition in Delaware 
and we had to get away from it. The policy is to get away. Neve 
theless. you are trving to run down to a little community that is going 
to build up. Fallbrook is a growing community. Just when you get 
settled there they will be built up. 

How large is the area of this Fallbrook ammunition—— 

Mr. Wirson. 9,000 acres. 

The CHarrMan. 9,000 acres. You know as well—— 

Mr. Wirson. It is well removed, in the rocky hills. 

The Cuarrman. In a few years you will either be asking to buy 
for protection or else you will be confronting with the proposition 
that the people are in danger of an explosion. 

Mr. Wison. Where this ammunition depot is in a rather rocky 
area— 

The CHarrman. That community is building up and we all know it 
is building up. 

Without objection, we approve that item. 

The next item is Hawthorne. We all know something about Haw- 
thorne. 
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Admiral Crark. Item 1 at Naval Ammunition Depot, Hawthorne, 
- *v., 1s $160,000 to improve the existing low-cost housing community 
by providing concrete curbs, gutters, and sidewalks. 

Item 2 will provide an industrial fire protection system that will 
permit shifting from potable water to the nonpotab le well water for 
industrial and i irrigation purposes. This is required due to the scare- 
ity of potable water and as a result will increase the reserve capacity 
of potable water and water for fire protection at a cost of $504,000. 

The third item for $760,000 is to provide barricades at 4 loading 
docks to conform to explosive safety regulations. 

Total for the depot is $1,424,000. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Chairman, may I get a little information on the status of Hing- 
ham, Mass. ? 

Admiral Citar. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Well, I would like to know what the present status is, 
Admiral. 

Admiral Crark. Captain Laird can give you more data or it, 

Captain Lairnp. Hingham is an active ammunition depot, as you 
know, up in Boston Harbor, sir. It is currently active and as far as 
we know, present plans call for it to remain active, sir. 

Mr. Bares. All right, sir. 

The Cnuarrman. Did you get the information in regard to Hing 
ham ¢ 

Mr. Bares. Yes, sir, I had a full and adequate response. 

The Cuairman. May I ask: Is Hingham still a part of the Naval 
Establishment anywhere ? 

Admiral Ciark. I couldn’t hear you. 

The Crarman. Hingham is still playing its important role in 
the Navy ¢ 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir, it is. 

The Cuatrman. Then just do not let it dry up on the vine. 

The next one is Indian Head. 

Mr. Lankrorp. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask a question, 
please, 

Admiral Crark. The naval- 

The CiarrmMan. Indian Head. 

Admiral Ciark. The mission is to manufacture, re process, re work, 
inspect and test propellants and high explosives. At the Naval Power 
Factory, Indian Head, sir, we are requesting for improvement to the 
potable water system for $460,000, an experimental propellant process- 
ing facility for $647,000, a surveillance magazine for $123,000, and, 
Mr. Chairman, at this point I would like to ask for a correction of 
the bill. 

Since this last item was submitted, the surveillance magazine, for 
$123,000, we have undertaken to provide it by use of other funds, be 
cause of its immediate urgency. We would like to withdraw that. 
So we recommend that the bill be changed, sir, on page 25, if you per 
mit, on line 9, to read $1,107,000, instead of $1,230,000. 

Mr. Ketiener. Also, strike the language, “ordnance facilities” ? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairnman. All right. Then the item will read, “Research and 
development facilities and utilities, $1,107,000 ¢ 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 
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The Cuatrman. Now, Mr. Lankford. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. That project is going to be built, though, is it not, 
Admiral? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Admiral, I would like to ask some questions about 
Indian Head. I notice here that the present strength, civilian 
strength, is 3,033 people, and the planned civilian strength is 3,200, 
an increase of 167. But I have also been informed via the new spapers 
that they are going to reduce the civilian strength by 350. 

Admiral CLarx. Mr. Lankford, may I introduce Admiral Stroop of 
the Bureau of Ordnance, who is familiar with that situation, sir? 

The CHamman. Admiral, why is it necessary to reduce the person 
nel down there ¢ 

Admiral Srroor. We have made a survey of the workload for all of 
the ammunition depots during the next fiscal year, 1956, and the ave: 
age reduction is going to be about 17 percent. This reduction at In- 
dian Head is a portion of that. That reduction in personnel is due to 
certain reduction in Navy work and reduction in some of the Air 
Force work which has been done at Indian Head, too. 

The Cuamman. You are not warranted to keep personnel down 
there unless you have some use for them. 

Admiral Srroor. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Lankrorp. Admiral, why does it show here that your planned 
strength, as I understand it, by the end of 1957—is it ? 

Admiral Srroor. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Will be 3,200, and yet—I mean 

Admiral Srroor. This is a planning figure which was generated a 
few months ago when these sheets were printed and a part of it, of 
course, is due to the facilities we would like to put in right now, for 
which we are asking authorization right now, sir. 

Mr. Lankrorp. Well, why can’t these people, instead of laying them 
off and hiring new people—why can’t you utilize them / 

Admiral Srroor. These people would probably—— 

Mr. Lankrorp. They have been there for years, as you know, an 
the community is built around Indian Head. It has been there since 
1892. It is a small county. It seems to me rather strange that you 
would lay people off and then take on new ones. 

Admiral Srroor. I wouldn’t believe we would take on new ones, sir. 
The people who have been hired there and working there will have a 
chance to come back again when their work is needed. 

Mr. Lankrorp. Well, let me ask you this, Admiral. Is anything 
that Indian Head is capable of manufacturing being manufactured }) 
private industry ¢ 

Admiral Srroor. Yes, sir. Indian Head is, as you know, a Govern- 
ment plant. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Srroor. And private industry is in this business, too. The 
ratio is about 30 percent to 70 percent. That is, 30 percent in the 
Government plant and 70 percent in private industry. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Well, is nitroguanadine being manufactured 
private industry ? 

Admiral Wiruinecton. I can answer that, Mr. Lankford. 

a Army has a plant which is going to be put in standby. The 
plant at Indian Head will be the only operating plant. 
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Mr. Lanxrorp. Is the B plant at Indian Head operating now? 

Admiral WirnineTon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lankrorp. And that is not being produced by Sunflower works 
or some place like that 

Admiral Wirrntneton. This will continue to operate. 

Mr. LanxForb. It will continue to operate / 

Admiral Wirnuineron. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LankForD. Where is this reduction in force coming from ? 

Admiral Wirntneton. The smokeless powder plant—the decreased 
need for smokeless powder. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Am I correct in the information that I received that 
there is no new powder to be manufactured at Indian Head, that it 
will all be reworked powder this coming year ¢ 

Admiral Wirnineton. That I can’t say definitely. Most of the 
work on the powder line is reworking the powder. 

The Cuatrman. Now, Admiral, of the Bureau of Ordnance, on 
account of the curtailment of the activities in the Navy Department, 
it is necessary in the Ordnance Department to reduce your personnel 
allover the country, is it not ? 

Admiral Wrruineron. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrrMAN. Where you have ordnance establishments? 

Admiral Srroor. That is right. 

The CHarrMan. Now, this is off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The CuarrMan. Why can’t you make a complete survey visualizing 
what the Navy’s requirements are going to be in 1956 and get through 
with your reduction. 

(Further discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman, may I just ask one question for the 
record ¢ 

Admiral—— 

The CuarrmMan. Go ahead. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. These people will be—the layoff is due to the fact 
that there just isn’t the demand for powder, is that correct / 

Admiral Wirntneron. Smokeless powder, that is correct. 

Mr. Lanxkrorp. And they will be taken on when this increase from 
3,033 to 3,200 goes into effect—they will be taken back on as their 
services are needed ¢ 

Admiral Wirnrineton. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. I want to say this: The Ordnance Department of 
the Navy is engaged in business, and a great deal of it is to be done by 
private enterprise. It is necessary for the Navy to carry it on. But 
at the same time the Navy will not be warranted and should not keep 
one person if the facts don’t warrant and justify it. And if you have to 
reduce, it is your duty to reduce. But make your survey and see what 
your requirements are going to be and try to level off in the normal 
area of a crtain number of employees to carry on your facilities. 

Mr. Mitter. Mr. Chairman, I hope that that is the policy you laid 
out for the Navy as a whole and not only for ordnance. 

The CuarrMan. Well, I am talking with ordnance now. 

Of course the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts and all those others 
are not so concerned as much as—— 
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Mr. Mituer. Oh, yes, they are. 

The CHairMan. It should apply to all of them. All right. 

Mr. Mitier. They contract too, you know. 

The CuatrmMan. The next item—— 

Mr. Miter. Of course that happens to be another section of the 
country. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

The next item is Inyokern, Calif., naval ordnance test station. 

Admiral Cuark. Its mission is to manufacture, reprocess, rework, 
inspect, and test propellents and high explosives. At Inyokern, sir, 
we are requesting a chapel with 604 seats. As the chairman knows 
this isa desert station. The sum is $375,000. 

The Cnarrman. That is right. 

Admiral Crark. And there is no proper chapel there, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right, without objection, we approve it. 

The next is a torpedo station at Keyport, Wash. Now, no mone) 
has been appropriated on this. 

Mr. Keiiener. $8 million previously, sir. 

The CHarrMAN. Since the 80th Congress they have forgotten it. 

Mr. Keviener. That is right. 

The CuarrmMan. How has this been so neglected out there / 
the 80th Congress you haven't asked that anything be done / 

Admiral CLark. Well, we have been getting along right well with 
the facilities we have had until now, sir. 

The Cuamman. Well, why can’t you continue along in that same 
rategory ? 

Admiral Ciark. Because with the new torpedoes that are coming 
out, sir, we must evaluate the quality of them before we send them to 
the fleet. There has been a great increase in the numbers and types 
of new torpedoes and we need to control the quality of these torpedoes 
before we send them to the fleet, sir. ‘The first project is to construct 
a laboratory required to ascertain the quality and operability of tor 
pedoes. A sum of $376,000 is required. 

I have a correction to the record, Mr. Chairman, or rather a request 
for withdrawal of the second item under Keyport. A naval loading 
and passivating facility, for $196,000, sir. This is another very urgent 
item which we found we could get done more promptly by other funds. 
And we would like to change, on page 25, line 13, of the bill, from 
$572,000 to a request for $376,000, sir. 

The Cuairman. All right, without objection, we change it, and ap- 
prove that item. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, what is the east coast counterpart? Is 
it still Newport, to this station / 

Admiral Ciark. We don’t have an exact counterpart to this on the 
east coast, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Bares. Well, isn’t that a little bit strange? Is this an evalua- 
tion of all torpedoes or is it just for special testing purposes, for new 
types, or just what is it / 

Captain Larrp. May I answer ? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes. 

Captain Larrp. Keyport, sir, is basically a production proof-testing 
station for all our torpedoes, sir. It is a function that was originally 
carried out in Narragansett Bay. 
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Mr. Bares. You want to say that again, Captain / 

Captain Lamp. The Keyport facility in Washington is basically a 
production proof-testing facility for torpedoes, all the torpedoes in the 
Navy. sir. It is a function that was originally carried out some years 
ago in Narragansett Bay. 

Mr. Bares. I thought that is what he said, Mr. Chairman. 
| Laughter. | 

The CuairmMan. Well, it has been out there— 

Mr. Bares. It was down at Newport, R. 1., for years, too, Mr. Chaw- 
man, 

What was the reason for that move. Captain ? 

Captain Larrp. The basic reason, sir, I believe was the depth of water 
in Narragansett Bay, mainly. 

Mr. Bares. What about it? 

Captain Larrp. Too shallow. 

Mr. Bares. Narragansett Bay, the finest natural harbor in the entire 
country, is too shallow ? 

Captain Larrp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Witson. This comesasa shock. | Laughter. | 

The Cuairman. I will say this: Now, to my certain knowledge, this 
base—this is right out of Seattle, is it not ? 

Captain Latrp. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Right on the east side, somewhere in the vicinity of 
Seattle. I remember it quite well. It has been out there 25 or 30 
years. So that transfer occurred too long ago, Mr. Bates, to get ex- 
cited about the base. 

Mr. Bares. Wait a minute. When was this transfer effected, Cap- 
tain / 

Captain Latrp. We have had Keyport, sir, as a torpedo station since 
1914. 

Mr. Bates. Let’s talk about the transfer, Captain. 

Captain Latrp. I can’t answer that question, sir, the exact date when 
the entire function was transferred to Keyport. 

Mr. Bares. In 1947? 

Captain Latrp. Captain Robinson, can you answer ? 

Captain Roprnson. Captain Robinson. 

This has been a gradual change in emphasis due to the fact that we 
are getting into an entirely different type of torpedo. 

Mr. Barres. Oh, I see. All the experts and all the skilled help you 
had in Newport, R. I., down through the years weren’t capable of per- 
forming this work ? 

Captain Roprnson. We are still maintaining at Newport our prin- 
cipal development activity and Newport is still working on much of 
the development work now being done in the torpedo field. 

Mr. Bares. We transfer all this work out—all of these particular 
functions out to— 

Captain Roprnson. We intend to transfer the proof work, because 
of the change of torpedo. 

Mr. Bates. What is—— 

Captain Rorrnson. If I go into details, I am getting into classified 
material, if Iexplain why we need deeper water, 

Mr. Bates. Well, this is executive session here. 

The Cuarrman. Now you can’t—off the record. 

(Statement off the record.) 
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Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman, I just hope some day we can get a map 
of the United States up here which will be large enough to locate and 
highpoint all the different spots in California and Texas and Georgia 
and Florida. 

I would just like to take a look at it some day and just see how these 
developments have occurred. 

I do not know whether there is anything in the Constitution that 
is going to preclude us from putting anything more into these particu- 
lar States, 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Let’s go on. 

Without objection, we approve this item. 

The next one is Louisville, Ky. Naval ordnance plant, Louisville, 
Ky. 

Ordnance drawings storage facilities, $927,000. 

Now what do you do at the Louisville plant ? 

What do you make there? 

Admiral Ciark. Mr. Chairman, the Louisville plant manufactures, 
modifies, reconditions, assembles, inspects, and stores intermediate 
valiber guns, gun mounts and components of these. 

The CHatrMaAn. How long has it been established ? 

Admiral Crark. It has been established since 1941, sir, and we are 
asking for an ordnance drawing, reproduction and revision facility, 
for $927,000, sir. This is necessary to fulfill requirements for added 
facilities of central storage, reproduction, and revision of drawings. 

The Cuarrman. What is the total amount of the plant investment ? 

Admiral CrarK. $10,132,000, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Is that an outstanding ordnance facility and is it 
meeting the Navy requirements? 

Admiral CuiarK. It is, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And if it were being run as a—all right; without 
objection, we approve that. 

Now members of the committee, this is one of the most important 
items, the next item, in the whole Ordnance program. 

Naval ordnance plant, Macon, Ga. [Laughter. | 

The Cuarrman. Ordnance manufacturing facilities, $3,800,000. 

Mr. CunntncuamM. Without objection. [ Laughter. | 

The Cuarrman. Now, Admiral, what is the background of this 
establishment ? 

What is the investment you have there ? 

Admiral Crark. We have there, sir, a plant value on the books 
today of $4,690,537, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Wait one minute. And only $4 million at Macon. 
And how much at Louisville? 

Admiral CrarK. Ten million. 

The Cuatrrman. What? 10 million? 

Admiral Crark. Ten million. 

The Cuatrman. That is raised, no doubt. 

Now, Admiral, you are expanding that by building a building 
there. 

What is this item for? 

Admiral Cuiark. This, sir, is a project for the construction of an 
industrial-type building, Mr. Chairman, for manufacturing the inert 
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components of the ordnance materiel. The construction will cost 
$3,800,000. 

By relieving the present overcrowding of the production machinery, 
the plant capacity will be increased 25 percent, with no increase in 
personnel, and it will result in an annual saving to the Government, 
we estimate, of not less than $778,000 annually, sir. 

The cost of this facility, if it is granted by the Congress, will be 
amortized in less than 5 years, sir. 

The CHamman. Now I want—off the record. 

(Statement off the record.) 

The CHamman. So members of the committee, with a little hesi- 
tancy on my part 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, at that point—— 

The CHamrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. May Lask how many people are employed ¢ 

The CuHarrMan. That is a good point. 

Admiral Cxuark. 2,024 civilian employees, sir. There are 17 officers 
stationed there and 65 enlisted men. 

Mr. Gavin. 2,000 civilians ¢ 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hess. There is going to be a reduction in force, though. 

Mr. Gavin. Pardon me. 

Let me ask you: What is the output at that plant, in value ¢ 

Captain Lamp. The output, sir, in the explosive loading of ammuni- 
tion for 1955 fiscal year is estimated to be $6,579,000—— 

Mr. Gavin. I mean your manufacturing, the product you are turn- 
ing out and everything involved in the whole setup. How much? 

Captain Larrp. It will be a sum of 2 totals, here, sir, $2 million 
plus—it will be $8,600,000, approximately, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Well—— 

Captain Latrp. For 1955. 

Mr. Gavry. The reason I brought up the question. Yesterday the 
chairman was very much concerned about the quartermaster depot at 
Philadelphia—about the Government being in business, and he called 
to my attention the position that I had taken. 

But this is, too, an operation where the Government is in business 
that could be done by private enterprise. 

The Cratrman. It all depends, Mr. Gavin, on what type of busi- 
ness the Government is in. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, I do not know. If private enterprise can do it— 
you brought up a good question on the Marine Corps unifornis. 

The CHamman. Well, we gave you $30,000. [ Laughter. | 

Without objection, this item is approved. 

Now the next item is “Naval underwater ordnance station, Newport, 
R. I.”—before we get away from this—is that a picture of what goes on 
in the ordnance plant at Macon ? 

Admiral CuarK. Yes, sir. 

_That is a picture showing the crowded conditions there at present, 
sir, and why we need to get these people so—the hazard of working 
with machines so close together is shown. 

I think that very graphically shows that these women are right 
elbow to elbow. ; 
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You can see that small thing that they have to take around—the 
tool. What do they call it? 

Captain Larrp. The tote box. 

Admiral Ciark. The tote box. 

The Cuatrrman. Admiral, thank you. 

Admiral Crark. It is dangerous. 

The CuatrMan. I just want to clear this. 

Has this met the approval of Mr. Floete and Mr. McNeil ? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrMan. Now, then, there will be no likelihood that a change 
of view will take place and this will not go forward ¢ 

Admiral Crark. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I just want to get that straight now. 

Mr. Motnonan. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Motionan. Is this an inland installation ? 

Admiral CiarKk. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman, No. 

Mr. Motionan. No? Is this an installation that could properly 
be placed in West Virginia? 

The CuatrMan. No; not now. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. Bares. Too late. 

The CuHatrmMan. I can answer that. 

Mr. Motitonan. Mr. Chairman, this is the type of installation that 
could be placed in West Virginia; is that right ? 

Admiral Crark. If they had the trained people there. It is the 
sort of thing that could be done in any State. 

Mr. Mottouan. Does this facility have trained people ? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Motitonan. These people at Macon, Ga., are already trained to 
do these jobs that they are doing? 

Admiral CiarK. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The Cuatrman. Now this is very serious, and this is on the record. 

I have been somewhat disturbed in this bill—and I say this in all 
seriousness and I talked to Mr. Bailey and other members of the West 
Virginia delegation. 

In this bill there is some national defense activity for every State 
inthe Union except West Virginia. That is correct. 

Now I do think that in the defense of this country that great area 
in West Virginia could be utilized and I am hoping that something 
that is in the process of developing right now can go to West Virginia. 

I am not in a position to make any statement about it, because it is 
highly classified. But it is too bad that every State in the Union has 
an item in this bill. 

And it is not based upon that ground, because they are trying to 
distribute. Nothing like that. But it is too bad, it so turns out, that 
there is not an item in the bill for the great State of West Virginia. 

I don’t blame Mr. Bailey and all of them. But if they will just bear 
with us I do not think they will have much complaint next year. 

Mr. Gavry. And in the distressed areas, the coal areas of Pennsy!- 
vania. 

The CHarrman,. Exactly. 
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Mr. Motitonan. Mr. Chairman, may I inject this one thought, and 
I would like to have it in the record. I am very much interested in 
getting it into the record. I think it is important to know that a 
breakdown of expenditures in the States surrounding West Virginia 
shows these sums spent. 

In Virginia, $63,560,000, In Maryland, $ $36,332,000. 

In Ohio $31,923,000. In Kentucky, $25,334,000. 

In Pennsylvania, $25,318,000. 

And not a cent is being spent in the State of West Virginia. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Mottonan. I am just wondering what particular factors they 
possess that West Virginia does not have. 

Mr. Gavin. I might add at this particular point we are just as much 
concerned as you are. 

We have 10 million people and the distressed coal areas in Pennsyl- 
vania are similar to your situation in West Virginia. 

Mr. Motxionan. I am entirely sympathetic to the situation of the 
gentleman. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

The next item 

Admiral Crark. Naval Underwater Ordnance Station in Newport, 
R. I. The general mission is to recondition, store and issue all types 
of torpedoes. 

We are requesting $370,000 for a torpedo launching device test 
facility. 

The details of this project, sir, are classified. It is an extension of 
their present work at Newport, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman? 

The CHarmman. Mr. Bates? 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, since it is a classified item I won’t ask 
any questions about the shallow water down there at Narragansett 
Bay. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Without objection, it is approved. 

Mr. Bares. And particularly since it is an underwater station. 

Mr. Gavin. Thank you, Mr. Bates. 

The CuHatrrman. Now, the next item is “Naval Magazine, Port Chi- 
cago, Calif.,” ordnance facilities, and land acquisition. The broad 
mission is to receive, store, issue and renovate all types of ammunition. 
To act as an overseas transshipment point for Armed Forces ammuni- 
tion. 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman 

The CHamrman. Now some Member of Congress—— 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. One minute. 

Mr. Kevuruer. (Aside to the chairman.) 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman, I want to object to that, too. It is 
just a big grab of land, 4,500 acres. 

The CHarrmMan. Just a minute. 

Let them make their case. 

Mr. Jounson. Excuse me. 

The CHarrman. Admiral, Congressman Baldwin and the commu- 
nity—a little village out there of about 3,000 people—are protesting 
very vigorously against the land acquisition at Port Chicago 
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Now just confine your remarks to the land acquisition. 

Admiral CiarKk. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Why are you asking for it 

Admiral Ciark. I think I can best show the chairman and the com- 
mittee—by showing this chart, sir. 

The dark green shows the existing station. 

This is the storage area and this dark green road goes to the out 
loading area 

Now we own this dark green. 

Now this lighter green is what we propose to acquire in 1956, ex 
cept for these small parcels at Port Chicago, the little town of Nicholas 
and another town called Shore Acres. 

The committee will remember that last year we acquired some prop 
erty there. And this is a safety item, which we hope will save the lives 
of people by keeping any of these communities from growing up an) 
more, 

As I say, any details as to the costs or the technical details of the 
outloading that we do there I can turn over to Captain Laird, sir. 

The CnarrmMan. I may say—— 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. Now, members of the committee, just bear in mind 
what I said a moment ago about Fallbrook. You see it is exactly what 
is happening here and it is bound to happen around everyone, where 
the Government is going to have to come in and purchase more land 
when you locate these mine bases in an area like that. 

Now what about the people who live in those little towns # 

Now take Port Chicago. Now you are going to buy all around them 
and you isolated them. You just practically confiscated their prop- 
erty. Because when the Government buys every foot of land around 
them, why then you just as well buy the community out. 

Mr. Mituer. It depresses the value. 

The CuatrmMan. Why of course it does. 

Mr. Miter. Of their property. 

Admiral Crark. On that particular land, we intend with the proper 
safeguards— 

The Cuarrman. Let’s get this. 

How much have we spent at Port Chicago ? 

Admiral Crark. $31,874,082. 

The CHatRMAN. $31 million. 

Now why hasn’t that plant reached the saturation point ? 

Why isn’t it as large as it ought to be? 

Admiral Crark. We are not enlarging the plant, sir. 

We are requesting land so that we can prevent the buildup, so that 
industry which is coming in there now, won’t continue to come in. 

The CuamrMan. From my viewpoint I do not think you are war- 
ranted in buying—how many acres of jand ? 

Admiral Ciark. 4,500, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Well, I do not think you are warranted in buying 


the additional 4,500 acres and hemming in that little Port Chicago— 
how large is Port Chicago? 


Mr. Mitzier. About 2,700. 
Admiral CrarKk. 2,700; yes, sir. 
The Cuatrman. And hemming in those 2,700 people. 
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How large is that other little town / 

Captain Lairp. It is about 200 people. 

Admiral Ciark. 200 in Nicholas. 

How many in Shore Acres / 

Captain Latrp. One hundred. 

Admiral CLark. About 100 acres. 

Mr. Mitter. Mr. Chairman, I formerly represented this district. I 
would like the chairman’s permission to say something. -It is for- 
merly in the district that I represented. 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Miniter. You have some very important industrial plants that 
are in this area that you are not taking up, have you not ¢ 

Captain Lamp. Only one, sir. 

At the present moment there is a general chemical plant right here, 
sir. | Indicating. | 

Mr. Mitier. General chemical and it is a very big and very impor- 
tant plant out there. 

Now this was the place, Port Chicago, where we had an explosion 
during the war. I went through that thing. 

You could draw contour lines, showing where the effects of the 
explosion were felt mostly. 

And they did not just come out circular around the thing. They 
were stopped by certain rows of hills. So you paid one claim out of 
Port Chicago in the city of San Francisco, isn’t that true / 

Admiral CLark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Minier. You paid it to the Union Square Crarage, the big 
garage that is down under the Union Square in San Francisco, for 
jamming its fire doors. 

The damage area took place on irregular lines, that to my way 
of thinking buying this land is not going to cure at all. 

You have in the Department of the Navy maps showing the areas 
of damage as the claims were filed and the amounts of the claims 
arising out of the Port Chicago area. 

Surely the little town of Port Chicago Was well shaken up. But 
other places that were protected by hills were not shaken up. And 
damage was done away out of the area, the suggested green area, 
mostly that you suggest buying. 

[sn’t that true now 4 

Captain Lairp. That is right. 

But, sir, we can’t foresee whether the next ship is going to be at 
the exact same position. We hope one does not blow up. 

Mr. Mitier. The ships blew up at the.dock. 

[f you are going to blow up the ship—if you are going to blow up 
back here in this storage area, frankly an area that should never have 
been used because it is some of the most arable and best land in the 
country being in the large green or storage area. 

The Cuatrrman. Now—— 

Mr. Minter. Mr. Chairman. You had a lot of hills across the 
States at Benecia. The Army went in and put contour roads and used 
those hills and dug tunnels. You came out on the flat. Right to the 
north of that, northeast, you have hills. You are right along the base 
of those hills. And the damage is going to be done down this way. 

Captain Latrp. We are not asking for any land around that storage 
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We are asking for safety circles around these outloading docks, thai 
is the danger point, where they are handling this ammunition from 
the docks onto the ships. 

The CnatrmMan. Mr. Johnson. 

Mr. Jonnson. Chairman. Admiral, you stated that the very pur 
pose you are doing this for is to stop those towns from growing and 
from other ones coming up. 

You know that whole waterfront is just honeycombed with indus 
trial plants. 

That is a very important area there. 

Admiral Ciark. You see 

Mr. Jounson. In industry. 

Admiral CLark. You see, sir, there is practically nothing actually 
within these radiil-—— 

Mr. Jonnson. No. 

Admiral CLark. This is needed to conform to the criteria of the 
Armed Forces Explosives Safety Board. 

Mr. Jounson. I know. But why do you have to go out there and 
pick out that good land, as Mr. Miller said, and we can’t see the need 
for it. 

Admiral CiarKk. This is to protect the people there, sir. 

The Cuamman. Admiral, I think this bill should be amended to 
strike out “$1,929,000” and put im lieu thereof “$241,000.” 

Strike out “land acquisition.” I don’t think we are warranted in 
doing what the Department recommended here. 

Mr. Mitter. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman 4 

The CHatrman. And I am making that motion to strike out the 
words “land acquisition” and strike out the figures “$1,929,000” and 
substitute in lieu thereof “$241,000”, which will only be for ordnance 
facilities. 

Admiral CLarKk. The second item for $241,000 is for a structure to 
house a 2 million electron volt X-ray which is now on hand. Mr. 
Chairman, before we go to the next project 

The CHatrrMan. Wait one minute. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman ¢ 

The CuatrMan., Wait one minute, Admiral. 

General Devereux ¢ 

Mr. Devereux. In striking that out, I think the committee wants 
to understand that what we are doing in striking that out is leaving 
the safety features which the Navy wants to put in. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Devereux. And these people will not take care of themselves. 

If they are going to go ahead and expand in this dangerous area 

The CHatrman. In the first place, they had probably no business 
putting it there. 

Mr. Devereux. That may be true. Just so it is a matter of record. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now I move that the item read : 

“Ordnance facilities, $241,000.” 

Strike out the words “and land acquisition” and the figure 
“$1,929,000.” 

(Chorus of “Mr. Chairman.”) 
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Mr. Miniter. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest that between now and 
next year, if this is as important as the Navy makes it, that this com- 
mittee make a thorough investigation. 

Perhaps go out there and look at it and take all of the facts into 
consideration. 

Mr. Witson. (Aside to the chairman.) 

Mr. Wickersuam. Mr. Chairman, the Assistant Secretary of De- 
fense here would like to be heard. 

Admiral Ciarx. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Fogler, the Assistant Secretary 
of the Navy has gone into this quite thoroughly and would lke to 
make a statement if you would permit him, sir. 

The Cuairman. All right, Mr. Secretary. 

Secretary Focier. Possibly the best statement I can make is to sup- 
port the recommendation just made. 

The CuatrMan. That is right. 

Secretary Focier. I was in Port Chicago Sunday just past. We 
ship—or the Navy has shipped within 1 year over $1 billion worth 
of ammunition to this port. It is the main shipping port for ammuni- 
tion to the Far East 

As I understand it, when this port was created, there was no other 
activity there in the way of industry and very few people living there. 

The only new industry now affected is the one plant. It isa desirable 
industrial area. But we have invested, as has been brought out, over 
$31 million in the plant facility. 

At the present time there are no other major ammunition out- 
shipping facilities on the Pacific coast. 

The danger here, it seems to me, is so great that we should not long 
delay protecting this port, including eventually—and I do urge the 
committee to investigate this—the acquisition of the property now 
occupied by the communities. 

The CuarrMan. Well, Mr. Secretary, I think the proper course for 
the committee to do is to recommend that the land acquisition be 
stricken out and reduce the item. 

And during the recess of Congress, I will ask some members of 
the committee to go out there and look it over and make another 
report. 

But for the time being 

Mr. Kitpay. In that connection. 

The CuatrmMan. Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kinpay. A question in that connection. 

As I understand the proposal to acquire this land, it is for a safety 
zone ¢ 

The CHarrman, That is right. 

Admiral Ciark. Correct. 

Mr. Kinpay. Even if you get it, you have 2,700 at one town, 200 
at another and 100 at another. So you would have 3,000 people within 
the zone still that you regard as being so dangerous that you want to 
buy over $1 million worth of land. 

The CuatrmMan. In the danger area, they will just isolate these 
people there. 

Mr. Kirpay. An awful lot of people to be in the zone. 

Mr. Hess. I understand the Secretary to have said, though, that they 
hope eventually to take over the town. 
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Mr. Kitpay. I think if there is to be an investigation, that should 
be looked into. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. And we will pass 
the item authorizing $241,000 and no land acquired, at Port Chicago. 

Mr. Baldwin—— 

Mr. Jomnson. Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Jounson. This is Mr. Baldwin. 

Would you permit him to either make a statement or permit him 
to put a statement in the record ? 

The CHarrman. Mr. Baldwin, the committee agrees with the posi- 
tion that you indicated in your correspondence with us. 

So we will ask you, if you desire to do so, to supplement anything 
you have to say in the record. 

But the policy of the committee for the time being is not to acquire 
any land and to only authorize $241,000. 

Mr. Batpwin. Yes. 

The CuatmrMan, So it is all over, except the permission to put your 
remarks in the record. 

Mr. Batpwinx. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. Thank you, Mr. Baldwin. 

Mr. Batowin. I might say that your decision is certainly the view 
of the people of the county. 

The Cuainman. We will look into it later on. 

(The statement referred to follows + 


STATEMENT OF Hon. Joun F. BALDWIN, BEFORE THE ARMED SERVICES COMMITTEE 
OF THE HouSsE OF REPRESENTATIVES, MAy 25, 1955 


Mr. Chairman, I am appearing before the Armed Services Committee in op- 
position to the proposal of the Navy Department to acquire the additional 4,500 
acres surrounding the town of Port Chicago and adjacent to the Port Chicago 
Naval Magazine. This proposed land acquisition has aroused tremendous local 
opposition in Contra Costa County, Calif. 

The organizations which have passed resolutions against this land acquisi- 
tion include the Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors, the Contra Costa 
County Development Association, the Port Chicago American Legion, the Bay 
Point PTA, the Bay Point Volunteer Fire Department, the Bay Point Rod and 
Gun Club, the Mount Diablo Unified School District, the Contra Costa Central 
Labor Council, the carpenters’ union, the painters’ union, the plumbers’ union, 
the Pittsburg City Council, the Pittsburg Chamber of Commerce, the Pittsburg 
Kiwanis Club, the Martinez City Council, the Pleasant Hill Civic Council, the 
Contra Costa County Taxpayers Association, the Contra Costa Horsemen’s Asso 
ciation, the Associated Sportsmen of California, the Fl Cerrito City Council, and 
numerous individuals. 

The proposed land acquisition would surround and isolate the town of Port 
Chicago and the General Chemical plant at Nichols. In thejtown of Port Chicago 
are approximately 2,500 to 3,000 people. The General Chemical plant at Nichols 
employs several hundred people, of whom a portion live in dwellings immediately 
adjacent to the plant. The town of Port Chicago is only approximately one-half 
mile from the present loading piers of the Port Chicago Naval Magazine. When 
it is considered that the town of Port Chicago is this short distance from the 
loading piers, there does not appear to be justification for going out beyond the 
town to acquire property at a greater distance. This would remove 4,500 acres 
from the tax rolls and therefore increase the tax burden on everyone in the 
county. 

The naval magazine functioned through World War II and the Korean war 
with its existing property and facilities, and with the town of Port Chicago 
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located in its present position. There has been no proposal so far that the Navy 
intends to use the additional land for any of its operations. Under these circum- 
stances, it would seem highly undesirable that additional property be taken by 
the Navy Department at this time. 

The isolation of the town of Port Chicago would greatly decrease the property 
values of the residents of that town, with no compensation to them whatsoever. 
I would, therefore, appreciate the committee giving consideration to the views of 
the many local organizations in Contra Costa County which have gone on record 
in opposition to this land acquisition, and I hope that this proposed land acqui 
sition will not be approved by this committee. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for the opportunity to appear before you on this 
vital matter. 

The CuarrMan. Thank you, sir. 

Now the Naval Ordnance Depot, St. Juliens Creek, Va., utilities. 

No land to be acquired down there, is there / 

Admiral Ciark. No, sir. The one project for $420,000 is for a 
central steam plant to replace the inadequate and uneconomical plant 
now existing. 

The CuarrMan. All right, without objection we approve that. 
Naval Ammunition and Net Depot, Seal Beach, Calif.: Waterfront 
facilities. 

No land to be acquired there. 

Admiral Criark. One item of $1,029,000 to improve the waterfront 
facilities by dredging the inner harbor and approach channel and 
strengthening the existing pier. 

The Cuamrman. Naval ammunition depot, Shumaker, Ark. 

No land to be acquired there. 

Admiral Crark. An item of $765,000 to provide barricades at the 
transfer and segregation ammunition points to comply with explosive 
safety regulations. 

The CuarrMan. We approve that one. 

Naval Ordnance Laboratory, White Oak, Md.: Research and devel- 
opment facilities, $1,976,000—why White Oak, Md., is right out there 
at Silver Springs; is it not ? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. This item of $1,976,000 will provide a 
new hypersonic wind tunnel for research on planes, missiles, and pro- 
jectiles at higher speeds than is now possible. 

The CHatrMan. You are carrying on very important research at 
that laboratory ¢ 

Admiral Ciark. That is right, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, we approve that item. 

The Yorktown, Va., ammunition depot. No land acquired there. 

Admiral CLiark. At the Naval Mine Depot, Yorktown, Va., the one 
project is for storage facilities for a new weapon developed for the 
fleet which must be stored and tested at this depot. Cost is $113,000. 

The CHarrMAN. We will approve that item. 

Now I want to thank the Bureau of Ordnance for the information. 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, before we go to the next section, I 
wonder if we could return to page 22, the naval air station at Lake- 
hurst, N. J. 

Since this project was discussed I have received a letter from the 
Department of the Navy, from Rear Adm. James S. Russell. It is 
very explanatory and satisfies my objection. 
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And I withdraw my objection for the committee to take such action 
on that project as they may see fit. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, the Navy—I suggest, Mr. Gavin, 
you put the letter in the record. 

Mr. Gavin. And I request that I be permitted to insert the letter in 
the record at this point. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, it isso permitted. 

(The letter referred to follows :) 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE, 
DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, 
BUREAU OF AERONAUTICS, 
Washington, D. C., May 25, 1955. 
Hon. Leon H. GAVIN, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. Gavin: Adm. Sherman Clark has informed me of your con- 
cern that the project for installation of catapult and arresting-gear test facilities 
at the naval air station, Lakehurst, N. J., may remove extensive activities from 
the Philadelphia area. Such is not the case in any significant degree and I 
would offer you the following explanation : 

Since the inception of naval aviation, almost all research, development, design, 
development testing, and much of the manufacture of catapults, arresting gear, 
and emergency barriers and barricades for the flight decks of our aircraft 
carriers, has been accomplished at the Naval Aircraft Factory, Philadelphia, 

’a. It is proposed to move only part of one of these functions—i. e., test opera- 
tions—from Philadelphia to the naval air station, Lakehurst, N. J. It would be 
desirable to retain this function at Philadelphia if space and isolation permitted. 
However, the greatly increased speed, weight, and noise of modern naval aircraft 
dictate a requirement for much greater space and isolation than are available at 
Mustin Field, League Island, Philadelphia, an airfield which is bounded by 
the Delaware River on two sides, the heavy industrial area of the Naval Air 
Material Center and the United States Naval Shipyard on the third side, and 
the Philadelphia Municipal Stadium, railroad yards and industrial areas on 
the fourth side. Surrounding these areas are heavily populated localities in 
which an aircraft crash would be a catastrophe. The size of the airfield and 
obstructions around it preclude any attempt to operate modern naval aircraft 
from it in test operations. Furthermore, the saturation of the available land area 
at Mustin Field, Philadelphia, with existing test sites, many of which can and 
will be efficiently employed for a period of years, requires that a new area be 
utilized for the installation and development testing of new catapults and arrest- 
ing gear. In truth, the installation of experimental catapults and arresting 
gear at the naval air station, Lakehurst, N. J., is a needed adjunct to the existing 
catapult and arresting-gear design and development work in the Philadelphia 
area. 

Out of total of about 94 officers, 379 enlisted men, 3,133 civilians employed at 
the Naval Air Material Center, (total 3,606), there are presently only 17 officers, 
90 enlisted men, and 23 civilians in the Test Operations Division at the Naval 
Aircraft Factory. Until about 1960, only minor reductions in this group are 
foreseen. By 1960 it is planned to build up the test operations group at Lakehurst 
to about 200 persons, mostly civilian. There is no plan nor intention to transfer 
any civilian employees from Philadelphia to Lakehurst. Likewise, there is no 
plan nor intention to transfer the design, production, or prototype manufacturing 
work from Philadelphia to Lakehurst. The Naval Air Material Center, which 
represents an investment of about $57 million, will remain in its present location. 

In the preliminary planning for the new test site, serious consideration was 
given to its location at the Naval Air Development Center at Johnsville, Pa 
As a result of a thorough survey, this site was eliminated, primarily because 
of the very rapid buildup of housing and commercial areas surrounding Johns- 
ville; the inadequate amount of land at Johnsville presently owned by the Fed- 
eral Government ; the difficulties and consequent expense in adapting the existing 
hilly terrain to the long, flat expanses required for catapult and arresting gear 
testing ; and the interference which this type of work would cause with air opera- 
tions required for the other types of development work. In contrast, there are 
at Lakehurst, N. J., some 7,500 acres of Navy-owned land, the surrounding 
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country is sparsely inhabited, and the terrain is flat and almost ideal for the 
installation of the test facility. 

I feel sure that you will agree that the project, as presented to your com- 
mittee, is a carefully considered and a proper one. Should you have further 
questions, I shall do my utmost to answer them fully and in detail. 

Very respectfully yours, 
JAMES S. RUSSELL, 
Rear Admiral, USN. 
Chief of the Bureau of Aeronautics. 





The Cuatrman. And without objection 

Mr. WickersHaM. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask one question 
of the Admiral. 

Did you inadvertently leave out the naval ammunition depot at 
McAllister, or is there any expansion contemplated there ? 

The CuatrMAn. Wait one minute. 

Let’s get through one subject at a time. 

Weare talking about Lakehurst. 

We will get to you next. 

Without objection, the committee approves Lakehurst, N. J. 

And I think the information that the Department has sent to Mr. 
Gavin is sound. And I think we are doing the right thing. 

Because we are just up against the situation where we had to go 
to Lakehurst. 

Admiral CiarK. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. We could not expand at Philadelphia. 

If we had, we ought to have stayed there. 

Mr. Gavin. That is correct. 

Now if they will just continue the operation they have there and 
not try to gradually move any other sections to Lakehurst, it will be 
all right with me. 

The Carman. All right. 

I don’t think the Navy should do too much moving. 

There may be an instance now and then, but we are trying to anchor 
them permanently. 

I am at least trying to keep them at sea and where they are anchored 
at land to make it permanent. 

Now service school facilities, Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md.: 
Now we approved that item yesterday and we added to it the language 
that was agreed to, making $16,900,000 for a 

Admiral Ciark. Naval air facility, that is right. 

The Cuatrman. Facility. 

Mr. Ketiener. (Aside.) 

Admiral Crark. May I introduce at this point, Mr. Chairman, a 
statement from the Chief of Bureau of Personnel, for the record, 
before we take up these items ? 

The CHatrMan. Without objection. 

(The statement follows :) 





STATEMENT OF VicE ApM. J. L. Hottoway, JR., CHleF oF NAVAL PERSONNEL, 
WirH Recarp To Fiscat YEAR 1956, CLass 7, PuBLIC WorKS PROJECT, 
APRIL 11, 1955 


The 15 items sponsored by the Chief of Naval Personnel for authorization in 
the fiscal year 1956 are part of a planned program designed to provide for the 
augmentation of facilities necessary to meet training requirements and the 
replacement of essential substandard facilities inherited from the World War II 


era, 
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Our program envisions the relocation of service schools from overcrowded fleet 
port areas to less congested and more centralized sites. At this time our efforts 
are being concentrated toward developing the naval training center, Great Lakes. 
as one of three service school centers. 

We are asking authorization for the conversion of an existing permanent struc 
ture to provide for relocating the advanced interior communications electricians 
school from the receiving station, Washington, LD. C. and combining it with the 
existing basic school now occupying inadequate and substandard facilities at 
Great Lakes. 

In order to provide for the housing of enlisted student personnel at Great 
Lakes, we are requesting approval for a 2,000-man combined barracks and mess 
ing facility to replace temporary wooden construction that cannot be economi 
cally rehabilitated to furnish adequate space for student personnel, who require 
facilities for after-school study. 

The Naval Amphibious Base, Coronado, Calif., was built during the peak period 
of World War Il. Consequently, the structures provided were of the most tem 
porary nature and, at this time, have passed their economical life expectancy. 
This is particularly true of the barracks which are so substandard that neither 
rehabilitation nor conversion can provide the minimum acceptable facilities for 
permanent use. This condition was recognized by the Congress through the 
authorization and appropriation of funds in the fiscal year 1955 for the replace 
ment of the first increment of 860 barracks spaces. We are now requesting 
replacement of a like number of barracks spaces as the second increment. 

The potentialities of guided missiles for use in naval warfare have reempha 
sized the necessity for assigning high priority to the implementation of all 
phases of the guided-missiles program. The training phase for surface-launched 
missiles was originally started on an interim basis by utilization of facilities at 
various contractors’ plants. Soon thereafter it became evident that the demand 
for personnel trained in this field was steadily increasing and that the require 
ment for such training was of a permanent nature. An analysis of program 
operations revealed that training in interim facilities at widely located activities 
was both expensive and inefficient. In order to effect economies and improve 
the quality of training, a school was established at Dam Neck, Va., in existing 
World War IT buildings until adequate structures could be planned, funded, and 
constructed. Therefore, we have included in this program two items for the 
improvement of this highly essential training. 

The first item is a school building adequate to train a minimum of 400 in the 
maintenance and operation of surface-launched missiles. The second item is a 
118-man barracks for the housing of the additional personnel that can be proc 
essed through the new school facilities. These two items must be constructed 
simultaneously in order to permit the training of personnel in such numbers as 
are necessary to meet fleet requirements. 

Included in our program is a new school facility which is classified. This 
particular item is contained in the classified supplement of the public-works 
program. 

A study of accommodations provided for bachelor officers attending the ex- 
plosive ordnance disposal school at Indian Head, Md., revealed that the present 
temporary facilities are woefully lacking in space and afford only the minimum 
in livability. These factors have a definite effect on the health, morale, and 
academic performance of the students attending this school. In recognition of 
this deficiency we are requesting bachelor officers’ quarters with mess to 
accommodate 100 officers. 

The fleet sonar school, San Diego, Calif., is presently housed in temporary 
non-fire-resistant structures built during World War II as barracks. Limitations 
in space and restrictions on floor loading prevent the installation of required 
training equipment. Since the basic construction material is wood, some $1) 
million worth of irreplaceable equipment is in constant danger of being destroyed 
by fire. We are requesting the replacement of these inadequate facilities with 
permanent construction in order to insure improved and uninterrupted training 
for fleet personnel in the various aspects of antisubmarine warfare. 

The recreation and welfare building used by naval personnel in the Charles 
ton, S. C., area was destroyed by fire in 1946. Subsequently, attempts have been 
made to improvise facilities through the utilization of existing temporary-type 
barracks. These arrangements have proven unsatisfactory for the recreation 
and welfare of this naval personnel in the Charleston area. The lack of facili 
ties has seriously curtained the scheduling of indoor athletic and social events 
with a resultant adverse effect on morale. Since we are vitally concerned with 
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maintaining morale at a high level, we are requesting a combined recreation and 
welfare building at the Receiving Station, Charleston, 8. C. 

The 450 enlisted personnel requiring barracks facilities at the United States 
Naval Station, Annapolis, Md., now being crowded into quarters designed 
to accommodate 250 men. This condition has an adverse effect on both the 
morale and health of these men. Accordingly, I am requesting adequate barracks 
accommodations at this location. 

When the Naval Postgraduate School was relocated at Monterey, Calif., in 
terim facilities in the form of the old Del Monte Hotel and related buildings 
were converted to the maximum extent possible to provide for necessary opera 
tions until such time as adequate facilities could be planned, funded, and con 
structed. Messing facilities for enlisted personnel are now located on two floor 
levels in a temporary wood frame annex to the main hotel. These facilities are 
not susceptible to efficient layout or adequate sanitary control. We are request- 
ing approval to provide an efficient and sanitary subsistence building as an 
adjunct to the enlisted men’s barracks approved by the Congress in fiscal year 
1955. 

A study of the accommodations offered bachelor officers in the Philadelphia 
area indicates that there is a serious shortage of adequate quarters to house some 
391 officers requiring bachelor accommodations. This requirement is being par- 
tially met by the use of a converted barracks in the shipyard and by leasing a 
private building in a commercial and industrial section of the city. These two 
buildings provide a total of 185 spaces. The leased building, constructed in 1911 
as a school for girls, is located in an unwholesome neighborhood and furnishes 
substandard facilities with the resultant deleterious effect on morale. We con 
sider that adequate bachelor officer facilities are urgently needed in the Phila 
delphia area and therefore have included an item for a permanent bachelor 
officers’ quarters with mess to accommodate 200 officers. 

In addition to the major items enumerated above, I am submitting for approval 
three minor construction items, the first being the correction of a serious de 
ficiency in the electrical distribution system at the Naval Academy; second, im 
proved facilities for training in firefighting at the Fleet Training Center, Pear! 
Harbor, T. H.; and third, the construction of a fire escape tower at the Retaining 
Command, Portsmouth, N. H., to prevent possible loss of life in the event of a 
catastrophe at this activity. 

These items which I have described represent a careful screening of the many 
requests submitted for my sponsorship. As a result of this screening, I can con 
scientiously say that each is urgently required to fill a permanent need. 

Mr. Ketiener. We did not insert it at this point. 

The CuarrMan. Well, doesn’t it go there ? 

Mr. Ketiener. No, sir. ; 

_More appropriately it will be the first item on page 22, under “Spe- 
clal purpose air stations.” 

The Cuarrman. Admiral, where do you think it should go in the 
bill ? 

Admiral Ciark. “Special purpose air stations,” sir. 

Che CHatrmMan. All right. 
It is all understood and the committee has voted to put in the Air 

Academy at the proper place in the bill. 

Mr. Kelleher, you do that. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. Now Admiral Boone testified yesterday about the 

S182.000. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one question ? 

Phat will still, however, be under the command of the Superin- 
tendent of the Naval Academy ? 

Admiral Crark. Yes, sir, it will. Because it is an air facility the 
Bureau of Aeronautics will sponsor the construction. But the com- 
mand will be under the Superintendent, and thereafter any mainte- 
hance will be done under the cognizance of the Superintendent. The 
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first project at the Naval Academy is to improve the electrical system 
at Bancroft Hall. The existing system is antiquated, undersized and 
does not conform with standards established in the national electrical 
code for systems of this type. Continued operation under present 
hazardous conditions could result in personal injuries and considerable 
property damage. We are requesting $182,000 for the improvement. 

The CHatrman. Naval station, Annapolis, $370,000. What is this 
for? 

Admiral Cuiark. The naval station at Annapolis, sir, is across the 
river from the Naval Academy and we are asking for barracks for 172 
men, for $307,000. 

The CuarrMan. That is all necessary and used in the course that the 
Midshipmen 

Admiral Crark. It is to support personnel at the Naval Academy. 
There are approximately 450 enlisted personnel requiring barracks 
facilities. This requirement is now being met by crowding these men 
into quarters designed to accommodate 2 250 men. The requested bar- 
racks will relieve this congestion and are urgently required to improve 
the health and morale of personnel. 

The CHatrMan. Without objection. 

Naval Receiving Station, Charleston, $553,000. 

What is the military activity of the naval receiving station / 

What do you do at a receiving station 

Admiral CLark. We receive, house. mess, pay, transfer, and they 
use the word “process,” which means if a man is going to be paid off 
that is where he goes and gets his advice about his insurance and so on. 

It is a personnel receiving station, sir. The project is for the con- 
struction of a welfare and recreation building at the Naval Receiving 
Station, Charleston, S. C. The original building was destroyed by 
fire in 1946, Facilities have been improvised using temporary bar- 
racks but this has proven very unsatisfactory to service over 6,000) 
naval personnel assigned to the area. The lack of recreational facili 
ties has seriously curtailed indoor athletics and social events with the 
resultant adverse effect on morale. We are requesting $553,000 for the 
new building. 

The CuarrMan. He does every thing there except live there ¢ 

Without objection, we approve that item. 

Naval Amphibious Base, Coronado, Calif.: personnel facilities, 
$1,402,000. 

What activity besides for retired personnel is Coronado used ? 

Admiral Crark,. This is a very important west coast naval amphi 
bious training base, sir. 

It is also the headquarters of commander, Amphibious Force, 
Pacific Fleet. 

These barracks that we hope to replace are very urgently needed. 
These are perhaps the worst barracks we have people livi ing in today, 
sir. They are of temporary World War II construction and provide 
grossly substandard living accommodation. This item consists of the 
second increment of 860 spaces in the planned replacement of the bar- 
racks to provide approximately 2.950 spaces which will be required for 
proper housing of an enlisted staffload of 2,779 and a maximum en- 
listed student load of 1,000. 








The CuarrmMan. And personnel facilities when used in this bill 
means barracks ? 

Admiral Cuark. In this case it is enlisted men’s barracks, sir, for 
$1,402,000. 

The CuarrMan. All right, without objection, we approve it. 

Mr. Gavin. Off the record, Sam. 

(Further statement off the record. ) 

The CuHatrman. Now the Fleet Air Defense Training Center, at 
Dam Neck, Va. 

Training facilities and personnel facilities, 

Admiral Criark. Yes, sir. 

We are requesting a guided missile school for $1,682,000, a barracks 
for the people who w ill go to that school, sir, for $260,000, for a grand 
total of $1,942,000. The adoption of guided missiles as part of fleet 
armament has increased the requirement for personnel trained in the 
maintenance and operation of such weapons far beyond the capacity of 
existing interim training facilities. The proposed school will provide 
the required training facilities. 

The construction of this school will increase the number of enlisted 
personnel assigned to Dam Neck by 350 men. The existing barracks 
will not accommodate the increase in personnel. Item 2 of this project 
will provide the additional required barracks. 

The Cuairman. Now this guided missile is a new instruction taking 
place there, is it not? 

Admiral Crark. Yes, sir. 

The CuHairmMan. Now will that necessitate in the future buying any 
more land ¢ 

Admiral CLark. No more land, sir. 

We have the land, sir. 

The CHairman. I hope you won’t try to expand it to such an ex- 
tent that you will have to come in and say to meet your requirements 
you must have more land. 

Because you must not be expanding, for the time being, at least. 

Without objection, it is approved. 

Naval training center, at Great Lakes. 

Of course we all know about Great Lakes. 

Admiral Cirark. At Great Lakes, we are requesting barracks for 

$3,992,000. The existing 4,000-man barracks, which are of tempor: ir) 
W orld War II design, are grossly substandard and crowded, thereby 
creating morale and health problems. Item 1 of this project is the 
first Increment of 2,000 spaces in the planned replacement of sub- 
standard quarters and augmentation of. barracks facilities. 

Item 2 of this project is for the conversion of a portion of building 
2-B to Interior Communications Electricians School, Classes A and 
4. The existing basic school at Great Lakes and the advanced schoo! 
at the Receiving Station, Washington, D. C., are housed in substand- 
ard facilities. An existing, vacant, permanent structure can be modi- 
fied to furnish adequate space for these schools at a fraction of the 
cost of new construction. This will permit joint use and will be more 
economical. $346,000 is requested for the conversion. The tota! 
amount requested is $4,338,000. 

The CuHamman. Powder factory, at Indian Head, Md.: Personnel 
facilities, $780,000. 
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Admiral Crark. This is for bachelor officers’ quarters, sir, fo) 
$780,000. The quarters will house the bachelor officers being trained a 
the Explosive Ordnance Disposal School. The existing facilities are 
temporary, substandard, and totally inadequate to meet the housing 
requirements for an average of 110 officers. 

The Cramman. Postgraduate school, Monterey, Calif.: Personn: 
facilities, $119,000, 

Now how much have we spent since we established the postgraduat: 
school and moved it from Annapolis to Monterey / 

Admiral Clark. Well, sir, it is between 4 and 9 million dollars, sii 

You will notice the plant value on the cover sheet is $4,564,315. 

But we have underway a big construction program there. 

So that we have funded construction not taken up in the plant valu 
of S9.670263. 

So it is a total of about $14 million. The proposed project is for ai 
enlisted men’s subsistence building. The messing facilities that ar: 
now in use for enlisted men are old, poorly designed and located oi 
two floor levels in a temporary wood frame annex to the main build 


ing. The facilities are of interim nature and are not susceptible to 


efficient layout and sanitary control. Funds in the amount of $119.00 
are requested for this building. 

The Cuairman. Well, now, how many officers are in attendance at 
the postgraduate school ¢ 

Admiral Crark. The student load is about 854 at present. We ex 
pect to go to about 955, sir. 

The CHainman. Well, then, it will be a plant investment of around 
$35 million when you finish it, won't it 4 

Admiral Crark. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And for that you are going to have accommodatio! 
on an average of S00 officers / 

Admiral Cuark. Each year. 

The CuatrmMan. Students / 

Admiral CLark. Students. 

The CuarMan. Now, admiral, isn’t that out of line / 

A plant investment of $25 million—— 

Mr. Hess (aside to the chairman. ) 

The Cuatrman. You have $14 million you have already spent. 

Mr. Hess. And $10 million more. 

The Cuarrman. Well, $25 million. 

Now isn’t that a little out of line ? 

You are going to have 800 students now a year and yet to accom- 
modate 800 students we have to spend $25 million. 


And when we bought that property we thought we would not have 


to spend anything. 

Mr. Price. Asa matter of fact, we were so told. 

The Cuatmrman. And we would not have to spend anything. 

I think the committee should just begin to say “No” to a great man) 
of these things that is going to be just expanding, expanding, expand- 
ing. 

Why can’t your facilities you have there now take care of 500 
officers ? 

Admiral Cuark. Mr. Chairman, most of the future expenditures 
will not be for any expansion. 
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They will be for replacement of the makeshift laboratory, for 
instance, which we have there now. 

It will be a renovation in keeping up to date this very important 
training. 

The Cuatirman. How long did we have the postgraduate school at 
Annapolis ! 

How long has the postgraduate school at Annapolis been estab- 
lished ; 25 or 30 years, hasn’t it / 

Admiral Criark. At least, sir. 

The CHarrMaAn. Exactly. 

Allright. And the officers all went there ? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All of you officers have been there. All right. 

Now you got and the Government got fine services from the train- 
ing you received there. Yet you know and I know there has never 
been that much money spent on postgraduate facilities at the Annap- 
olis school. 

Admiral Cuark. We had a very much smaller Navy that day, Mr. 
Vinson. 

The Cuatrman. Oh, yes; but you had three or four hundred going 
every year. 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Three or four hundred every year, and it ran up 
to 500 a year ¢ 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. All right. You have not increased it but 300 now. 
And yet we are going to have to spend $25 million for plant investment 
to accommodate 800. 

Mr. Gavin. What was the original cost of this property when we 
took it over? 

The CHarrMan. $4 million. 

Mr. Gavin. And we have in it now how much ¢ 

Admiral CLark. About 14, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. And it requires an additional $10,800,000 @ 

Admiral Ciark. That is what the planning figure of the Bureau 
of Personnel. 

That, of course, is a very long-range figure, sir. 

The Cuarman. Admiral, you know well enough if we did not spend 
one dollar any more on plant investment you would still accommodate 
very satisfactorily 800 students a year, wouldn't you / 

Admiral Crark. Mr, Chairman 

The Cuatrman. Isn't that correct ? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Why, of course. 

Admiral Crark. This long-range program includes a lot of things 
like nuclear power models and other modern innovations that we can- 
not get into the 4 years at the Naval Academy. 

We must give a midshipman his basic education. 

The Cuairman. That is right. 

Admiral Crark. Now, if we are going to have officers qualified to 
come before this committee and get money for nuclear-powered sub- 
iarines, we can’t have a bunch of amateurs. That is the sort of work 
they are going to undertake, we think, in the future. 
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Mr, Price. Mr. Chairman, on the nuclear-powered submarine: Dov't 
you already have training facilities for crews and officers ? 

Admiral CLark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Price. Already available ? 

Admiral Ciark. You see this, sir, is a postgraduate school where 
the officers who would go through this school would go out and take 
charge of the training facilities for the men and the people who a: 
ordered to do the thing. 

They would be the experts. 

The CuarrmMan. Iam just dropping a general hint— 

Mr. Price. Couldn’t they train at the same place as they train now / 

Couldn't they train at Arco? 

Admiral Crark. I believe it would be better to have all the peop! 
who are selected for postgraduate instruction, sir, to go to the same 
place. They will all have to take, for instance, some advanced mathe 
matics before they go into their specialty in this postgraduate school, 
sir. 

The CuatrMan. Well, now, Admiral—off the record. 

(Discussion off the record. ) 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection, we go along with them today 
We don’t know what we will do tomorrow. 

Mr. Mitier. Yes, sir. 


The CnarrmMan. The next one is naval research station. Philadelphia. 


Admiral Crark. This project is for a bachelor officers’ quarters wit! 
mess for 200 officers. Plans call for 879 officers to be on board, witi: 
about 391 requiring accommodations. The requirement is partially 
being met by using a converted barracks and by leasing a private build 
ing. This provides a total of 185 quarters. However, the leased 
building, constructed in 1911, is located in an unwholesome neigh 
borhood and furnishes substandard facilities. We are requesting 
$1,428,000 to construct the quarters. 

The CuarirMan. Personnel facilities. Without objection we ap 
prove it. 


Naval retraining command, Portsmouth, N. H.: Security facilities. 


$42,000. 

What kind of security facilities is that ? 

Admira! Ciark. This is merely a fire-escape tower. The building 
housing the retrainees has only one escape tower and this is equipped 
with manually operated doors. This project provides for an add 
tional escape tower with remote controlled locking and unlocking 
devices, and replacement of the manual devices in the existing towe! 
with similar controls. The amount requested for the fire-escape towe1 
is $42,000. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

F leet sonar school, San Diego, Calif., training facilities. 

Is that a new installation you put in San Diego? 

Mr. Wirson. It was established in 1943. 

\dmiral Crark. The present sonar school is housed in 2° ten 
porary, 2-story, non-fire-resistant structures built during Wor! 
War IT as barracks. Limitations in space and restrictions on floo1 
loading prevent installation of required training equipment. The 
wood construction places about $10 million of irreplaceable equipmen' 
in constant jeopardy from fire; $2,753,000 is requested for the n 
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schoolbuilding. The sonar school has been going since the middle 
of the war, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

What does it do there 

What is the 

Admiral Ciark. This is where we train officers and men in anti- 
submarine warfare, sir. 

It is one of the most important schools that we have in the Navy, 
sir. As you know—— 

The Cuamman. Well, now, how much have we invested there ? 

Admiral Ciark. $1,553,455, 

The Cuamman. Now we do have a very fine training plant down 
at Key West, Fla., don’t we ? 

Admiral CLtark. Yes, sir; we do. 

The Cuamrman. Now why couldn't we sort of consolidate this down 
at Key West and move back to the East, instead of from the East to 
the West, and try to relieve—and I am serious about this—and try to 
relieve the congestion in San Diego 4 

Admiral Crarx. Mr. Chairman, if it were feasible—it is not feasible 
from two points of view. 

First of all, you could not get any more people in Key West, Fla. 
They are already bursting at the seams. 

The CHarrMAN. You have the same situation in San Diego? 

Admiral Crark. Exactly. 

And we do not want to increase the problem in either place. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Admiral CrarKk. This will not increase our problem in San Diego. 
This is simply to permit us 

The Cuatrman. Then why not hold the facilities at what they are 
today ? 

You are increasing them to the amount of $2 million. 

Admiral Crark. Mr. Chairman, this particular project is to permit 
us to get a new sonar school building that will hold the new instru- 
ments that we use in this very important submarine warfare work. 

The new instruments coming out, sir, are heavier and the floor load- 
ing in these old schoolbuildings simply won’t hold them. They are 
in old barracks buildings where they actually can’t install the instru- 
ments that are going in the ships. 

And we can’t train all these people aboard ships. 

The CHarrman. Now, Admiral, I know all about the San Diego 
naval activities. Off the record. 

(Statement off the record. ) 

Mr. Wirson. Mr. Chairman? 

The CHamman. Without objection, the item is approved. [Laugh- 
ter. | 

The CHatrMan. Medical facilities. 

National naval medical center, Bethesda, Md.: plans and specifica- 
tions for the Armd Forces Medical Library. 

Admiral CiarK. This project is to provide a permanent, fire-resist- 
ant, concrete structure to house the valuable and irreplaceable collec- 
tion of the Armed Forces Medical Library as a replacement for the 
existing overcrowded, obsolete, and hazardous building that has been 
occupied since 1887. The present inadequate facilities necessitate a 
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split operation and afford little protection of the collection against 
deterioration and loss by fire. We are requesting $350,000 for archi- 
tect and engineer services. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. We approve that item. 

Mr. Kevtiener. Mr. Chairman, you'll recall that Congressman Chelf 
wrote to you and asked that Dr. Worth Daniels be permitted to appear 
to support this item, and you have also received a great amount of 
correspondence, all of it favoring this item from doctors all over the 
United States. 

The Cuatrman. Well, now, briefly, then, in view of that, tell us 
about it. 

It is a medical library. We know it is highly important and we 
know— off the record. 

(Statement off the record.) 

Admiral Ciark. Mr. Chairman, may I introduce a statement from 
the Chief of the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery for the record, sir? 

The CHatrMan. Put it in. 

(The statement is as follows:) 


STATEMENT OF REAR ApM. B. W. HoGaAn MC, USN, THE SURGEON GENERAL OF 
rHeE NAVY, ON PUBLIC WORKS PROJECTS FOR FISCAL YEAR 1956, NAVAL MEDICAL 
ACTIVITIES SPONSORED BY THE BUREAU OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY 


Mr. Chairman, gentlemen, the objectives of the program under the sponsorship 
of the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery in the fiscal year 1956 public works pro- 
gram conform to criteria established by the Secretary of the Navy, Secretary 
of Defense, and the Bureau of the Budget. 

Utilization and preservation of existing, good quality, temporary facilities will 
be continued to the maximum feasible extent ; however, the correction of several 
minor inadequacies and deficiencies are necessary in certain temporary facili- 
ties in order to meet expanded workloads, correct soil erosion, and insure mini- 
mal operational capacity under emergency conditions. 

The construction of a permanent hospital is proposed at Great Lakes, IIL, as 
a replacement for obsolete, temporary facilities constructed during World War I 
and World War II and considered to be detrimental to patient welfare because of 
severe winter weather in that area. 

Laboratory facilities for medical research are proposed at the Naval Sub- 
marine Base, New London, Conn. These will be provided by the conversion of 
one existing building and the construction of a new sound laboratory. 

It is considered paramount that medical research keep in pace with the develop- 
ment of new types of military craft and weapons which present continual new 
problems in human endurance and physiology. 

New permanent facilities for the Armed Forces Medical Library are proposed 
at the National Naval Medical Center, Bethesda, Md., as a replacement for pres- 
ent inadequate and obsolete facilities. 

Chapel facilities are proposed at the Naval hospital, Guam, Marianas Islands, 
where no religious facilities currently exist. 

In order to accomplish the foregoing objectives, new authorization in the 
amount of $2,679,000 is required. The items in this program are as follows: 

1. An 800 to 1,500-bed permanent hospital at the United States Naval Hospital, 
Great Lakes, IIL, is required as a replacement for obsolete, temporary facilities 
of World War I and World War II construction. 

This item is a part of a coordinated program developed through the Bureau of 
the Budget and the Office of the Secretary of Defense to provide permanent 
facilities for meeting the ultimate peacetime hospital bed requirements of the 
Navy and Marine Corps in the Great Lakes area. 

In keeping with policies of cross-utilization and coordinated medical services, 
hospital beds will also be provided for local Army and Air Force needs. 

$750,000 is requested in fiscal year 1956 to permit the development of architec- 
tural and engineering working plans only. Authorization and funding for the 
total amount required for construction, based on the data to be developed by the 
proposed A. and E. contract will be requested in the Navy public works program 
for fiscal year 1957. 
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2. The provision of emergency electrical power at a cost of $60,000 is required 
for portions of the United States Naval Hospital, Philadelphia, Pa., not so 
equipped at the time of construction. 

These temporary ward buildings, constructed during World War II, are now 
utilized for the care of neuropsychiatric, medical and surgical patients. 

Uninterrupted electrical service to vital functions within these patient areas 
is considered to be mandatory for patient welfare and safety. 

3. A serious soil-erosion problem exists at the United States Naval Hospital, 
Jacksonville, Fla., where the St. John’s River is rapidly destroying improved 
property by tidal and wave action. 

It is proposed to prevent further erosion by the construction of an 800-foot 
bulkhead along the riverbank at an estimated cost of $46,000. 

4. A 200-seat, all-faith chapel at a cost of $269,000 is requested for the United 
States Naval Hospital, Guam, Marianas Islands. No religious facilities were 
provided for the recently completed hospital and none are accessible to the 
hospital in its new location. 

The chapel will be of standard plan and will provide facilities for hospital 
patients, staff, military personnel and dependents at the hospital and in the 
adjacent areas, and will serve to correct, impart, the overall deficiency of re 
ligious facilities on the island of Guam. 

5. Permanent medical research Laboratory facilities are proposed for the 
Naval Medical Research Laboratory, submarine base, New London, Conn. 

The program for investigation of problems associated with shipboard and 
submarine medicine has been curtailed or hampered because of lack of facilities. 

The advent of newer types of weapons and naval craft has created problems 
in human stress, endurance, and physiology. 

Additional investigation is urgently required in order to aid man in keeping 
pace with the instruments of warfare. 

It is proposed to provide the most urgently required facilities by the con 
version of an existing permanent building and the construction of a new sound 
laboratory at a total cost of $755,000 as an initial increment of a conversion plan 
at a total estimated cost of $1,044,000 to be completed later. 

6. The Secretary of Defense has determined that permanent library facilities 
are urgently required for the Armed Forces Medical Library to replace existing 
overcrowded and inadequate facilities occupied since 1887. 

The responsibility for planning and budgeting for this new facility was as- 
signed to the Secretary of the Navy. 

The Bureau of Medicine and Surgery was further assigned the responsibility 
for sponsorship in the public works program. It is proposed to construct and 
operate the new library, which will incorporate features for the protection of 
this invaluable collection of medical literature, on the grounds of the National 
Naval Medical Center, Bethesda, Md. 

The $350,000 requested in fiscal year 1956 will permit the development of 
architectural and engineering working plans. Authorization in the amount 
required for construction of this building will be requested in the fiscal year 
1957 Navy public-works program. 

7. The provision of on-station family housing is proposed at two naval hos 
pitals. At the United States Naval Hospital, Corona, Calif., the construction of 
15 married enlisted men’s quarters and the provision for 8 additional married 
officers’ quarters are requested. The latter will be accomplished by the con- 
version of an existing building excess to the current needs of the hospital. 

At the United’ States Naval Hospital, Chelsea, Mass., 15 married enlisted 
men’s quarters are proposed to replace existing inadequate and deteriorated 
apartments, converted from World War I temporary wards. 

The above quarters will insure the around-the-clock coverage of these hos- 
pitals with medical specialists and technicians to meet recurring emergencies 
beyond the capabilities of customary duty section. 

The total estimated cost of the quarters requested is $449,600. 

I shall be happy to furnish additional details on any of the above items that 
you may desire. 


The CHatrman. Without objection, we approve this item. 

Naval Hospital, Chelsea, Mass.: family housing, $192,800. 

How many houses? 

Admiral Ciark. We are requesting 15 houses, sir, for $192,800. 
These will replace units that are 38 years old. The houses are for key 
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enlisted men who must reside on the station due to the operational 
necessity of maintaining an efficient 24-hour, 7 days a week operation 
of the hospital and to meet emergency requirements. The proposed 
units will be constructed on Government-owned land. 





The Cuarrman. The next one is Corona, Calif. 

Admiral Cuark. 8 additional married officer quarters and 15 addi- 
tional married enlisted men’s quarters are required on the station. 
These units are for doctors, medical specialists and key enlisted men 
who must reside on the station in order to maintain a 24-hour, 7 days a 
week operation of the hospital as well as meeting emergency require- 
ments. Weare requesting 23 houses for $256,000. 

The CuatrmMan. Naval hospital, Great Lakes, Il. 

Admiral CriarKk. This project will provide a new permanent hos- 
pital to replace the existing obsolete and temporary wartime construc- 
tion. At Great Lakes Naval Hospital we are requesting this year only 
the authority—and we will request the funds, sir—for architectural 
and engineering drawings 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

The next is Naval Hospital—— 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Just one item. 

Back to the first item there. 

It isat Bethesda, Md. 

Plans and specifications for the Armed Forces Medical Library. 

You are paying $350,000 just for plans and specifications ? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir, we will, sir. 

Mr. Bray. And that is not one brick or one board ? 

Admiral Perry. There won’t be one brick. There won't be a spoon- 
ful of earth turned there, Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. Who does that money go to, naval engineers or do you 
hire private engineers ? 

Admiral Perry. We hire private architects and engineers for that. 

Mr. Bray. What firm of architects did you get ? 

Admiral Perry. We have not chosen one yet, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Have you consulted with the United States engineers, 
whether or not they are in a position to develop the plans and specifi- 
cations 4 

Admiral Perry. No, sir, I have not discussed this with the Army 
engineers, Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, aren’t they in the specification field for engineer- 
ing in the Department of Defense ? 

That is what I can’t understand, why there is not some liaison to 
determine whether or not within the services themselves they can com- 
plete the plans and specifications and a project report without going 
outside to get civilian engineers ¢ 

Admiral Perry. In this particular case, Mr. Gavin, we will require 
architects and engineers in a highly specialized field. 

I doubt whether you could find within my own corps or within the 
Corps of Engineers—— 

Mr. Gavin. Why the Army engineers turn out the most colossal 
project reports on projects. It is really amazing what they have done. 
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You mean to tell me that within the Corps of Engineers they would 
not have the technical skill and ability to develop a project report for 
this particular project here / 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, we will find out about that, too. 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir; I think we are preparing a letter for you. 

The Crarrman. Now, Admiral, since this question has been raised, 
what will be the cost of the building when you get the plans and 
specifications ¢ 

Admiral CLark. Approximately $614 million, sir. 

The CrnairMan. Ana as a rule the architectural fees run about 5 to 
6 or 8 or 10 percent ? 

Admiral CLark. No, sir. It will be about 5 percent. 

The CHarrMan. Five percent / 

Admiral Crark. Slightly less than 5 percent, as a matter of fact. 

The Cuarrman. Of course, Mr. Gavin, the admiral is absolutely 
correct. 

The engineers have to go out and hire architects. 

The Navy has to hire awehitects. 

Because they just do not have architects to do certain things. If 
they can do it themselves they do it. 

I don’t think they are subject to any criticism for employing archi- 
tects and giving employment to people engaged in the architectural 
business throughout the Nation. 

Mr. Gavin. Nor do I. 

The CuHarrMan. Wait 1 minute. 

I don’t want the Government to try to doeverything. 

[ want people outside of the Government to have an opportunity to 
do business with the Government. 

The only thing I am concerned about is to see that the Government 
gets a dollar for the dollar it spends. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHatrman. The next item is New London, Conn.—— 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman ¢ 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Let me say this: If we have the engineers and they have 
the personnel and the ability and skill to do the job and the work- 
lord that they have at that particular time is not too heavy, I think 
there is a lot of this engineering work—at least there should be some 
liaison bet ween the three branches of the services to determine whether 
or not they can. 

But one branch of the service goes on their way. 

The other branches don’t know what they are doing. There is no 
liaison and no coordination between them. 

And as far as unification is concerned no attempt is made to collab- 
orate and work together. 

The CHatrmMan. The main phase of unification is right around this 
table. 

Weare doing a pretty good job [laughter ]. 

Naval Hospital, Jacksonville, Fla.; retaining wall, $46,000. 

Admiral Ciark. This item is to construct an 800-foot bulkhead 
along the St. Johns River bank to prevent further loss of Govern- 
ment property due to erosion. The bank has been eroding at the rate 
of 21% feet per year since 1941. 
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The CHarrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Naval Submarine Base, New London, Conn.; medical research fa- 
cilities, $755,000. 

Admiral Crark. This item is to convert one barracks building and 
construct a new sound laboratory to provide urgently needed space 
for medical research in problems associated with shipboard, diving, 
and submarine medicine in connection with nuclear submarines. The 
existing space is crowded and inadequate. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that is approved. 

Now, Admiral, there are no new hospitals being established in this 
bill ? 

Admiral Crark. We are asking for authorization to prepare the 
plans for a new hospital at Great Lakes, sir. 

The CHairMan. Well, I mean we have not established it. 

Admiral CLark. It is not anew hospital, no, sir. 

The CHarman. That is right. 

Admiral Crark. It isa replacement. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Admiral Crark. Yes, sir. 

The CHairMan. Get to the next item. 

Admiral Crark. Naval hospital at Philadelphia, sir. The project 
will enable certain essential buildings at the hospital to have a source 
of emergency power that is now lacking by providing two 50-kilovolt- 
ampere diesel generators in the east substation, two 75-kilovolt-ampere 
diesel generators in the west substation, and the necessary switch gear 
equipment. 

The CuHarrMan. Well, we have approved that. 

Mr. Harpy. You are going to get the Army engineers to draw the 
plans for that one? 

The CuatrMan. That has already been approved. 

Now the communication facilities- 

Mr. Gavin. I want to observe, too. I am surprised there were no 
ordnance facilities or expansion plans for medical facilities down at 
Norfolk, Va. 

How did you missthat? [Laughter. ] 

The CuarrmMan. Communications facilities, Northwest, Va., naval 
radio station ; communication facilities, $436,000. 

Admiral Ciark. Mr. Chairman, at this point may I submit a state- 
ment from the Director of Naval Communication for the record, sir? 

The CHarrmMan. Without objection, put it in. 

(The statement is as follows:) 





Fiscat YEAR 1956 Minirary Pusriic-WorKs PROGRAM STATEMENT FOR 
NAVAL COMMUNICATIONS 


1. The naval communication public-works program for fiscal year 1956 re- 
quires new authorization in the amount of $26,111,800 for 8 projects of which : 
is in the continental United States, 2 are in a United States Territory, and 5 
are in foreign countries. 

2. The projects for which authorization is requested are of such essentiality 
to the required augmentation and improvement of the naval communication 
systems to require action in the fiscal year 1956 public-works program. They 
have been developed in consonance with all criteria for public-works projects and 
have been planned and designed to meet two specific program objectives. 


A. The first objective is the required expansion or augmentation of the NVI 


communication system necessary to met the communication support required 
by the NVL operating forces. 
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All but $1 million of the requested amount is programed against this objec- 
tive. Three projects in this expansion and augmentation program, as follows, 
are required to relieve communication deficiencies caused by the expanding 
commitments of the operating forces and the development of new concepts of 
operation. 

(a) Construction of facilities designed to provide communications to the 
eastern Mediterranean area, where facilities are now either nonexistent or 
inadequate ; 

(b) Improvement of communication capabilities in the Alaskan area to meet 
continental defense program requirements ; 

(c) Purchase of long lead time equipment for a new powerful: very low fre- 
quency transmitter station in the northeast Atlantic to provide reliable com- 
munication to submarines operating in Atlantic area. 

The remaining projects are to provide housing and community support facil- 
ities at stations operationally complete or under construction in the Philippines, 
Japan, and North Africa. 

B. A second program objective for NVL communications is that of providing 
incidental facilities in support of the antisubmarine warfare program. 

One million dollars in new authorization is being requested under this category 
to provide new direction-finder facilities at the NVL communication station, 
Norfolk, and to construct new buildings to house new and modern direction- 
finder equipment and to provide incidental utilities at existing communications 
stations in Adak and Japan. 

This new equipment, purchased with annual appropriations, is to replace 
outmoded world War II direction finders, and is an essential link in providing 
necessary capability in the antisubmarine warfare program. The phasing of 
this construction has been matched to equipment delivery dates. 

The Cuarrman. Now, who handles the communications facilities 
in the Department / 

Admiral Crark. The Director of Naval Communications in the 
Office of the C hief of Naval Operations. 

The Cuarrman. All right, then it is the office of the Chief of Naval 
Operations. 

All right. Communications facilities; what do you have reference 
to there / . 

Admiral Cuiark. This is for a high frequency direction finder facil- 
ity, sir, in Northwest, Va., which is 25 miles south of Portsmouth, Va., 
on the Virginia-North Carolina border. This will complete the sta- 
tions in the Atlantic Ocean high frequency direction-finder net. 

We are requesting $436,000 for this high frequency direction-finder 
facility. 

The CHamman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Naval radio station, Squantum, Mass.: Communication facilities, 
$50,000. 

Admiral Cuark. The naval air station (inactive) Squantum, will 
be leased to private industry on a recapture of use type basis, with the 
exception of certain areas required for the naval radio receiver and 
transmitter stations. The present receiver station site is included in 
the area to be leased. If the area were not leased it would be uneco- 
nomical to keep the receiver station and its present location with the 
remainder of the area vacated. This project is for the relocation of 
the ree elver station. However, we would like to withdraw this item, 
Mr. Chairman. 


The Cratrmman. Now let’s see, Admiral. if you are on sound ground 
in withdrawi ing it. Now wait one minute. I am serious about it. 

Mr. Bares. W hen you get in the habit, Mr. Chairman. you know, 
you just keep going. 

The CHarrMan. ” Wait aminute. I want to get their thinking. How 
come you put it in the first instance, then ? 
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Admiral Ciarx. At one time, sir, there was a requirement for 2 
receiver station, also—at that point. We just had another look at our 
communication facilities, sir, and we believe that what this station 
is doing at present can be done partly in Boston and partly by re- 
routing of traffic, 

The CHatrM an. > Then let the committee get this background. The 
field sent in their item and then it was surveyed by the “Department. 
And then it was surveyed by Mr. Floete. Then Mr. McNeil passed on 
it. And then it wasall written in and it w as printed in the bill. 

Now, since the bill has been printed, since the 20th day of April, 
you find now you don’t need it. Now, are we likely to run up against 
that same kind of reasoning with some of these other items in the bill ? 

Admiral Crark. I would invite your attention, sir, if there is any 
doubt—— 

The CuarrmMan. Wait one minute. 

Admiral Criarx. I will invite your attention if anything in the 
planning stages would affect anything in this bill, sir. 

The CHarrman. Lcouldn’t hear you. State it over again. 

Admiral Cian. I will invite the attention of the chairman, sir, to 
any advance planning that might either increase or decrease anything 
in the bill that we can foresee at the present time, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. How much of an investment do we have there now / 

Admiral Criark. $288,000, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Well, without objection, we strike out Squantum, 
Mass. All right. 

Office of Naval Research 

Mr. Bares. Is that without objection, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Crarrman. Is there any objection? Oh, you can’t object to it. 

Mr. Bares. I suppose you either need it or you don’t need it. But 
you know it is kind of nice to look in the bill once in awhile and see 
a little for Massachusetts, even if it is taken away. [Laughter.] 

The Crarrman. All right. Now, Admiral, is there any military 
need for this item in the bill ? 

Admiral CrarK. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman,. All right, then we strike the item out. 

“Office of Naval Researc h facilities: Naval Research Laboratory, 
Washington, D. C.: Research facilities and _ utilities, $183,000.” 
Where is the Idcation of this research facility here in Washington 4 
I have lost track of it. 

Admiral Ciark. It is at Bellevue, sir. 

May L at this point put in a statement from the Deputy and Assistant 
Chief of the Office of Naval Research, sir, for the record ? 

The CuatrrMan. Without objection. 

(The statement follows :) 





StATEMENT or Capt. L. D. Coates. DEPUTY AND ASSISTANT CHIEF, OFFICE OF 
NAVAL RESEARCH, WITH REGARD TO FISCAL YEAR 1956, CLAss 10 PusLic Works 
PROJECTS 


The public works construction program sponsored by the Office of Naval 
Research for fiscal year 1956 consists of 4 projects estimated to cost $215,000. 
The projects requested are for supporting facilities urgently required for effective 
prosecution of the existing research program. 

Three projects are requested for the Naval Research Laboratory, Washing- 
ton, D. C. One of these projects is the installation of an additional boiler in 
the central heating plant to provide for the increased heating load brought on 
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by progressively increasing occupancy of old buildings, and by new loads im 
posed by recently constructed buildings. The other two projects are a radiological 
decontamination facility and a radiac building which are required to carry out 
currently assigned navywide research programs. 

The one project requested for the Chesapeake Bay Annex of the Naval 
Research Laboratory at Randle Cliff, Md., is an offshore research structure, 
including land acquisition, to provide adequate facilities for research on the 
underwater reception of radio signals of various wavelengths by submarines 
Land acquisition for this project entails only procurement of necessary permits 
for construction in waters of the Chesapeake Bay. 


PROGRAM OBJECTIVES, FISCAL YEAR 1956——-PUBLIC WORKS PROGRAM 


I Office of Naval Research 
Authorization and 
appropriation request, 
Project location and title fiscal year 1956 
A. The expansion of heating facilities at a station where seriously 
critical deficiencies exist, NRL, Washington, D. C.: 


Central heating plant; install additional boiler $54, 000 
Total (authorization and appropriation) 54, 000 


B. The improvement and increase of facilities for research and develop- 
ment in the fields of radiological decontamination, radiae stand- 
ards, and VLF radio communications : 

NRL, Washington, D. C.: 


Radiological Decontamination Facility 59, 000 
Radiae Building 50, 000 
CBA of NRL, Randle Cliff, Md., offshore research structure (in- 
cluding land acquisition ) 52, 000 
Total (authorization and appropriation) 161, 000 


The CuarrmMan. Well, where is Bellevue? 

Captain Coates. Iam Capt. L. D. Coates. 

The CHairman. All right, Captain Coates, where is Bellevue / 

Captain Coates. Right across the river, sir, next to Bolling Field. 

The CHarrman. All right. Now, what kind of research do you 
carry on over there ¢ 

Captain Coates. All kinds, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Well, that covers everything, then. | Laughter. } 

Admiral CLark. Item 1 is for the expansion of the three boiler cen- 
tral heating plants by installing a fourth boiler obtained from surplus 
to provide for an increased load. This increased load has been han- 
died by operating at progressively higher firing rates, but now the 
point has been reached where there is no reserve capacity to handle 
foreseeable additional heating loads. We are requesting $54,000 for 
the installation. 

Item 2 is for the provision of radiological decontamination facili- 
ties in order to decontaminate equipment returned from atomic-test 
sites. This equipment has been decontaminated only to the level re- 
quired by shipping regulations. A further use in the background level 
at the Naval Research Laboratory would make it impossible to carry 
out certain important projects involving the use of radioactive mate- 
rials, $59,000 is requested for the decontamination facilities. 

Item 3 is for a radiac building for conducting a continuing problem 
in developing radiae standards for the Navy, including standards for 
calibration of radiological detection instruments, new calibration de 
vices, and new calibration techniques. We are requesting $50,000 foi 
the radiae building. The total amount requested is $163,000. 
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The CHarrman. Research facilities and utilities. How large an 
establishment is it? What is the plant investment over there ‘ 

Admiral Ciark. We have a plant investment of $15,591,554 and 
funded construction yet to be taken up on plant value of almost $2 

million more. 

So it is about $17 million that has gone into that place. 

The Cuatrman. Now, is that a permanent installation ? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Is the area over there large enough to accom- 
modate expansion without going out and buying high-priced land ? 

Admiral Criark. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Then we don’t want you coming in here 
a year from now and say, “We need some land there.” 

Without objection, we approve it. 

Naval Research Laboratory, C hesapeake Bay Annex, Randle Cliff, 
Md. Research facilities and land acquisition. How much land do 
you propose to acquire down there ? 

Admiral CLark. Approximately—TI guess it is about a quarter of 
an acre. We are asking for some land out in the middle of the water, 
sir, submerged land, under water, where we can put a tower up to 
carry on some experimental work; sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Why don’t you get a whole acre, so that if you expand 
in : couple of years you w ill have enough. 

Captain Coares. Sir, this land is called land by courtesy only. 
{ Laughter. | 

Mr. Gavin. Well, you get a quarter acre. You might as well get 
an acre, and then you will ‘be sure when you doa further development 
program you will have sufficient ground to take care of your require- 
ments. 

Mr. Hess. It is under water. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, what difference does it make whether it is under 
water or where it is? If you are going to get any at all, get an acre. 
Get an acre, I would say. 

Admiral Crark. A facility will be provided at the Naval Research 
Laboratory for performing experimental work in very low frequency 
radio communications and direction-finding in submarine operations. 
Precise repeatable measurements cannot be obtained from an operating 
submarine. The amount requested for this item is $52,000. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. Gavin. How come you are buying land under water? What 
kind of a deal is that? 

The Cuarrman. The next 

Mr. Gavin. What kind of a deal is that, Mr. Chairman, buying 
the land under the water ? 

Admiral CLark. We are going to erect a tower. 

Mr. Ketiener. No cost. 

Admiral CrarKk. No cost. 

Mr. Gavin. Get an acre. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

The next items are the Yards and Docks facilities. 

Who is here representing the Yards and Docks? 

Admiral Crark. Admiral Perry, and I would like to submit his 
statement for the record, sir. 
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(The statement follows :) 


STATEMENT OF REAR ADMIRAL J. R. PERRY, CHIEF, BUREAU OF YARDS AND DocKs 
Wi1TH REGARD TO AUTHORIZATION FOR FISCAL YEAR 1956 


CLASS 11—PUBLIC WORKS PROJECTS 


XI. YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 


In this category are included 10 projects which will require authorization in 
the amount of $42,290,000. In general, its aim is to provide urgently required 
facilities at naval activities under the management control of the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks (and at other activities not covered by separate classification). 
Its specific objectives are: 

A. Improvement and modernization of the electric power systems serving com- 
plex naval establishments at respective locations : 

Authorization 
request, 
Location fiscal year 1956 
CBC, Davisville, R. I.: 
ES RT aE seciibsCelphaiiace<Gubieapamenat UE ee 
Dehumified warehouse______.-----------~- j= PAS Re A OS 998, 000 
CBC, Fort Hueneme, Calif., construction equipment facilities____ 1, 225, 000 


C. Provision of two highway bridges including land easements on the main 
highway of Guam to replace two temporary wooden bridges which have deterio- 
rated to the point where they are unsafe to carry currently imposed loads: 


Authorization 
request, 
Location jiscal year 1956 


Guam, Marianas Islands, Two highway bridges_____________ ____.. $940, 000 


1). Provision of ready funds for restoration or replacement of facilities dam- 
aged or destroyed by acts of God or other disasters at naval and Marine Corps 
activities either continental or overseas. In effect this is an insurance fund pro- 
tecting over $7,900,000 worth of structures, utilities, equipment and land of the 
naval Shore Establishment : 

futhorization 
request, 
Location fiscal year 1956 


Not applicable, correction of deficiencies__ sa cimpaiunlercteenveses Sy OOO Oe 


I. Provision of a pipeline from Naval Petroleum Reserve No. 1, Elk Hills, to 
Los Angeles Basin including pumping facilities and the acquisition of land, ease- 
ments and rights-of-way : 

Authorization 
request, 
Location fiscal year 1956 


kik Hills, Calif., provision of pipeline_____._____________ cate __ $8, 000, 000 


I’. Provision of water pollution abatement facilities for naval continental shore 
activities in accordance with the Water Pollution Control Act (Public Law 845, 
SOth Cong.) and Executive Order 10014 of November 33, 1948: 

Authorization 

request, 
Location fiscal year 1956 
Various locations, pollution abatement program $15, 149, 000 


G. This project proposes payment to the Panama Canal Company for 40 
quarters in use by the Navy since 1942, and alterations to the quarters to bring 
them to minimum Navy standards for public quarters. Payment to the Canal 
Company is $465,000 and rehabilitation $75,000. 

Authorization 
request, 


Location fiscal year 1956 
Canal Zone, acquisition of 40 quarters $540, 000 


The Cuairnman. Allright. Yards and Docks facilities. 
Naval Construction Battalion Center, Davisville, R.I. Waterfront 
facilities and storage facilities, $5 million. 
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Admiral Ciark. This is for a marginal wharf, sir, for $4,399,000, 
and a dehumidified warehouse for $998,000. Immediately on mobili- 
zation, a 7-berth shipping capacity is required at Davisville to outload 
advance base material now stored there. Three berths are available 
at an existing pier. ‘The proposed marginal wharf, which will replace 
an existing deteriorated, unsatisfactory wooden bulkhead, will provide 
8 more berths. The dredging required to make the wharf usable will 
reclaim an additional berth at the pier thereby meeting the require- 
ment of 7 berths. 

Item 2, the dehumidified warehouse, is required to maintain advance 
base mobilization reserve stock now at Davisville in condition for im- 
mediate shipment overseas in the event of national emergency. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, we approve that item. 

Mr. Mitier. How much will we spend there eventually / 

Admiral Perry. You mean the total of everything, sir ‘ 

Mr. Miuuer. Yes. 

Admiral Perry. We have spent already almost $30 million there 
and we will spend $5,397,000 now, and the planned future expenditures 
are 17, almost 18 million dollars. 

The Cuarrman. All right. The next item is naval petroleum re- 
serve, No. 1, Elk Hills, Calif. 

Admiral Criark. This item is for the construction of a pipeline, 
including land acquisition, easements and right-of-way from Naval 
Petroleum Reserve No. 1 to Los Angeles Basin. The pipeline is de- 
signed to pump 60,000 barrels of oil a day and is a D-day requirement. 
We would like to withdraw that item, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. That isright. Thank you, sir. 

I want to say, members of the committee, this is a little policy I 
would like for you to settle. 

Mr. Short and I appeared before the Rules Committee and we 
have been discussing for some time the question of making an inquiry 
into the feasibility of constructing a pipeline from the Texas oilfields 
to the west coast. 

Now, we all know that they have great oilfields in California. And 
the consumption is today about what the output is. We do have a 
great field at Elk Hills. And the policy of the Government is to con- 
serve it in the ground and only use it when it is absolutely necessary. 
And we developed about 300 or 400 or 500 wells there. It is in posi- 
tion for instant, full use, if the emergency arises. But we do think 
that some study ought to be made with reference to private enterprise 
getting certificates of necessity—or military reasons why a pipeline 
should be built from the Texas oilfields to the west coast. 

I am just wondering if we should put something in this bill to ask 
that the President appoint a board to make a study of the question. 
We don't know how much it will cost. But I do think it would be 
forward looking. Because the oil now that goes to the west coast 
for the fleet has to come in tankers. There are great amounts used over 
there. Why not have an outlet. And a few years ago, when Mr. 
Andrews was chairman, Mr. Short was chairman of a subcommittee 
making an inquiry in regard to oil, and I raised the question before 
Secretary Ickes to build a pipeline from the Texas oilfields to the west 
coast. And heat that time thought it was a good idea. 

Now, probably somebody in the Department has authority to grant 
certificates of 
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Mr. Bares. Necessity. 
The Cuarrman. Necessity, or whatever you cal] them—— 

Mr. Smarr. There are two certificates. One is certificate of neces- 
sity, and secondly a certificate of essentiality. 

The Cuairman. That is right. Necessity and essentiality. But 1 
do think it would be a good thing if something was written in the bill 
where the President, if he so desired, could appoint a commission to 
look into the necessity or the justification for the construction of a pipe- 
line from Texas oilfields to California. Now, it is worth looking into 
it. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuatrman. If what I said appeals to any member, why—it 
ought to be looked into. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to it, but if he so de- 
sired, couldn't it be done without writing anything into the bill ¢ 

The CuatrMan. Of course he can doit. And he can doa great many 
things without Congress calling it to his attention. But I think this 
is highly important to Congress. 

Now, I spoke to the Speaker about it. The Speaker thought it was 
a good idea, at least to give consideration to the construction of pipe- 
lines from Texas to California, 

Now, we know we have great pipelines coming out of Texas and 
Louisiana and they are coming up to Chicago and they are going to 
New York. Why ‘shouldn't you run some pipelines out in that area ? 

Mr. Barres. Who is going to pay for this, Mr. Chairman / 

The CuairMan. Private enterprise. 

Mr. Barres. Well, let’s get that on the record. 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir; private enterprise. Of course we are not 
gomg to try to put the Government in the business unless certain con- 
ditions ar ise whereby certain things become too large for private en- 
terprise, such as building multiple-purpose dams, where it is a Gov- 

ernment function. But this is primarily to meet military requirements 
if it so happens that you need the petroleum. And at the same time, 
we are carrying on work in the shale fields and we are bringing in 
the most interesting article was, last night, in the Saturday Evening 
Post about the oilfields in the Gulf of Mexico, and 7 and 10 and 14 
miles out in the ocean they are bringing in oil, That was what was 
running through my mind yesterday. 

But I would be glad if Mr. Kelleher would prepare suitable lan- 
guage so we can lay it before the committee, and I am glad to note that 
re are cutting out the pipeline to Flk Hills and let’s explore this other 

line. 
PUBLIC 





WORKS CENTER, NORFOLK, VA. 








Admiral CLtark. The next item is for improvements to the electrical 
power system at the Public Works Center (Naval Base) Norfolk, Va., 
by providing a 34.5-kilovolt switching station, distribution lines, and 
2 substations. The existing load on the electrical system has reached 
the capacity of the transformers and primary distribution lines. With- 
out this project a fire hazard will exist from overloading and the use 
of electricity will have to be curtailed. We are requesting $2,510,000 
for the improvements. 

Mr. Gavin. Let me ask, Mr. Chairman, is this item being deleted 
from the bill ? 
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The Cuarrman. It is being deleted. Because the whole purpose of 
it was to just drain it dry. [Laughter.] 

Without objection the item is approved. 

Mr. Prutein. How long are you going to retain that reserve / 

The Cuarrman. I don’t know. I hope you gentlemen will hold it 
down as well as I have held it down after I leave here. We got it 
developed and we want to keep it in the ground. But in case of 
emergency we are in position to go forward with it. We are drawing 
out now about 25,000 barrels a day. And it is a great reserve. We 
want to keep it as long as we can. Without objection, Norfolk is 
approved. 

Admiral Cuark. The next item is for construction equipment facili- 
ties at the Naval Construction Battalion Center, Port Hueneme, Calif. 
This is required for the rehabilitation, modification, maintenance, and 
testing of over 10,000 pieces of advance base mobilization reserve equip- 
ment valued at $70 million. The project will eliminate the fire hazards 
in the existing 17 widely scattered tarpaper and wooden shop build- 
ings ; $1,225,000 is requested for the new building. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, the Nav al Construction Battal- 
ion Center at Port Hueneme is approved. 

Now, the next one is water pollution, including the acquisition of 
land. 

Now, tell us a little about this, now. 

Admiral Criark. I think perhaps the Chief of the Bureau of Yards 
and Docks would be the best witness on this, Mr. Chairman. We are 
asking for $15,149,000 in various locations, which Admiral Perry has 
a list of, which is to improve the sewage treatment facilities required 
in order to comply, not only with State and local laws, but also with 
the Presidential Executive Order 10014 of November 3, 1948, and pur- 
suant to the policy expressed in the Water Polution Control Act, Pub- 
lic Law 845 of the 80th Congress, sir. 

The Cramman. Now, we did that for the Army last year, did we 
not ¢ 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir; you did. 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

The list of stations and funds requested as follows: 


Naval air station, Alameda, Calif $223, 000 
Marine (ors air gate, Benerors. B. 0). ee 304, 000 
Naval air station, Brunswick, Maine ‘ 479, 000 
Marine Corps air station, Cherry Point, N. C 115, 000 
Naval ammunition depot, Fort Miflin, Pa 364, 000 
Naval industrial reserve shipyard, Kearny, N. J : 2. 030, 000 
Naval station, Long Beach, Calif ; 164, 000 
Naval ordnance plant, Louisville, Ky __--_---~- ion Se 275, OOO 
Naval shipyard, Mare Island, Calif 6, 210, 000 
Naval air station, Miramar, Calif______-_- ae ; 628, 000 
Naval station, Newport, R. I__-- Ce OS nt a ee ’ 350, 000 
Naval supply depot, Norfolk, Va 158, 000 
Naval supply center, Oakland, Calif_—__- SERRE. et 115, 000 
Naval mine countermeasures station, Panama C ity, Fla : 216, O00 
NT Rg ED ee a ae ee ere 170, 000 
Naval shipyard, Puget Sound, Wash___---------_-_-_- eee pee 762, 000 
Pavel mir BcRtion, eons Fou, &. i... ee sha | 134, 000 
Marine Corps recruit depot, San Diego, Calif-___-__________________ 153, 000 
Naval station, San Diego, Calif._.______- ee OITA LCN ECS eee ee eeS 62, 000 


Naval shipyard, San nem IY te ee sess 









Settee 


pa 





& 


Reh le AE? + 


EB nhl EMER A A Bite 


Re MS witinder. 


SSB etn 


os Etats Relat 


ea nee en) be Rie hgh ee ont ae eee 


3005 


Naval radio station, Skaggs Island, Calif $231, 000 
Naval ordnance plant, South Charleston, W. Va____-__- eee 126, 000 
Naval net depot, Tiburon, Calif EAs 8 76, 000 
Naval air station, Whidbey Island, W ash_____ e 369, 000 

The CHarrman. How much did we appropriate for the Army last 
vear f 

Admiral Perry. I don’t have that figure. 

The Cuatrman. Well, that is policy, and a wise policy. Because 
the pollution of waters is a serious problem and we are trying to clean 
it up. 

Without objection, we approve that item. 

Now, members of the committee—— 

Mr. Gavin. Did you approve that works center at Norfolk? I didn’t 
hear it. 

The Cuarrman. Oh, yes, no doubt about that one being approved. 
We will take a recess now until 2 o'clock. We must be back here and 
try to finish the bill. 

Thank you, Admiral. 

(Admiral Cuark. Thank you. 

(Whereupon, at 12 noon the committee recessed until 2 p. m.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


The CuairmMan. Let the committee come to order. 

This is a continuation on H. R. 5700. 

When we recessed we had tentatively approved various locations— 
facilities for abatement of water pollution and including acquisition 
of land, $15,149,000. 

Now, I would like to ask the admiral: This is a new item in the 
bill and a new undertaking, is it not ? 

Admiral CLark. Yes, sir. 

The Crratrman. It hasn’t been done before by the Navy? 

Admiral Ciarx. I will have to ask the Chief of the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks. 

The Cuarrman. Last year I thought was the first year we started 
on this, by making an appropriation. Isn't that correct, Mr. 
KXelleher ? 

Mr. Kettener. Yes, sir, for the Army last year. 

The Cuarrman. How much did we appropriate for the Army / 

Mr. Ketiener. My recollection is $3.7 million, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Now, the thought was running through my mind: 
Why do we want to ask for $15,149,000 to first start? W hy can’t we 
reduce this and at least start off with $10 million? Because it is going 
to take you some time to find out all about what you want to do. 
And you are starting from scratch. You haven't any plans or any 
study made of it. But it is a niatter that should be attended to. 
Now, why wouldn't it be most generous on the part of the Congress 
to start you off with $10 million? We meet here e very January 3. 
The Navy will be right back here this time next year. You will be 
asking for more money for this. Why shoul In't we just start off, 
hot quite in such a large amount? Because you haven't any back 
ground to warrant the $15,149,000, except a general idea that you 
are coing to have to acquire some land. 

Now, why wouldn’t that be the sensible thing ? 
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Mr. Keviener. It is all detailed in the book. They know exactly 
where they are going to spend it, Mr. Chairman. Much of it is to 
comply with State laws. 

The Cuarrman. Where is that part? 

Admiral CLiark. Mr. Chairman, the Board of which I am the senior 
member, had a hearing on each of these projects and we have sub- 
mitted this year only the ones we have considered most urgent because 
of either a very known flagrant violation of what we should do—— 

The CHairMan. Well 

Admiral CLark. Each one of these projects is backed up by letters 
or complaints. We didn’t feel free to increment it much longer, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Well, you are going to construct sewage disposal 
plants, or is it after the sewage gets in the streams and you are going 
to try to purify it after it gets in or before it gets in? 

Admiral CLark. In most places we are trying to prevent it from 
ever getting in. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Admiral CLark. Sometimes we are piping into the city system. I 
see the Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks here, sir, and I 
think 

The CHarrMan. Well, as a matter of fact, Admiral, in nearly every 
place you have sewage disposal plants when you build an installa- 
tion, do you not? 

Admiral Crark. We didn’t to begin with, sir. We are now doing 
it at new stations. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. And at all these places now the sewage is 
being disposed of in the open and it is raw sewage. 

Admiral Criark. In every case that is on this list, Mr. Chairman, 
we are in violation of the law. 

The Carman. Well, I know of no particular law that requires 
sewage disposal plants in any particular place. We prohibit under 
certain conditions raw sewage being delivered into a stream. Of 
course, it is the proper thing. It should be prohibited. 

Admiral Ciark. If the chairman will recall, sir, I put on the record 
just before we adjourned at lunch the public law that covers that, 
as well as the executive order which the President has issued to us. 
And then of course there are the State and local laws, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Well, now, how much land—now, the main thing 
is for treating it, by building sewage disposal plants? Is that what 
you are going to build # 

Admiral Ciark. In many cases that is the case, sir. At other places 
we are connecting into the facilities of the 

The Cuamman. The city. 

Admiral Crark. Of the city. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Admiral Ciarx. At other places we need easements to run pipe 
lines. 

The CuHatrman. Now, can you briefly 

Admiral Crark. The Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks can 
give you some more examples, if you wish, sir. 

The Cuamman. Admiral, how many acres in total are you going 
to have to buy to carry out this project ? 

Admiral Perry. We won’t have to buy any acreage, sir. 
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The CHatrmMan. Well, I see here you have land acquisition. 

Admiral Perry. When I say no acreage, I am not entirely correct. 
But any amount of land that we would have to buy in any one of these 
instances would be small, sir. 

The Coarryan. That is what I was thinking. 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. As a matter of fact, from what the admiral says, 
why, these disposal plants will be built on the facilities right where 
your industrial plant is or the Navy yard. 

Admiral Prrry. On the reservations that we have at the present 
time. 

The Cuatrman. It will be built right there. And then in other in- 
stances where you want to connect in with the city system. 

Admiral Perry. If we want to connect in with the city system, sir, 
we may have to run a line some distance off of our present station. 

The CuatrMan. That is right. 

Admiral Perry. In which case we would have to get easements. 

The CoammMan. That is right. 

Admiral Perry. And that, in effect, is the land acquisition. 

The CuairMan. That is right. 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. I see. That is what you have reference to in land 

‘quisition here / 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. All right. 

Now, we approve that item. 

The next item is outside the continental United States, shipyard 
facilities; fleet activities, Sasebo, Japan; personnel facilities. How 
many barracks do you contemplate to build there / 

Admiral Ciark. The mission for “Fleet activities, Sasebo, Japan,” 
is to maintain and operate base facilities for logistic support of Naval 
Forces Far East. This particular personnel facilities, sir, is for a com- 
missioned. officers’ dining room at Sasebo, Japan, which is one of the 
ports In Japan from which the fleet operates. We have an average 
of about 70 ships in port daily, and we are requesting $57,000 for 
putting a dining room at that base. 

The CuatrmMan. All right. 

Now, the fleet base facilities, naval station, Adak, Alaska. 

Admiral Criark. The mission of the naval station is to provide 
logistic support for activities based thereon. 

The CHatrMan. Housing there. 

Admiral CLark. That is for family housing, sir, for 71 units, for 
$2,485,000, sir. ‘and 

Now, that includes, of course, a cost factor of about 3.0, because Adak 
is about 800 miles west of Kodiak, out in that Aleutian chain, and it 
isa very expensive place to get work done. 

The CHatrman. What kind of naval station do you have there? 
What kind of ships can be berthed there, and what kind can be fueled 
there, and what is the size of the station ¢ 

Admiral Ciark. It is not a very big station, but it has a good 
harbor, sir. We can berth quite a sizable number of ships there. 

The Cuarrman. Do we have any piers there / 

Admiral Chark. Yes, sir. 
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The Carman. And you have any cranes there and repair facili- 
ties there ? 

Admiral Ciark. Very minor repair facilities. Most of our naval 
station activity now, sir, is for communic: ations. 

The Cuarrman. And you are going to build 71 units? 

Admiral] Crark. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What isthe personnel going to be there / 

Admiral Ciark. At the present we have 121 officers, 2,340 men. 
There are some Air Force and there are some Army communications— 
the Alaska Communications System people, and some Coast Guard 
people, I believe. Met» 3 

The Cuatrman. Are you setting the units for three organizations 
or each one coming in here asking for separate units? 

Admiral Criark. In this instance it will be put into a common pool, 
sir. 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Admiral Crark. And the Navy handles all of it. Now, actually the 
Air Force has contributed a barracks. But this is family quarters. 

The CuairMan. Well then, this might be very satisfactory to Mr. 
Gavin, who isn’t here. Then there is complete unification of facilities 
in this place. 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hess. Admiral, you said it isn’t a very sizable station. I note 
here by the book it is 295,000 acres. That is quite a sizable station. 

Admiral Ciark. It is an island, sir, and the whole island is there. 

Mr. Hess. You have about $65 million invested ? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. There is an air station from which they 
do air-sea rescue. It is an alternate stopping point for planes going 
to Japan via the northern route. There is a very large communica- 
tions unit there, sir. 

Mr. Hess. Could you tell me why the units—these units I notice all 
cost $35,000 per unit, for the senior officers, the junior officers, the en- 
listed men and the civilians. Are they building them all the same? 

Admiral Crark. No, sir. Captain McFarland, who is my housing 
expert, can tell you, sir. 

Captain McFartanp. The cost factor at Adak, sir, is 3.0. And all 
of our units will run the maximum that we can spend—$35,000. There 
will be individual variations in types. But we can’t spend more than 
the $35,000 figure. 

Mr. Hess. They may not run to $35,000, is that it ? 

Captain McFarianp. Thatisr ight. 

The CHarrmMan. You havea limitation, then, of $35,000 ? 

Captain McFarianp. Yes, sir. 

Sr CramMan. And you are spending right up to the maximum ? 

Captain McFartanp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. How, how many square feet is there ? 

Captain McFartanp. The square feet limitations are—— 

The CuHarrMan,. 1,080. 

Captain McFartanp. Are the same as they are for all others. There 
are 1,500 square feet for commanding officers. 

The Cuatrman. 1,500 square feet. 

Captain McFartanp. For the senior officers, yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. All right. But it runs on down, 1,100-—— 
Captain McFartanp, 1,100—— 
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The Crarrman. All these are going to be 1,500 square feet 

Captain McFar.anp. No, sir. We will not, in all probability, be 
xble to build up to that average figure because of this cost limitation. 

The CHarrman. What type of construction is it? Is it wood, ce- 
ment or cement blocks, or brick ? 

Captain McF arvanp. I will have to ask Admiral Perry to comment 
on that. , 

The Cuairman. Admiral Perry. 

Admiral Perry. We will probably use cement block up there, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. Cement block ? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And to build a 1,500-square-footage building it is 
going to cost $35,000, even in Alaska ? 

Admiral Perry. The—— 

The CuHairman. Now, that is a heap of money for a 3-room house, 
and that is all it would be, would be 3 bedrooms. 

Admiral Perry. A 3-bedroom house. 

The Cuarrman. What / 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Chairman, the cost factor compared with the 
cost in the United States for work that is accomplished at Adak—— 

The CHarrman. What? 

Admiral Perry. The cost is 3 times as much. 

The CuarrMan. That is right. 

Admiral Perry. Three times as much to build a house of any given 
size in Adak as it would cost in the United States. So if we divide 
35,000 by 3, you can see that the house that we are going to get will 
be slightly under a $12,000 house in the United States. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. WickersHam. Mr. Chairman. 

It is double-built, though, isn’t it ¢ 
7 Admiral Perry. Sir? 

: Mr. WickersHam. It is double-built 


The Cuarrman. What do you mean by double-built 
Mr. Wickersuam. Well, your double walls. 

Admiral Perry. We have insulated walls, sir. 

Mr. WickersHaM. Insulated walls? 

Admiral Perry. That is right. 


The Carman. All buildings have insulated walls now, all 
buildings. 
I was just wondering, Admiral, is there very much difference in 
the cost factor at Adak as compared to Kodiak / 
Admiral Perry. Yes, sir; there is some difference. 
Mr. Harpy. And there is a lot of difference as compared to 
Anchorage. 
Admiral Perry. Kodiak is 2.50 and Anchorage is 1.70, Mr. Hardy. 
The Cuarrman. What is the difference between those stations and 
. this station? 
> : Admiral Perry. Well, you see—— 
The Cuarrman. I know where it is. 
Admiral Perry. At Kodiak we have fairly good communications. 
Furthermore, you don’t have the high wind that you do have out at 


Adak. 


The Cuairman. Now, you say 
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Admiral Perry. Adak is absolutely isolated, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuartrman. All right. Now, you say out on this chain of 
islands—and you are building them out of cement block ¢ 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, are those cement blocks manufactured any- 
where in Alaska or do they have to be transported from the States? 

Admiral Perry. No, sir. The contractor would manufacture them 
on the site. 

The CuHarrman. On the site? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Then the material is there to manufacture the 
cement blocks? 

Admiral Perry. He can get the sand and he can get the large 
aggregate. Of course the cement would have to be brought in. 

The Cuatrman. Are those cement blocks tested to see if they have 
the durability and strength, or do you just get the size and shape and 
go ahead and use it ? 

Admiral Perry. No. In any of our construction, Mr. Chairman, 
we test the blocks. We test all cement work and all concrete work 
that isdone. Werunstandard—— 

The Cuatrman. Of course we all recognize that it is very expensive. 
The more isolated a place it is, the more expensive it is. 

All right. Now, we are going to build 71 units there. You have a 
large, a very large and a very important station. 

The Cuatrman. Attu is further out / 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Isee. All right, without objection. 

The next one at Guam. All right. “Naval Base, Guam, Marianas 
Islands. Administrative facilities.” 

Admiral Ciarx. A new structure including a typhoonproof opera- 
tional command and control center at a cost of $1,835,000. This is a 
headquarters building, Mr. Chairman. The present headquarters 
building was built during World War IT, out of advance base ma- 
terial, quonset huts, and the like, with an expected life of about 5 
years in that tropical climate, and some of the buildings have actually 
now blown down in the typhoons so they are now left in inadequate 
space and so badly deteriorated that we must put up—— 

The Cuairman. Are you in position to advise the committee—the 
naval personnel and the naval activities stationed on Guam? Are you 
familiar with it? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir; I may. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Admiral Criark. This is the headquarters of Commander, Naval 
Forces, Marianas. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Admiral Crark. They also have an air station there. The Air 
Force has stations there. 

The Cuatrman. Now, let’s talk about the Navy first and then we 
will get tothe others. What does the Navy have there? 

Admiral Crark. It has a naval hospital, sir, a supply depot, an 
ammunition depot, a fuel storage. It is the big backup logistic support 
point for the Far East. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 
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Now, what has the Air Force there ¢ 
Admiral Ciark. I haven't been there recently. I will ask Captain 
McFarland, who had duty out there recently. I forget—I know they 
have a big installation. 

Captain McFartanp. A SAC station. 

The CHairmMan. What? 

Captain McFarianp, A SAC station. 

Mr. Ketiener. Strategic Air Command. 

The Cuamman. All right. Is that all they have there? Do they 
have a repair base for the Air .“orce? 

Captain McFarianp. Just their support facilities for the SAC base. 

The CnatrMan,. Support. Now, what has the Army there, any- 
thing? 

Captain McFartanp. No, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. No Army there at all / 

Admiral Crark. No, sir. 

Mr. Ketitener. They moved out 2 years ago. 

The Cuamman. Now, who administers the island, the Interior De- 
partment or the Navy / 

Admiral CLark. The Interior Department, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Then the Governor is the ranking official there, as 
an appointee of the Interior Department / 

Admiral Crark. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And the Navy no longer controls the local adminis- 
tration / 

Admiral CLarx. That is correct, sir. 

The CratrmMan,. All right. 

We approve that item. 

Naval Base, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. 

Well, we all know about that base. Now, that is for utilities. That 
is your base—— 

Admiral Ciark. To pave an existing dirt road which is heavily 
used and is resulting in high maintenance expenditures for both 
vehicles and on the road. Cost of $56,000. That is for paving a road, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrmMan. All right. 

Naval Base, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands. 

Admiral CLrark. We are asking at Subic Bay for $3,058,000, for 
power distribution, $1,325,000 for enlisted men’s barr: auc ‘ks, $783,000 
for subsistence building, $1,073,000 for a bachelor officers’ quarters and 
mess, and $1,500,000 for the second increment of an infirmary. That 
is all for authorization for public works, sir. 

For a grand total authorization request of $7,739,000. 

You will remember, Mr. Chairman, that this is another increment 
of our buildup in the Philippine Islands. 

The Cuarrman. You say reduce this $15 million down to $7 million ? 

Admiral Ciark. Sir? 

Mr. Ketiener. You said a total of $7 million. 

Admiral Crark. Yes, sir. I did not include family housing, for 
which we are requesting $7,514,700. So for a grand total including 
family housing, of $15,253,700. The housing project is for 373 units 
divided 3 for senior officers, 79 for junior officers and 326 for enlisted 
men. 


The Catrman. All right. 
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Now, Mr. Kelleher. Read this news items in reference to the state- 
ment about this in the press out in the Philippines. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

This is the Washington Star, an AP release, dated September 29, 
1954: 

The Philippine Government has given the United States Navy permission to 
expand strategic Subic Bay Base, near Manila. 

It reserved the right to retain ownership of lands to be acquired under the 
project. Ownership of the lands was a ticklish issue that held up the project. 
The issue still will be subject to further top-level talks. 

Favorable endorsement of the United States project by Philippine President, 
Ramon Magsaysay, was given yesterday. 

Naval facilities at Subic, about 50 miles northwest of Manila, are being 
expanded to service and repair large numbers of warships. 

A task force will be comfortably accommodated when present construction 
is coinpleted. Subic has drydock facilities up to 18,000 tons. 

The Cuarrman. Now this is the main naval base in the Philippines ¢ 

Admiral CLark. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. This has been agreed to by the treaty that we have 
with the Philippines, under which we keep this base there 4 

Admiral Ciarx. That is correct. 

The Cuairman. Now where was the base prior to Subic Bay / 

Admiral CLark. Well, we had a small base at a place called Sangley 
Point, sir. Westill have a small fuel depot there. 

The CuairmMan. What was that / 

Admiral CLark. Sangley Point. 

The CuarrMan. Where is it 4 

Admiral CLark. There was a naval station right on Manila Bay. 

Mr. Kevvener. There still is. 

Admiral CLark. And we still have a fuel depot there. 
And then we have the air station at Sangley. 

Then we also have the new station we are building up at Subic Point, 
which includes an air station. 

And if you would like, I can point out on this chart what our present 
buildup is going to be. 

Way up at the north there at the top of the chart where you see the 
yellow. 

That is going to be a communications reservation. 

And way down at the bottom here is a transmitter site. 

The Cuatrrman. Now where is the main base now ? 

Admiral Crark. And the main base is where the pointer is now, sir, 
right on the east side of Subic Bay. 

The CuarrmMan. And that is about 50 miles from Manila ? 

Admiral CLtark. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Now that is on the west side of the Philippines ? 

Admiral CLark. Yes, sir, of the island of Luzon. 

The Cuairman. Of the island of Luzon ? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman. Is there a definite time in this treaty 

with the Philippines with respect to the use of this land ? . 

Admiral Ciark. Captain Lefelar of the Office of Chief of Naval 
Operations. 
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Captain LereLar. With reference to the newspaper article that you 
read, sir, we have always held this Subic reservation and we have a 
long-term lease on it. é 

Mr. Harpy. What do you mean “long term” ¢ 

Captain Leretar. Oh, I think it is ninety-some years. This prop- 
erty is not what we are negotiating for. . 

The property that was referred to in the article as being given to us 
would be other sites within the Philippines, plus the communication 
sites at the two extremities of the chart. 

They are new. This is old. And we have had it for a number of 
years. And it was a question of merely reaffirming the status of the 
old bases rather than asking them for land acquisition in behalf of 
them. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, I noticed by the book that we have got nearl) 
50,000 acres of leased land at Subic Bay. 

Captain Lerenar. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Which area is that / 

Captain Leretar. The Subic reservation is the boundary line run- 
ning down the side here | indicating }. 

It is vertical and then horizontal and then over to here. 

You will notice this area on the reservation is outside the boundary. 

Mr. Harpy. Is all the land within that boundary currently under 
lease to us? 

Captain Leretar. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. And these yellow splashes that you were pointing out 
here as the area that was subject to agreement, you were trying to get 
agreement on land that we already have a lease on ? 

Captain Lerevar. No, sir. They have two types of leases. They call 
them type A and type B. 

You might say these are type A, something we have already, whereas 
these would be type B which we are asking the Philippine Govern- 
ment for. 

The Cuarrman. What about all that land within that black line? 

Captain Lereiar. That is something we have already, sir. 

Che Carman. You have that under lease or fee ? 

Captain Leretar. We have had that under lease I would say, sir. 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Chairman, may I correct the record at this 
point ? : 

We actually own that land according to treaty agreements. 

But we only own it fora period of 99 years. © 

The Cuatrman. Well 

Mr. Harpy. I notice we are spending here, Mr. Chairman, a couple 
of hundred million dollars. 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Of course 
iat Harpy. It always presents a little bit of a difficulty on leased 

and, 

Of course I suppose if you got a 99-year lease on the thing—— 

Che CHAIRMAN. It isa pretty good period of time? , 
Admiral Perry. I think it expires in 2046. 

Mr. Harpy. I won’t be around here when that happens. [Laughter | 


me Hess. Is that the 50,000 acres that you mention in the book 
ere ¢ j 
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Admiral Perry. That is the 50,000 acres, yes. 
Mr. Hess, That includes all the property within the black line? 
Admiral Perry. It includes all the property within the black line. 
Phe Cuarrman. Now your family houses will represent approxi- 

mately a $10 million investment. 

_ Because my recollection is that we previously gave you $3 million 

for planning purposes, didn’t we, on family housing? 

Mr. Ketiener. Site development. 

The CHarrman. Site development. 

Admiral, if you add that to your $7 million, it makes $10 million 
invested there? 

Admiral Crark. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Of course this is the main base. 

And of course we have to have one. Without objection, we approve 
the item. 

Fleet activities—— 

Admiral Ciark. Yokosuka, Japan, sir. The mission is to maintain 
and operate base facilities for the logistic servicing of the Naval 
Forces, Far East; to administer and coordinate such procurement 
programs as may be assigned. 

This is for family housing, again. 

We are requesting 408 units, for a total of $6,540,800. That will be 
3 senior officers, 79 officers, and 326 enlisted. 

The Carman. Now let’s clear this up now. 

We have already previously authorized $17,641,500 and we have 
spent $14,464,022. You are asking for $6 million more. 

Making about 2314 or 24 million dollars. 

Now, have we by treaty with Japan definitely determined to keep 
a base in Japan? 

Admiral Crark. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Then we are fixed in Japan just like, all right, 
Captain. 

Then we are definitely committed to stay in Japan, or at certain 
places for the Navy, just like we are in the Philippines, is that right, 
now ¢ 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir, but with some variations. 

The Cuatrman. Well, all right, straighten us out. 

Captain Leretar. We have—— 

The Carman. Go ahead. 

Captain Lamp. I will have to go off the record on this, sir. 

The Carman. Off the record. 

(Statement off the record.) 

Admiral Cuiark. As far as the Navy is concerned, Yokosuka is our 
most permanent station in Japan. 

The Cuairman. Have we any other stations besides this one in 
Japan that we are carrying along? 

Admiral Crark. Yes, sir. Sasebo, which is relatively small—al- 
though we have as many as 70 ships in there, the repair facilities are 
small. 

The Cuamrman. Now what is the total amount we previously spent 
at this base in Japan? 

Mr. Ketiener. About $6 million. 

The Cuarrman. $6 million, Mr. Kelleher says. 

Admiral Crark. About $6 million. 
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The Cuarrman. So Mr. Kelleher tells me. 

And in addition to that— that is $12 million. 

Mr. Harpy. Six more—— 

The Cuamman. About $21 million we will spend at this place. 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. This is to permit the people who are sta- 
tioned in Japan, sir, to take their families out there with them. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Now with regard to family houses, now we found out how much it 
costs up in Alaska. 

Are the prices a little bit higher or a little bit or more moderate 
down in Japan? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. 

The cost factor in Japan is 1.2, sir, whereas it was 3 at Adak. 

The Cuatrman. Then you will build a house there for about $15,000 
for a commanding officer, then ? 

Admiral Ciark. No, sir. 

The commanding officer’s house would be about $24,300, and that 
would go down to the lowest, which would be the enlisted men’s small- 
est quarters for $15,420 each in Japan. 

The Cuatrman. And what is it constructed out of ? 

Cement block there ¢ 

Admiral Perry. In all probability we would. We have not designed 
these houses. 

The Cuarrman. Admiral, have you built any family houses at this 
base for Navy? 

Admiral Perry. Not to the best of my knowledge; no, sir. 

The CuHatrman,. All right. 

Then this is the first time. 

Now in reference to building these houses, of course, you will enter 
into contracts with local people t to do the work, will you not? 

Admiral Perry. That is right, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And you will try to use as much local material as 
possible ? 

Admiral Perry. In all probability, we won’t have to get any mate- 
rial from the United States, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. And all these expenditures, particularly the ex- 
penditures in the Philippines and Guam—now Guam belongs to the 
United States, doesn’t it ? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMan. In the Philippines and Japan, why these large ex- 
penditures necessarily affects the economy of the community around 
there. 

All right. 

Mr. Deverrux. Mr. Chairman, may I make one observation ? 

I hope the Navy will take a leaf out of the book on your construc- 
tion at Port Lydutey as far as family housing is concerned. 

As I understand it, they gave a general—opened up a general bid 
and then the local contractors came in and said what they could do to 
furnish a certain number of bedrooms, baths, and all that sort of thing, 
which has made it actually much more realistic and less costly than 
having very tight specifications on the procurement of the buil ling. 

Admiral Perry. We do that in any locale in which we are, General. 
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Mr. Devereux. It is highly possible then, you will be able to get 
some of these quarters for less than your estimate, if you go into—— 

Admiral] Ciark. I rather doubt that, because although we have not 
built any—and when I say the Navy has not built them, I have friends 
out there that have had to go out and build their own homes. 

The Cuairman. Now—— 

Admiral Crark. And they did not get them any cheaper than the 
figure that Iam showing right here, General. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Admiral, these items are for fleet base 
facilities. 

Broadly speaking, that means repair facilities for the fleet, does it 
not ¢ 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now are we engaged in that kind of work at this particular base 
or do we have comparable yards to those in Japan for repair facilities, 
or do we try to utilize the yards in Japan for repair facilities / 

Admiral CLark. We use Japanese yards, sir. 

The Cuarman. Then you do not have big cranes and drydocks and 
all that kind of facilities at this particular yard, do you / 

Admiral CLark. We have some repair facilities of our own, sir. 

The Cuairman. But can major overhaul repair be made there / 

Admiral CLtark. Captain Lamb has been out there since I have. I 
wll get him to answer more directly. 

The Cuarman. Captain, what about that / 

Captain Lame. The Yokosuka yard isa former Japanese Naval yard 
that was not bombed during the war. 

We took over their facilities completely. There are excellent dry- 
docks there. There are excellent cranes. 

The CuarrmMan. But we did not build them. 

Captain Lamp. No, sir. We have put in some docks since the war. 

Now we have a large fleet operating in the Far Kast. 

We come in there from Korea and do minor repair work on ships— 
the destroyers. 

The Cuairman. What is the total number of civil service employees 
or Navy employees we have there ¢ 

Captain Lams. Most of the workers there are Japanese, sir. 

The management is by BuShips people. 

The CHarrMan. I see. 

The Japanese are employed by the Government. 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The CuairmMan. By this Government / 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Todothat work / 

Captain Lams. But the yard is managed by the Bureau of Ships? 

The Carman. I see. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman. 

Captain, what does the Army have in Japan in the way of ship- 
repair facilities ? 

Captain Lamp. None that I recall, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Then the transportation corps has substantia] in the 
way of marine railways and that sort of stuff ¢ 
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Captain Lams. None that I recall, but I will make further inquiries 
and furnish you with the information, 

But I can’t remember anything. 

The information requested is as follows: 

The Army operates only what the Navy calls yard craft, which are 
small craft. For repair of these craft, the Army has no repair facilities 
but has necessary work done by a Japanese contractor through a nego- 
tiated contract. 

The CHamMan. All right. 

Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. While we are on the subject of housing, Mr. Chairman, 
I move you that Bancroft Hall, the rehabilitation of Bancroft Hall, be 
included in the Naval Academy project. 

The congestion there is very great and I think that the project should 
be authorized now so that later on if the money is available it can 
be undertaken. 

The CHarrMan. I want to say when I went to the floor I met Mr. 
O’Hara of Minnesota and told him of our action yesterday. 

He was a member of the Board of Visitors. 

He thought that was the proper thing to do. 

But he did point out that he felt we should go one step further and 
that we should authorize the extension of Bancroft Hall. 

I was impresed by what the Admiral said yesterday, the Superin- 
tendent of the Academy, that there is some 2,800 capacity and some 
3,500 or something like that number of students. 

Now, it is going to take a long time for Admiral Perry to doit. And 
I think we will be on sound ground if we make an authorization. 

We may not get the money this year. They will have to plan. But 
it will give you something to work for and look forward to. 

And it must be done sooner or later. The thing to do is not to think 
about just today, but think about tomorrow. 

And I think the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania should 
prevail. 

And I would like to see the item go in the bill. 

Mr. Deverevx. I second the motion, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman, may I be heard ? 

The Cuatrman, Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lanx«rorp. In connection with the extension of facilities at Ban- 
croft Hall, there is also needed extension of the land facilities. 

The CuarrmMan. Well, now let’s don’t—— 

Mr. Lankrorp. Wait a minute, Mr. Chairman. 

If I may finish, sir. : 

One of the things they will do in expanding Bancroft Hall is to run 
the rings out of what is now Farragut Field, and that is where they 
are intending to make this fill. 

So the two are actually tied together. They are cramped for space 
now at the Naval Academy. That is playing field space. 
way below the amount of space that they should have. 

And the extension of Bancroft Hall without the authorization for 
this fill land would further cramp their activities in the playing field. 

So the two are tied in together, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I suggest we include them both. 


They have 
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The Cuarrman. Well, there are three items that were mentioned by 
the Board of Visitors. 

And Mr. O’Hara said to me, “I consider, while I am very anxious 
to see an airfield there, that priority should be given to the extension 
of Bancroft Hall before anything was done.” 

And I was a little along that line. But having sort of got on the 
track for the airfield, I did not want to bog it up. So I think now is 
a good time to put all three of them in. 

And Mr. Kelleher, fix the amendment for those three items that are 
referred to in Admiral Morrell’s letter. 

Mr. Ketiener. All right, sir. 

The Cuatrman. That will at least keep Admiral Perry busy, if he 
runs out with all these other things that we put on him. 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. Sometimes I find them a little bogged down and 
have to give them a little help. But nevertheless we are doing all 
right. 

Mr. Wiutson. Mr. Chairman 

The CuartrmMan. Let’s go on. 

Mr. Witson. Have you finished with this Yokosuka, Japan? 

The Cuamman. Oh, yes; we are going down to “Aviation facili- 
ties.” 

Mr. Wirson. I would like to make a comment in regard to that, if 
I might, Mr. Cnairman. 

The CHatrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Wirson. I was there at Yokosuka not very long ago and I went 
into the family housing situation in Japan—not at Yokosuka. Very 
obviously there is a need for family housing. But I am a little bit 
surprised at the high unit prices for these houses. 

I talked to Air Force officers who on their own had built homes 
in Japan because of the critical shortage and they said they were able 
to build very fine homes with native materials for as low as $6,000 
per unit. 

Now are the unit costs so high with low labor costs and low mate- 
rial costs in Japan ? 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Wilson, were you in any of those houses? 

Mr. Witson. No, I was not. 

Admiral Perry. That they built for $6,000 ? 

Mr. Witson. Well 

Admiral Perry. I was in some that they built for $12,000. And 
if I were buying a home in the United States, I do not believe I would 
buy the $12,000 home. 

Mr. Wirson. Well, are we building an American type home in 
Japan ? 

Admiral Perry. No, sir. 

Mr. Wison. Or are we building native 

Admiral Perry. No, sir. We are not building American type. 
We will follow exactly what General Devereux has said about Port 
Lyautey. Wetry to follow the customs of the country. 

The CuHairMan. That is right. 

Admiral Perry. Just as we are trying to do the same thing in any 
housing that we build in Spain, sir. 
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The Cuarmman. In other words, when you build in San Diego you 
try to keep to the mission style. When you come down in Virginia, 
you will follow as much as you can the C olonial style. 

Mr. Witson. You are going to have straw mats on the floor? 

Admiral Perry. No, sir, we are not going to have straw mats on 
the floor. 

The Cuarrman. All right. “Naval Air Station, Guam, Mariana 
Islands. $6,525,000.” 

Who is here on that item now ? 

Captain Lams. I am, sir. 

ro CuarrmMan. All right, Captain. 

Captain Lams. The Naval Air Station, Guam, provides facilities 
to support regular operating of fleet reconaissance, and the anti- 
submarine, utility, transport, search and carrier aircraft. 

We also operate the Apra Harbor Seadrome for transit seaplanes. 

We request $2,441,000 for increase in the parking area for aircraft 
and construction of taxiways from the runway to this operating area, 
and necessary lighting. 

Item 2 is a BOQ to house 76 officers at a cost of $895,000. 

Item 3 is $1,072,000 for additional roads, walks, powerlines, tele- 
phone lines, waterlines and sewer lines required to utilize a new op- 
erating area. 

Item 4 is the second increment of an operations building and con- 
trol tower at a cost of $317,000. 

Item 5 is to provide a maintenance and repair hangar (which 
facility is not now available) for $1,800,000. 

A total for the station of $6,525,000. 

The Cuairman. Well, without objection, we approve that item. 
Now you are going to have to spend some more money there, aren’t 
you, in the next year or two / 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Well, I want to say this—off the record. 

(Statement off the record. ) 

The Cuarrman. All right. Naval Air Station, Newfoundland. 

Captain Lame. This station is at Argentia, Newfoundland. We 
are asking a total new authorization of $8,589,800; for public works 
projects, $1 074,000; family housing, $7,515,800. 

The public works project is for the building of an operations build- 
ing to replace an inadequate, substandard existing structure. 

The housing project includes 24 units for senior officers, 69 for 
junior officers, and 207 for enlisted men. 

The Cuairman. All right; back in Japan. 

Captain Lamp. Atsugi, Japan. 

Mr. Gavin. Isthat approved, that eight million ? 

The CuatrmMan. Oh, yes. 

Captain Lamp. The mission at Naval Air Station, Atsugi, Japan, 
is under military control of Commander Naval Bases, Japan and the 
management control of the Bureau of Aeronautics to provide facili- 
ties to support regular oper ations of fleet reconnaissance, antisub- 
marine, transport, and carrier aircraft. From Atsugi our planes 
patrol to the eastward; we are asking for a bachelor officers aus rs 
in the amount of $464,000 for this station. 

We are also asking for it 90 units of family housing at a total of 
$1,514,800, or a total authorization request of $1,978,800. 





3920 


The CuatrmMan. Now, this air station is used in connection with the 
fleet and airplane carriers ? 

Captain Lams. It is—Admiral Russell will take this. 

The Cuarrman. What is the Navy having an air station if it is not 
in connection with the carrier-based planes in Japan ¢ 

Admiral Russett. Admiral Russell, Chief of the Bureau of Aero- 
nautics, sir. 

Atsugi is on the plain to the westward of Yokosuka which is the 
naval base there, and when the carriers go in for their overhaul, which 
normally takes about 2 weeks, the air group flies off before the ship 
comes into port and bases at Atsugi Airfield where they do normal 
exercise to bring up their proficiency with their weapons there. 

The Cuairman. Allright. No training is carried on at that station. 
It is just merely for the planes that come off the airplane carriers 4 

Admiral Russeii. There are also patrol planes there, Mr. Chair- 
man, who operate from that field over the ocean and antisubmarine 
exercises. 

The Cuarrman. But the main purpose of it is to afford accommoda- 
tion to the carrier-based planes ¢ 

Admiral Russet... That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. <All right. Without objection, it is approved. 

Now, we will go down to the West Indies. We are jumping all 
around this afternoon. 

Captain Lame. Our next station is Bermuda, British West Indies. 
The naval station provides facilities to support regular operations of 
fleet reconnaissance and antisubmarine aircraft. We are requesting 
$91,000 to replace a nose hangar. A nose hangar is a small hangar 
in which the nose of the airplane can be entered and the work on the 
engines can be done under cover. 

The Cuarrman. Then you have a station there in the West Indies 
that repairs aircraft. Where do those planes come from that are be- 
ing repaired ¢ 

Captain Lamp. These are only minor repairs on the planes that are 
stationed there. We have 18 planes at Bermuda, sir. 

Mr. Ketiener. $30 million invested in it. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kelleher tells me we have spent $30 million 
there to take care of 18 planes. 

Captain Lams. We had a much larger station there during the war, 
sir. That was one of our large World War II stations. 

The Cuarrman. How many people in the station there now / 

Captain Lamp. At present, sir, we have 96 officers and 968 enlisted 
men. By the end of 1957, fiscal 1957, we will have 95 officers and 974 
enlisted men. 

The CuairMan. Naval air facilities—— 

Mr. Gavin. May I ask a question? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. How is that station, kept in good repair ? 

Captain Lamp. I will refer that to the admiral, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. You got $30 million in there. I just wondered if it was 
being permitted to deteriorate or whether we are looking after it 
so-—— 

Admiral Russetu. I haven’t been there recently, Mr. Gavin. It is 
my impression, though, that we are just hanging on. It is being 
maintained as more or less a midocean base. 
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The Cuatrman. The Philippine Islands. 

Captain Lams. The Philippine Islands. Naval air facility, Cubi 
Point. We are requesting $8,260,000 in new authorization. This is 
the third increment for the new air station at Cubi Point. This sta- 
tion provides facilities for the support of regular operations of re- 
connaissance, antisubmarine, transport, and utility aircraft of the 
fleet assigned to the Far East and Philippine areas, including the oc- 
casional operations of carrier aircraft. 

Item 1 is the second increment of a hangar and is for a lean-to to 
the squadron hangar to provide complete facilities at a cost of $523,000. 

Item 2 is for an enlisted men’s barracks at $409,000. 

Item 3} in the sum of $235,000 is a second increment of communica- 
tions and electronics collateral equipment. 

Item 4 is $90,000 for a third increment of development to the sewage 
disposal system to support the fiscal year 1956 program. 

Item 5 for $2 million is to complete grading and paving for taxi- 
ways and parking areas. 

Item 6 is to construct roads, bridges, and drains in the amount of 
$830,000, 

Item 7 is an armory to provide storage for small arms and small 
arms ammunition costing $61,000. 

Item 8 is a project to provide 4 high-speed jet refueling stations at 
$823,000. 

Item 9 is a recreation building at a cost of $769,000 to provide a fa- 
cility for indoor recreation and athletics which does not now exist. 

Item 10 in $1,585,000 is to provide 121,000 square yards of concrete 
aircraft parking area. 

Item 11 is $935,000 for dredging of the seadrome. 

This makes a total authorization for the station of $8,260,000. 

The CuatrMan. Without objection, we approve it. 

Since we already authorized $38 million and we contracted for 
$33 million and we are asking for $8,260,000 in this bill. 

All right. 

The next station is Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. Fuel pipe facilities. 

Captain Lams. At Guantanamo, Cuba. Naval Air Station, we are 
requesting an authorization of $2,977,300 for family housing, an 
enlisted men’s swimming pool, a pipeline which will supply water 
from the mainland across the bay to the new air station, and a fuel 
line which will supply fuel across the bay to the new air station. 

The family housing is for 27 units. The enlisted men’s swimming 
pool will cost $208,000, the water supply line will cost $1,050,000, and 
the jet fuel line $1,227,000. 

Mr. Harpy. Captain, you don’t get a combat training tank on here. 

Captain Lams. This is aswimming pool here, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ketiener. I notice, Captain, that the houses are going to cost 
$21,280 for the company-grade officers and $17.990 for the enlisted 
quarters. It seems to me that Admiral Jelley built a great many 
houses, I think about 300 of them, at Guantanamo Bay, for about 
$5,000 apiece, using Seabees. Am I correct about that ? 

Admiral Perry. You are correct on that score, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ketiener. These prices are sort of out of line with that. 

Admiral Perry. These prices are based on what a contractor would 
want to build these houses for us. Also those houses are quite small. 
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They are less than the nine hundred-and-some-odd square feet that 
are shown here; 780 square feet is the living usable space within 
these “Jelley” houses. There is absolutely no labor charged to the 
oe of them; they were built by enlisted men. The only charge 

gainst any of these houses—the appropriation charge, I should say 
the direct appropriation charge was the cost of the materials that were 
sent down there to build the houses. 

Mr. Ketiener. I figure we would double the $5.000 and come up 
with $10,000 and that probably would be a fairly representative figure. 
But these must be much more substantial houses. 

Admiral Perry. These are larger houses, Mr. Kelleher 

Mr. Ketiener. 950 square feet. 

Admiral Perry. That is for the enlisted men; yes, sir. These other 
houses were only 780 square feet. 

Mr. Ketitener. 780 4 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. I thought they were very good houses. 

Admiral Perry. They are good houses. 

Mr. Gavin. Really good houses. 

Mr. Smarr. Well, Admiral—— 

Mr. Harpy. That sounds awfully high to me for a 950 square-foot 
house in Cuba. 

Mr. Smarr. Do these unit costs include furnishings ? 

Admiral Perry. These unit costs include the furniture, yes, sir, also. 

Mr. Smarr. Th: at is one of the differences. 

Admiral Perry. Excuse me, I am wrong on that. It does not in- 
clude collateral. 

Mr. Smarr. It normally does, though, on the Navy house. 

Admiral Perry. No, sir; it does not on Navy housing. It does not 
include the collateral this year. 

Mr. Harpy. Honestly, I have a little difficulty in understanding 
these cost figures in Cuba. That is worse than it 1s right here. 

Admiral Ciark. This is an isolated case, as you know, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. I understand that, Admiral. But my goodness gracious, 
the cost factor ought not to be as much as it is up here, and in addition 
to that your building standards are different. 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Hardy, the cost factor as compared to the 
United States in Guantanamo is 1.4 compared to the United States. 

Mr. Bennerr. More expensive 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. That is hard for me to understand. 

The Cuamman. Well, we are down there and we will have to stay. 

Admiral Perry. I have figures through the years that can prove 
that, Mr. Hardy. 

The Cratrman. Now let me ask you another question. Somebody 
tell me what is the difference, or the military distinction, between an 
air station and an air facility ? 

Mr. Gavin. There isa chance for unification again. 

Mr. Mitier. The 64—— 

The CnatrmMan. Wait a minute. 

Admiral Russeti. The difference between an air station and an air 
facility, sir? 

The CHatrMan. Yes, 
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Admiral Russetx. The air station is much larger. The support is 
complete within itself. An air facility is an auxiliary to an air sta- 
tion, or asmall installation. 

The Cuarrman. All right. The reason I asked that—without ob- 
jection we approve Guantanamo. 

The next 1s naval air facility in Japan. We just dealt with a naval 
air station in Japan. I was just trying to get the difference before I 
got to it. 

Captain Lame. Iwakuni air facility, Japan. This station provides 
facilities for the support of fleet air reconnaissance, antisubmarine 
warfare, search and rescue, mining and utility aircraft. We are re- 
questing $975,000 in new authorization, for an enlisted men’s barracks, 
including mess, and a bachelor officers’ quarter, sir. The barracks and 
mess is estimated at $675,000 and the bachelor officers’ quarter, $300,000. 

The Carman. All right. Without objection, we approve that. 

Marine Corps Station, Kanehoe Bay, Hawaii. 

Mr. Gavin. Yes; tell us something about that one. That is the one 
I am interested in. 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir, Mr. Gavin, I will tell you about that station. 
This station provides facilities to support the operation of fleet Marine 
force ground and aviation units. 

Now at this station, which was formerly a naval air station during 
Vorld War II, we have stationed one regimental combat team and 
wreraft to support the combat team. We have an 8,000-foot runway 
there. We have some very excellent permanent facilities in the way of 
barracks and so forth. And we are requesting $1,461,000 to extend the 
taxiway. And we are requesting $574,000 to install a jet refueling 
system. We are also asking for $1,192,600 to construct 55 family hous- 
ing units. A total request of $3,227,600. 

Now, this jet refueling system is to take the place of trucks— 
tankers. These jets stationed there have to be refueled at high capac- 
ity, in order to get them back into the air for operations. We have 
the existing fuel storage. We are now going to put in lines from the 
fuel storage right down to the field and put in these refuelers, which 
amount to 

Mr. Gavin. That is what I want to find out. You are not building 
another new station ? 

The CaarrmMan. Oh, no. 

Mr. Gavin. We have one there. 

Captain Lamps. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. And it has tanks? 

Captain Lamp. That is right. 

Mr. Gavin. Docks and depots. It is all ready. This is merely an 
extension of the present facilities by pipelines to the various parts of 
the area, to meet the demands that are made upon you in other parts 
of the area? 

Captain Lame. Yes, sir. Now as to the Air Force. Dillingham 
Airfield is one Air Force field. It has a 4,000-foot runway. Wheeler 
is another Air Force field, in Hawaii. It has a 4,000-foot runway. 
Hickam is another Air Force airfield in Hawaii that has a runway 
capable of taking jets. It has a 7,000-foot runway. There is another 
Air Force field named Bellows. That has a 4,000-foot runway. There 
is another one named Bonham, which has a 5,000-foot runway. So 
there is no duplication—— 
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Mr. Gavin. Well, the reason I questioned it: I didn’t know whether 
it was a Navy air station. This says “Marine Corps station.” Are 
= turning over the facility to the M: rine Corps ¢ 

Captain ‘Lamp. We also have an air station—the Navy—in Oahu, 
Hawaiian Islands. 

Mr. Gavin. When we were there in 1952 I think it was a Navy 
sti 9a 

Captain Lams. It may have been at that time, sir. 

The Cuarman. Allright. Without objection we approve the item. 

Now the naval station at Kodiak, Alaska. 

Captain Lamp. At naval station, Kodiak, Alaska, we are asking 
new authorization in the amount of $2,613,000 for 80 sets of quarters, 
sir, 

The Cuatrman. All right. The next station is Kwajalein in the 
M: _— ull Islands. 

Captain Lame. At naval station, Kwajalein, Marshall Islands, the 
request is for $4,411,000 to provide proper communication transmitter 
facilities at $3,318,000, 4 high explosive magazines costing $288,000, 
and transient billeting quarters for officers and enlisted men at 
$805,000. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, may I just raise a question on the cost 
factor of the houses there? It seems to me they are the same figures 
that you had a while ago, aren't they, for Adak ? 

Admiral Perry. Adak is 3.0, Mr. Hardy. 

The CuarrmMan. You can build them here a little bit cheaper than 
vou can in Adak ? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir; we can. 

Mr. Harpy. I don’t see a whole lot of difference. Of course, on 
your enlisted men you have 1,125 square feet, at $35,000, and here you 
got 950 at $32,000. And all the rest are $35,000. 

Admiral Perry. The answer to that, Mr. H: ardy, is that we have a 
limitation, a top ceiling—lI don’t care where we go, we have a top ceil- 
ing of $35,000 per unit. Actually, at Adak, if you provided a 
house—— 

Mr. Harpy. What you are saying is that it takes the $35,000 to build 
a house on Kodiak, you can’t build a house on Adak. You are just not 
going to have enough money ? 

Admiral Perry. We are just going to build smaller units and prob- 
ably have to build row houses, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Is it that, Admiral, or are you going to say that the 
enlisted men’s house will cost $35,000 and the field grade officers’ 
houses will cost $35,000, but you take $5,000 off the enlisted man’s 
house and put it on the officer’s house so that an officer’s house actually 
cost $40,000 and the enlisted man’s $30,000, is that right / 

ee Perry. That could happen. The average cost couldn’t 
exceed $35,000. 

Mr. ister. Well, I remember several years ago when we were on 
Kodiak—lI believe Mr. Smart was with our group, or did you go with 
the other one / 

(Mr. Smart nods.) 

Mr. Harpy. We were on Kodiak at the time they were building some 
family quarters and they were doing a pretty nice job. And they were 
pretty proud at the price they had gotten. And the cost factor was 
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well—well, it was below the cost factor at Anchorage by right much. 
T am a little bit surprised to see the figures we have here. 

Mr. Chairman, I tell you the truth, these figures worry me a little bit. 

The CHarrmMan. Well, you know, the admiral when he gets the 
money has to turn out so many accommodations and so many houses. 

Mr. Harpy. I understand that 

The CuarrmMan. We want to build them as cheap as we can. 

Mr. Harpy. I want them to get family housing, but honestly I have 
a question mark in my head about these figures they have here and the 
: figures they had at Guantanamo, too. I can’t understand that. 

q Admiral Perry. Let’s take Guantanamo. 

Mr. Harpy. I would like to take it up with you at some other time. 

Admiral Perry. All right, sir. 

The Cuairnman. Admiral, you try to build these houses as cheap as 
voucan. That is all you can. 

Admiral Perry. That is the best I can do, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Naval air station, Midway. We ap 
proved Kwajalein. Naval air station, Midway. Communications 
facilities and operating facilities. 

Captain Lamp. Item 1 is $1,153,000 for construction of transmitter 
facilities and item 2 is $365,000 for a new 10 inch thick concrete ramp 
to replace the present unusable one. A total of $1,518,000 for Midway. 

Mr. Gavin. If we 

The CuarrmMan. We approved that. What are you going to do at 
the Marshall Islands? You have todo that. 

Mr. Gavin. I am glad. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, I am de- 
lighted that these facilities are being taken care of for our personnel. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

q Mr. Gavin. Some of the conditions we say in 1952 on some of the 
islands were deplorable. 

The Cuairman. Of course it is. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I have one question there. 

The Cuamman. Yes. 

Mr. Bray. How long a runway do you have there in the Marshall 
Islands ¢ 

Captain Lamp. At Kwajalein, sir? 6,500 feet. 

Mr. Bray. Is that long enough for jets? 

Captain Lams. We are not operating jets there, sir. That is a 
transport stop en route to Japan. 

The CuatmMan. Let me get this straight in my mind. What kind 
of agreement has been reached with anyone, that is with the other 
powers, with regard to trusteeship or ownership of these Marshall 
Island group? Of course, we are doing the right thing to be there 
and stay there. But how are we there’ By trusteeship, or United 
Nations, or—— 

Captain Lamp. That is covered in the Japanese Treaty. 

The Cuairman. I see. 

Captain Lams. And the United Nations trusteeship has been as 
signed. 

The Cuairman. All right. The next item. We left this section of 
the country. We are going over to Naples. We are scattering ow 
fleet all over the world. At Naples, Italy. Operational facilities 
{ and storage facilities, $155,000. How much have we invested in 


Naples / 
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Captain Lame. We have nothing invested there, sir. 
gate HAIRMAN. So we are just starting off at Naples. 

Captain Lams. No, we are not going any further. This is just to 
gs ide minimum facilities for our units there—$112,000 is to build 

. building to house our m: ul center and for storage so that these ac- 

ivities can move out of the hangar and permit the hangar space to be 
used for aircraft maintenance—$43,000 is to build housing for the 
crash equipment and to bunk the crash crew to protect valu: ible ¢ equip- 
ment. 

api a preesnl All right. pba should we go this far ¢ 

aptain Lams, Because at Capodichino Airport we have a fleet 
lows stic wing stationed and this is just minimum facilities for that—— 

The Cuairman. What is this, operational facilities and storage 
facilities?’ What is operational facilities, now! Are these planes 
for the fleet? You say aviation facilities. Is that to accommodate 
the fleet? Whatisthis? Let’s see if we are sound. 

Mr. Ketitener. A garage and bunk room. 

The CHatrman. What?! 

Mr. Keviivrer. Garage and bunk room—— 

— CuarrMan. Garage for what? Airplanes / 

Captain Lams. At Naples, sir, we have 16 aircraft, and we provide 
fleet air logistic support, and are required by the naval command in 
that area 

The Cuairman. What kind of agreement have you now to get in 
Italy, on this base? Do we lease it or we condemn it, or what are we 
doing? How are you getting in there’ Let’s find out something 
about that now. 

Captain Lams. We have a military facilities arrangement, dated 
October 20, 1954, which lasts as long as the NATO agreements. And 
this agreement provides—off the record on this, please. 

(Further statement off the record. ) 

The CuHairMan. Captain, to sort of break it down, if someone asks 
me on the floor, *What are we doing in Naples, Italy ?”—I want some 
language in the language of the street so 1 can tell him. Now what 
are we doing there ? 

What is the military justification for being there ? 

Mr. Gavin. Where, in Naples? 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

Captain Lams. It is part of the NATO agreement. 

The CuHatrman. What? 

Captain Lams. Part of the NATO agreement, that the United 
States may have forces stationed in Italy, sir. At Naples we have a 
headquarters. These facilities and all other facilities in Naples are 
to support the headquarters. 

Mr. Hess. We have a NATO representative there, haven’t we ? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Now that is a good answer. 

Naval Air facilities, French Morocco: Now, I was reading last 
night, in the Saturday Evening Post, a very interesting article about 
all the trouble they are having in French Morocco and what trouble 
France has with the whole African area over there. Yet we have 
great bases all over there. Revolutions are going on. It is pretty 
bad over there, from this article. Now, what are we doing there 
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at French Morocco, Cold storage facilities and family houses. What 
kind of naval air facilities have we ? 

Captain Lams. We have a naval air station at Port Lyautey, French 
Morocco, which is 1 mile out of the town or city of Port Lyautey. Its 
mission is to maintain and operate facilities for the logistic support 
of naval forces under command of CINCNELM. We have at present 
328 officers and 3,298 enlisted, as well as 75 civilians. We have 21 air- 
craft on this field. We have a planned aircraft load for 1957 of 37 
aircraft. We have built this station up at a cost of $37,436,000. We 
are about to the end of the road. We are requesting a cold storage 

building extension this year for $67,000. We are requesting 88 units 
of family housing for $1,891,500, sir. 

The Cuairman. Now, let’s analyze what you have said just previ- 
ously, as I caught you as you went along. Now you have 21 planes 
there, haven’t you / 

Captain Lams. How many planes? 

Mr. Ketitener. Twenty-one. 

Captain Lams. We have 21 planes at present, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Now, this is an air station ‘ 

Captain Lamp. It is, sir. 

The CuHarrmMan. And you have already spent to accommodate the 
21 planes and probably up to 37 planes—you spent $37 million? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. Now to take care of the 21 planes you have two- 
thousand-and-some-odd personnel, is that it ? 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Crarx. We have with 

The CHarrman. Something wrong somewhere. I don’t know what 
it is. I know one thing that there is something wrong in somebody’s 
thinking and planning, “if we have to spend $37 million to accommodate 
21 planes and we got to have 22 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Forty-five million. 

The Cuatrman. Forty-five million. Well, it was bad enough before. 

Lam talking about what we spent. 

Admiral Russet. Mr. Chairman, may I—— 

The CuHarrMan. Wait 1 minute. I want to talk to somebody about 
this. Let’s get the facts. You have 21 planes there and in a few 
years we are going to 37 planes. We spent $37 million up to date. 
And what is the personnel there ? 

Captain Lams. The _personnel at present, sir, is 328 officers and 
3,298 enlisted men, and 75 civilians. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, it takes all of that number of people to take 
care of a base that will accommodate 21 planes and may grow to 37 
planes ? 

Admiral Russeti. Now 

The Cuairman. Tell us about that, Admiral. Something is wrong. 

Admiral Russet. Port Lyautey, French Morocco, the naval air 
facility of which we speak, is the one place we have to support our 
forces in the Mediterranean, which is not directly in the Mediterra- 
nean. As you know, the fleet there is highly mobile. 

The Cratrman. That is right. 

Admiral Russett. And we need a sort of gateway, a field where we 
can come in. I, myself, in command of a carrier there sent a squadron 
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ashore which had to be worked on. They flew off my ship in the 
Mediterranean, landed at Port Lyautey, repairs were made to their 
control systems, and they flew aboard my ship, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Then it isa logistic base ! 

Admiral Russe... That is correct, sir. 

The CuarrMan. For the Mediterranean fleet ? 

Admiral Russetu. Yes, sir. If we want air charts, we go to get 
them. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Gavin. It isastrategic spot. 

Admiral Russe.u. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Now let me ask you this: Do you have to get permis- 
sion from the French Government before you go ahead on any instal- 
lations there ? 

Admiral Russetx. I will let that go to one of the experts, if I may, 
sir. I believe we do. 

Captain Lams. Captain Dawson of the CNO. 

Captain Dawson. Captain Dawson. I was the former commanding 
officer at Port Lyautey and you have to get clearance from the Frenc h 
as toevery construction project that goes on there. 

Mr. Gavin. What is their attitude to us being at Port Lyautey 4 

Captain Dawson. It is very congenial. 

Mr. Gavin. Several years ago it wasn’t very congenial. In fact, 
they had to go to extremes before they would permit us to do certain 
things in the development of these bases. I was wondering whether 
their attitude is entirely different now than it was several years ago? 

Captain Dawson. Well, their attitude is still as it was in the ques- 
tions of customs—— 

Mr. Gavin. Not very friendly. 

The CuarrmMan. Of course, the whole atmosphere there is very much 
disturbed now. And it is to be hoped that we won't have any trouble. 
But 

Mr. GAvIN, We can't go in there, I mean, unless the French permit 
us to develop these facilities. 

The Cuairman. That is right. All right, we will approve that. 

Now let’s go to Roosevelt Roads down in Puerto Rico, Now what is 
the military mission of a naval station in Puerto Rico? 

Captain Lams. The naval station, Roosevelt Roads, Puerto Rico. 
This naval station is in partial maintenance and consists of the essen- 
tial departments, including an air department, with the minimum 
essential personnel to provide security and fire protection plus main- 
tenance in an operable or preserved condition of these minimum facili- 
ties and utilities determined essential to permit the occasional use by 
operating units when and if required. 

Now we have an air station down there with an air strip—— 

The Cuamrman. That has been there a long time- 

Captain Lams. And we wish to develop this strip so that we can 
use it for jet operations. We go down there with the Marine Force 
each year to have amphibious operations. We take aircraft down 
there in this exercise. Jet aircraft are now coming into the picture 
and we must have a field to land on. The request is for $3,721,000 to 
include construction of control tower, and lengthening of runway and 
related facilities. 
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The CHarrmMan. You are going to make the field longer, are you? 

Captain Lams. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is going to happen all over the United States 
and nearly every place where we have jets. 

Captain Lamps. Yes, sir. But there are not many more—— 

The Cuairman. What is the minimum length of the field for jets? 

Captain Lams. The Bureau of Aeronautics’ standard is 8,000 feet 
at sea level, sir. 

The CHarrman. And that means practically nearly every station is 
going to have to be lengthened ? 

Captain Lams. Well, we have been doing it and we have 8,000-foot 
strips on most of our air stations now, sir. 

The CHarrMan. You have? So we won't have to have any author- 
izations to lengthen many more strips / 

Captain Lams. Well, we have some more coming up next year; yes. 

The CHatrman. All right. 

Now we will go—back to the Philippines. Family houses. 

Captain Lamp. Sangley Point, which is the naval station in the 
Philippine Islands. We are requesting 26 units of family housing, at 
a total authorization request of $522,900, sir. 

The CuarrMan. All right. Without objection, we approve that. 

Members of the committee, that finishes the aviation facilities. But 
before the Admiral of the Bureau of Aeronautics leaves: From all 
these stations it looks like you succeeded quite well in distributing 
vour naval air activities that are necessary and where a great many 
planes are in case of national emergency. We hope you won't have any 
more trouble to get them all together, because they are scattered every- 
where. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. May I ask one question, please, for information ? 

Captain, in the personnel strength you have present, planned and 
eligible. What does that mean, “eligible” / 

Captain Lams. That means eligible for family housing, sir. 

The CHairman. What is it? 

Captain Lamp. That is the eligible personnel who we can pay quar- 
ters allowance for or put them into public quarters, sir. That includes 
the first three highest pay grades of the enlisted personnel and all 
officer personnel. 

Mr. Lankrorp. But you have here, under Sangley Point: Planned 
strength, officer, 252; eligible, 180. 

Admiral Ciark. It means of those personnel, 180 are eligible to get 
rental allowance for quarters. 

Mr. Lankrorp. The rest of them are in BOQ’s or something like 
that ¢ 

Admiral CLiark. They would have to go into BOQ or barracks; yes, 
sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Supply facilities now. At Guam: 
Waterfront facilities and storage facilities. 

Admiral Criark. Yes, sir. We are requesting $1,580,000 for the 
rehabilitation of docks in Guam, sir, and two general-purpose ware- 
houses for $3,847,000 for naval supply depot, Guam. The dock work 
is required as the existing dock is now usable for only limited opera- 
tions. The warehouses are required to alleviate an existing deficiency 
of required general storage space. 
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The CHamman. All right. The next item, naval supply depot, 
Guantanamo Bay. 

Admiral Crark. We are requesting a cold storage plant in Guanta- 
namo, sir, for $1,318,000. This is to replace 5 scattered buildings which 
are in poor condition. The mission of this station is to provide sup- 
port to naval base, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba and vessels assigned 
thereto. 

The Cuatrrman. The next—without objection, those two items are 
approved. 

The Naval Supply Center, Pearl Harbor. 

Admiral CLarkx. We are requesting $172,000 for a drum recondition- 
ing plant and an extinguishment of a perpetual easement for $60,000 
and electrical distribution improvements for $38,000, For a total of 
$270,000, 

This station provides fully supply support to fleet units based at or 
operating from the 14th Naval District. 

The Carman. Naval ordnance—well, that finishes those. 

Now, the only thought that is running through my mind: Outside 
of the continental United States you broke this bill down in department 
facilities, and these different bases appear on so many different times 
it might be a good idea to put them all together. Nevertheless, we will 
vo like this: 

Ordnance facilities, Naval Ammunition Depot, Hawaii. Well, that 
is the main one, isn’t it ? 

Admiral Cuark. That is the main one on the island of Oahu; yes, 
sir. We are asking for rocket firing test facility for $167,000. Barri- 
caded classification yard at the loading dock at West Loch for $515,000. 
And barricaded sidings at the main station, called Lualualei. 

The CuarrmMan. Allright. The next one is 

Admiral Crark. $450,000. A total request of $1,132,000. This ac- 
tivity receives, stores, issues, and renovates all types of ammunition. 

The CHarrman. Admiral, tell us about this base in Japan. 

Admiral CLark. We are going back to Sasebo, sir, for a subsistence 
and barracks facility, $66,000, sir. At naval ordnance facility, 
Sasebo, Japan, which receives, stores, segregates and performs exterior 
maintenance and surveillance and issues all types of ammunition, ex- 
cept mines. This project will replace the present facilities which are 
totally inadequate. 

The Cuatrman. All right. That finishes those. All the ordnance 
facilities outside the continental United States appearing on page 31 
are approved. 

Now, service school facilities. Fleet training center, Pearl Harbor, 
T. H.. training facilities, $44,000. 

Admiral Crark. We are requesting for Pearl Harbor a fire-fighting 
school, Mr. Chairman, for $44,000. The mission of this center is to 
provide training which cannot be profitably and adequately conducted 
on board ship. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Without objection, it is approved. 

Medical facilities: Naval hospital, Guam, community—— 

Admiral Crarkx. At Guam, sir, we are requesting a chapel for the 
hospital patients and all the people in the hospital area for $269,000. 
This hospital provides clinical and hospitalization services for shore 
activities of the armed services and fleet units of the operating forces. 
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The Cuarman. What is the capacity of that chapel / 
Admiral Crark. Of the hospital, sir? 

The Cuarrman. No. I thought you said you were requesting a 
chapel for the hospital. 

Admiral Ciark. Oh, yes, 200-seat chapel. 

The Coamman. Two-hundred-seat chapel / 

Admiral Crark. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And the 200-seat chapel costs what ? 

Admiral Ciark. $269,000, sir. That includes site development, be- 
cause that is a tropical 

The Cuairman. That is a pretty high price, $2,000 a bench. 

Admiral CiarKk. That figure, Mr. Chairman, includes a great deal 
of collateral, such as the organ and the equipment, and 1 of these 3- 
service altars. You have seen them, that you can hold Protestant 
service, Catholic, and Jewish. 

The Cuatrman. All right. I won’t question anything where peo- 
ple worship. 

Communications facilities: Naval communication station, Adak, 
Alaska. Weare back in Alaska. 

Admiral CuarKk. Sir, the first item is for communication facilities in 
Adak, in the Aleutian Islands. We are requesting $439,000 for a high- 
frequency direction finder. The mission here is to provide adequate 
communications facilities to meet current requirements in the Aleutian 
area for the naval operating forces. 

Mr. Gavin. Now, you are flying 17 hours down to Japan. 

The CuHamman. We are jumping back and forth like a June bug on 
a sweetpotato line. 

Allright. Now,this base in Japan. 

Admiral Criark. The next item, sir, is for Naval radio facility, 
Kami-Seya, Japan, where we are requesting—first a high-frequency 
direction finder for $125,000 and housing for $2,489,700, and a total for 
that station of $2,564,700. The family housing is for 151 units. This 
facility provides radio-receiving facilities for the Naval communica- 
tions facility, Yokosuka, Japan. 

The CHarrMan. Now, Kodiak, Alaska. 

Mr. Lanerorp. Mr. Chairman, let me ask a question right there, if 
I may, sir. 

[I see where your family housing is providing for 33 officers, but your 
planned strength is only 5 officers, at Kami-Seya, Japan. 

Admiral CiarK. I think it is three officers, sir. 

Mr. Lanerorp. It is 3 field-grade and 30 company- 

Mr. Harpy. You are looking at the wrong sheet. — 

The Carman. Well, they will fill that up. 

Mr. Lanerorp. Wait a minute. I am sorry. 
wrong sheet. , 

The Cuarmay. All right. 

Naval communication station, Kodiak, Alaska. 

_ Admiral Crark. At Kodiak, sir, we are requesting a receiver build- 
ing for $527,000, a heating and emergency powerplant building for 
3184,000, a garage and rigger shop for $133,000, a personnel building 
for $784,000, to improve the present access road for $360,000, a new 
antenna field due to the relocation of the receiver building and addi- 
tional facilities for $1,320,000, to improve the site area for $504,000, to 
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provide collateral equipment of furniture and the like for the receiver 
facility at $54,000, technical collateral equipment and installation in 
a new receiver facility for $479,000, a terminal equipment building for 
$555,000, public-works collateral for the terminal building at $8,000, 
technical collateral and installation for the terminal building for 
$221,000, antennas for these facilities including two rhombics for 
$825,000, technical equipment and installation for the transmitter 
building for $767,000, and to provide a direct communications control 
link among the above facilities for $270,000 for a total of $6,991,000. 

The station’s mission is to provide fleet and Shore Establishment 
communications support in the North Pacific and Alaskan area. 

The Cnairman. All right. Without objection, we approve it. 

Naval communication facility, Philippine Islands. 

Admiral CLark. We are requesting at the naval communications sta- 
tion in the Philippines a commissary store for $96,000, an elementary 
school, $116,000, flood control such as channels, riprap, and fill, for 
$467,000; bridges, $393,000; an antenna field, $404,000; access roads 
for $319,000, alternate power service for $196,000, a—what is a CCL? 

Captain Bewick. Communication control link. 

Admiral Ciark. This is the second increment for this, sir, in the 
amount of $218,000. This facility provides facilities for strategic and 
operational communications, antisubmarine warfare and communica- 
tions supplementary operations in the western Pacific area. 

For a total authorization request for this year of $4,480,000—correc- 
tion: Authorization, $2,209,000, plus family housing item for $5,852,- 
500, sir, for 296 units. 

The CuarrmMan. And that makes $8,061,500 ? 

Admiral Ciark. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarman. All right. Without objection, we approve it. 

Mr. Bares. This is 20 miles from Subic / 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. The receiving station is. I have a chart 
here, if you wish to see it, sir. You remember—you were here with 
Mi. Bray when we had a chart of the Philippines a little while ago? 

Mr. Bares. No. 

The CuarrMan. Let us goto the one in French Morocco. 

Admiral Ciark. The next one is naval communications facility, 
Port Lyautey in French Morocco where we are requesting at the re- 
ceiving facility a recreation and exchange building for $137,000; 
a storage building, $52,000; an incinerator, $28,000 ; recreation and ex- 
change building at the transmitter facility, $95,000; and at the re- 
ceiver facility a commissary for $74,000; a small elementary school 
for $39,000; outdoor swimming pool, $103,000; an enlisted men’s club, 
$98,000; a hobby shop for $31,000; collateral equipment for those last 
items that I read off, $28,000; site work, utilities and services, $54,000 ; 
for a total of $739,000, exclusive of housing. 

We are also requesting $2,109,600 for 122 units of family housing 
for a total authorization request of $2,848,600, sir. The mission is to 
provide communication support to the United States Naval Forces, 
northeastern Atlantic and Mediterranean area. The receiver facility 
is located 23 miles from the main base and the transmitter facility 16 
miles from the main base of Port Lyautey. 

Mr. Bennerr. Mr. Chairman, what is the justification 

The CuarrMan. Now, that takes care of all of the personnel there 
at the naval air station, also, does it not ? 
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Admiral Criark. No, sir. These are isolated stations. I will put 
the chart back here. 

These are stations that are away from the air station. One of them 
is out in the desert, to the eastward of the station. 

The Cuairnman. It has the same name. 

Admiral CLark. And the other one is down the coastline here, where 
you see that in the lower left, that square building. That is the trans- 
mitting station. : 

Mr. Mitier. How far is that from Port Lyautey ? 

Admiral Ciarkx. About 20 miles. 

Mr. Miuier. Twenty miles. 

Mr. Bennett. Could I ask why they have a hobby shop in there # 
[ would like to know. 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. You will notice the isolated location of 
these activities, sir. It is not safe always to go through those roads. 
So, this being out in the middle of the desert, we want to supply the 
people there with a small hobby shop, sir. 

Mr. Mituer. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuarrman. Off the record. 

(Statement off the record. ) 

Mr. Miniter. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Gavin. Still off the record, too, Sam. 

(Statement off the record. ) 

Mr. Mintuer. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Miuuer. Is this the facility, the transmission facility that was 
previously—communication facility—maintained at Naples on board 
a ship? 

Admiral Crarg. No, sir. 

Mr. Miuurr. Is that one still in Naples? 

Admiral Crark. Yes, sir; we have asmal]— 

Mr. Mitzier. But we were told in 1952 when we were there that as 
soon as this one was completed that all of that facility would be moved 
down here and that Naples would become a secondary center; is that 
correct, or you got to maintain that communication facility at Naples 
along with this one? 

Admiral Ciark. That will be a secondary facility, sir. But that 
will handle the headquarters traffic. 

Mr. Mitier. That is right. This is the main communication facility 
for-—— 

Admiral Ciark. This is. 

Mr. Mitter. For the Mediterranean Fleet ? 

Admiral CLark. For the Mediterranean Fleet ; yes, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. All right. Now, thank you very much, Admiral. 

Now, I want to goto Yards and Docks. 

Mr. Harpy. May I just raise this one question about housing. I no- 
tice you got a flock of housing for Port Lyautey communications facil- 
ity. You also had a right good little batch of them for the—I don’t 
know what the Sam Hill that is, “N-A-F,” and “N-O-F.” Actually, 
those facilities are more or less integrated at Port Lyautey, aren’t they ¢ 

Admiral Ciark. No,sir. Put that chart back up. 

They are separated, sir. 
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Mr. Miter. Get them to indicate the mileage, will you? 

Admiral Ctark. That isa desert road, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Sir? 

Admiral Ciark. That is desert road. 

Mr. Miter. How far is that out ? 

Captain Bewick. This is 23 miles here, and 16 miles here [indi- 
cating]. 

Admiral CLark. You notice one of those roads, Mr. Hardy, goes 
right through that native district there which at times we have to put 
out of bounds, and those people out to the east would be completely 
isolated if they didn’t have—— 

Mr. Harpy. All right. How many different stations do you have 
at Port Lyautey ? 

Admiral CLark. Three, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. You have three stations? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Are we building housing at all three of them now? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes,sir. We want to. 

Mr. Bennett. Would it be proper to tell the function of those three 
stations? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. You have communications at one. 

Mr. Bennett. Can you tell me what they are? 

Admiral Crarx. This is the radio receiving station, on the right. 
This is the radio transmitting station, down at the left. 

Mr. Bennett. How did they happen to be separated? 

Captain Bewicx. They must be separated, sir, for technical rea- 
sons. They are separated also by reason of site availability and site 
selection. They must be at least 10 miles apart, anyway. 

The Cuarrman. All right. We got all the information, I think, 
on that to reach a decision. 

Yards and docks facilities, the 15th Naval District, family houses. 

Admiral Crark. The first thing we have for the Canal Zone, sir, 
is the conversion of the electrical power system, where they are going 
from 25 cycle to 60 cycle. And this is the first increment, sir, in order 
that we can keep in step with the Canal Zone Company and with 
the Army and Air Force, all of whom have converted. The cost is 

2,529,000. A housing project for 40 enlisted units to be acquired 
from the Panama Canal Company for $540,000, is included, making 
a total authorization request of $3,069,000. 

The general mission of the 15th Naval District is to serve and sup- 
port the United States fleets, the Sea Frontier forces, special task 
forces, naval local defense forces, special duty ships, and district 
craft. 

The Cuarrman. All right, without objection we approve that item. 

The next one is Guam 

Admiral Crarx. The next one—— 

The CHarrman. Utilities, $920,000, for yards and docks. 

Admiral Crarx. The Public Works Center at Agana, Guam, sir, 
where we are requesting $940,000 to replace bridges. The mission of 
the Public Works Center is to provide support for local Marianas 
act vities. 

These two bridges are to replace wooden bridges constructed under 
wartime conditions over Fonte and Masso Rivers. 
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The Cuairman. Allright. We willstrike that out. 
The next is— 
The Secretary of the Navy is authorized to establish or develop classified 

naval installations and facilities by the acquisition of land, and the construc- 

tion, conversion, rehabilitation, or installation of permanent or temporary public 
works, including site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, equipment, and family 
housing, in the total amount of $151,342,400. 

We will have to look at that. It is sort of late in the afternoon 
to start on that. But I want to get through with this bill today, if I 
can, as we set down 2 or 3 other items. 

Tell us about this. Who is here to talk about that? 

Allright, Captain. Let us see what it is. 

The Secretary of the Navy is authorized to establish and develop classified 
naval installations and facilities by the acquisition of land. 

Now, are you going to tell us now where you propose to establish 
classified naval facilities ? 

Captain Lams. Mr. Chairman, I request, first, that the room be 
cleared of all those 

The Cuarrman. Will everybody except the witness, and those whom 
he needs here, please retire from the room. 

And I will say to the Navy personnel that are there that the only 
other items I find in the bill that were passed over is New Iberia, and, 
of course- 

Off the record. 

( Discussion off the record. ) 

The Cuairman. Now, I am very much concerned about this Parra- 
more Island business. We will have to take that up. Those are the 
only two items that we passed over. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman 

The CuarrmMan. We reduced Pendleton down to two-hundred-and- 
some-odd-thousand for the wells. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, could I bring to the attention of the 
committee 2 items here on page 24 that I would like to have recon- 
sidered ? 

Out at Pendleton there is one thing: 
_ The Cuarrman. Wait. Mr. Kelleher said we have the easements, 
in the amount of $23 million, that we haven’t acted on. 

What else do we have ? 

Mr. Keiiener. That is all. 

Mr. Devereux. Out at Camp Pendleton there is a question of having 
some telephones put in out there for the security and to take care of 
emergencies, and so on. 

The Cuatrman. Well—— 

Mr. Devereux. We have 1 base out there where we have over 500 
family housing units with 2 pay telephones. 

_ The Cuamman. Well, now, let me ask the gentleman this: Why isn’t 

= the responsibility of the telephone company to provide the tele- 

phones ¢ 


Mr. Devereux. They will not do it, sir. They have been asked to 
do it. . ; 

The Carrman. Then they don’t want that business, then. Now, 
Why should the Government go to building telephones to the houses 
and the company collect for the telephone service ? 
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Mr. Devereux. This is to bring cables, additional cables in to service 
those family houses or units. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Kelleher called my attention to that fact. He 
said there was an item in the bill of three-hundred-and-some-odd- 
thousand about telephones. The more I have been thinking about 
Fallbrook and Camp Pendleton, the sounder I think the committee 1s 
not to do anything very much there until we get all this water rights 
settled out there. Because some Member met me on the floor today 
and he said of course our position was sound, until we got the water 
situation settled. Now, we don’t want to be spending more money, of 
course. But, of course—I don’t understand that. How come they 
don’t have telephone facilities? We built 500 homes without tele- 
phones 4 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir; that isthe situation. 

The Cuatirman. Who built the houses ? 

Mr. Kevttener. Wherry houses. 

The Cuarrman. The Wherry houses are not on Government prop- 
erty ¢ 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir; they are. 

The CuatrMan. It ison Government property ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Now, the Government has to connect up the tele- 
phones from each one of those houses to the community or to their local 
system ¢ 

Mr. Ketiener. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Wirson. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHairman. Why isn't that a proposition for the telephone 
company ¢ 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman, the Wherry unit is built way inside 
the base—— 

The CHatrMan. We don’t mind helping things along in California, 
but we don’t want to have to do all. And here we are putting tele- 
phones in and all that ? 

Mr. Wiutson. Well, the Wherry unit is built way on the inside of 
the base, and the telephone lines would have to go over military prop- 
erty and the public utilities—the utilities just can’t extend those lines 
inside the base. That isthe problem. 

Mr. Bennerr. It won’t increase the number of personnel at 
Pendleton. 

Mr. Wixson. It won’t take any water to put the phones in. 
| Laughter. | 

The CuatrMan. Nota bit in the world. 

Mr. Wickersuam. How much would it cost ? 

Mr. Devereux. $388,000 for the whole rehabilitation of the system 
there, bringing in additional cables so that they can be—— 

Mr. Harpy. How many telephones would that include, General? 

Mr. Devereux. I haven’t that figure offhand. But it would serve 
not only this family unit—I mean these five-hundred-and-some-odd 
units that are there, but also to properly serve the existing units exclu- 
sive of that. 

The CHarrman. Well, they must not need any telephones or else 
someone would have put them in. Now, you got 500 units and—500 
houses out in the middle of this area. 
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You say they have only two telephones; is that correct ? 

Mr. Devereux. They have two public telephones, pay stations, 
there, where these people can call out. In the case of emergency they 
have to go to the hospital to call for an ambulance, or in case of a fire 
or anything like that. And very often the division will be off on 
maneuvers and will leave the family back home there without any out- 
side contact to speak of except these two telephones. 

The Cuairman. When were the Wherry houses built 4 

Mr. Devereux. About 2 or 3 years ago, I believe. 

Mr. Keitiener. Three years, I believe. 

The Cuairman. And for 3 years they have been going without tele- 
phones on the Wherry project. And those houses were built by 
private capital and they want the Government now to come in and 
install the telephones and pay for the telephones / 

Mr. Devereux. They have tried to get the telephone company to 
do it and they don’t want to do it because they have to run so much line 
over the Government land, where nobody else will tap in. 

The Carman. Admiral, what have you to say about this now? 
Here it is, out at Camp Pendleton. We approved the Wherry housing 
project, and stuck it out there someplace. They are isolated and the 
people are in there, 500 Marine families, and there are only 2 tele- 
phones. Now, you know who generally furnishes the telephones in the 
Wherry housing projects? The Government ? 

Admiral CLark. No, sir; this is an isolated station, sir. The Marine 
Corps did make an effort to get the telephone company to come in. 
As the general said, General Devereux, they were not interested in 
running those long cables. 

Now, I heard this project before the board of which I am the senior 
member, and they urgently require those things. Some of those 
families out there can’t get the 

The Cuarrman. I grant you that they do. But why isn’t it the 
responsibility of the public utility company to put the telephone in? 

Admiral Ciark. That is 

The CuatrMan. What ! 

Mr. Devereux. I think we could hear a little more from General 
Allen on this. 

Admiral Criark. If General Allen is here. I would like to have 
him come forward, sir. I didn’t know he was here. 

Mr. Keviener (aside to the chairman). 

Mr. Smarr. Their responsibility is only up to the Government 
reservation, never on It. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me there is another aspect 
of this matter. The Marine Corps had to pick the location. 

The Cuairman. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. I wonder if they didn’t take this into account before 

they selected the location. FHA had to approve it. It is rather un- 
usual that FHA approved the construction of any sizable housing 
development without seeing that the utilities are available. st 
wonder who slipped up. 
_ The Cuairman. All right. Now, tell us about this. Now. this 
is the first time—now, I may be in error, but I don’t know 
stance before where we have, on a hase like this. 
telephones. 
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General Auten. I am not sure, sir, whether this is the only base. I 
do know that the telephones to the housing at Camp Lejeune, Mr. 
Chairman, are a station-owned telephone system. 

The CuartrMan,. Yes, that is right. 

General AtLEN. And this is comparable to it at Camp Pendleton. 

The Cuarrman. You mean the Government put the facilities in at 
Camp Lejeune? 

General ALLEN. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And we constructed the telephone lines? 

General ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And is that the policy of the Government, that we 
construct the lines and then the people pay the usual toll rates as if the 
company had put it in? 

General ALLEN. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman..Isn’t that true? 

General AtueNn. There is a charge made for the installation and 
also the service, the same as if it were installed by a private company. 

The CuHatrman. Then we are in this kind of position, then: The 
Government has to pay for installing the telephones. Then the tele- 
phone company charges the same rate as if they had put it in? 

General ALLEN. It is approximately the same rate, Mr. Chairman. 
I don’t know exactly whether it would be exactly the same rate or not. 

The Cuatrrman. Well, I didn’t know that before. I knew we did 
those kind of things individually. I am doing it right now, myself, 
over the telephone. Some of my neighbors and myself are putting in 
a telephone line and we have to pay to help get it in there. Then we 
will have to pay the prevailing rate. But I didn’t think the Govern- 
ment had to do those kind of things. 

General Atten. The charges for private phones in these quarters 
in this housing is receipts to the Government. It does not go to the 
telephone company. 

The Cuatrman, Oh, it doesn’t? 

General ALLEN. No, sir; this goes to the Government. 

The CuHatrmMan. Well, then, how does the company get paid for 
using their part of the line? 

General ALLEN. Only on toll charges, sir. 

Mr. Bares. They get paid by the Government ? 

The Cuatrman. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Bates. Now, you have a situation at Philadelphia, at the yard 
down there, because I used to inspect those records, where the Govern- 
ment is billed and each quarters is in turn billed for their toll charges. 
Then there is a slight overhead charge for maintenance or for tele- 
phone, and so forth. I would suspect under that arrangement, although 
it was done some time ago, the Government probably did install that. 
They must have. They weren’t installed individually for each of the 
quarters. 

Now, is that the prevalent thing throughout the Navy, Captain? 

Admiral Perry. Let us take the Naval Academy as a typical ex- 
ample. 

Mr. Bennerr. Would you all speak louder? I can’t hear you. 

Admiral Perry. Since I am personally familiar with the Naval 
Academy, having been the public works officer there. The individual 
occupant of the quarters had telephones and they went through the 





pre eae 











PBX or central exchange of the Naval Academy. Each phone that 
was on that PBX board was charged for by the telephone company. 
And the charge was made against the Government. But the Gov- 
ernment in turn, or the United States Navy in turn billed the indi- 
vidual occupant the exact amount that they were charged by the public 
service corporation. 

The CrarrmMan. Then the committee can understand if we spend 
this money, then they will forward this line to these individual houses, 
and then this cable will run into the public utility telephone com- 
pany’s line. And the monthly toll that the individual occupant of 
the unit will pay will not go to the utility company, but will go to 
the Government, and the only thing that an individual would pay 
is when he used the phone on a long distance call or when he had a 
toll charge against him ? I am just trying to follow—— 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Chairman, of course, I don’t know what the 
rate charges out in Pendleton itself will be. But knowing what 
happens at other places, 1 would say that total number of connections 
that are on the Marine Corps PBX board, which would be their cen- 
tral exchange—Deluz exchange: the telephone company will charge 
the Government for each phone that ties in to that exchange. 

Mr. Bennerr. They wouldn’t charge them the same amount they 
would charge an individual outside ? 

The CuarrmMan, No; I didn’t understand that from what the gen- 
eralsaid. Lam trying to get it straight in my mind. 

Mr. Lankrorp. Doesn’t it amount to the fact that the Government 
makes the capital outlay and the private utility gets it back from it? 

Mr. Mittrer. That is right. 

Admiral Criark. Colonel Robertson can answer that directly, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right, Colonel. 

Admiral Cuark. He is familiar with that. 

Colonel Roserrson. Where the Government owns a telephone sys- 
tem, as in this case, we charge the occupant or the user of the phone 
just as though we were the telephone company. They are fixed at 
rates so that 1t is no lower than if we were outside. The rental rates on 
that telephone are covered into miscellaneous receipts, United States 
Treasury. The only thing that the company bills the United States 
for is mileage on the connection lines up to our boundary or our switch- 
board, wherever the point is, and the toll charges which travel over 
those lines. The telephone itself is not reimbursed in any way to 
the phone company. 

Mr. Harpy. Now Mr. Chairman, if you put this thing in there, 
then it would be a Marine Corps operation. 

The CHarrman. That is right. 

(Further chorus of “that is correct.”’) 

Mr. Harpy. Then as soon as you get it in there and get it operating, 
then you are going to have to comply with the Secretary of Defense’s 
order and turn it over to private enterprise for operation. 

Colonel Rozerrson. In this case the telephone company is not inter- 
ested. We have asked them. ‘ 

Mr. Harpy. Then it is going to be so uneconomical that the telephone 
company won’t operate it and the Marine Corps will have to operate 
it? 

Colonel Rosertson. The Marine Corps owned a portion of the sys- 
tem. We found it very difficult to operate with them owning part of 
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the poles, wires and cross-arms and we owning part. We talked it over 
with them and the upshot was the United States bought the telephone 
company out. They are not interested in operating that system. 

Mr. Harpy. Until you get it back in the shape that the telephone 
company would like to have it back after you got capital improvements 
made ? ; 

Colonel Ropertson. They have refused as late as last year to operate 
this system. 

The Cuarrman. They will not refuse, however, though, if we build 
it up and get it in shape, with this $360,000. As Mr. Hardy pointed 
out, just as soon as we get it in good shape why then no doubt they 
will have to go out of business. And, therefore—but it is a serious 
situation, not to do something about it, if there are three or four hun- 
dred families there, or three or four hundred units that haven’t but 
two telephones in there. 

How much money is involved? 

Mr. Keviener. $388,000, sir. 

The CHatrmMan. Well, that is a relatively small amount. Without 
objection, we include that item at Pendleton. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Deverrux. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Wait one minute. Members of the committee, let’s 
not meet until Tuesday—— 

Mr. Keiiener. Wednesday, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Wednesday, at which time I will have to close up 
for the Navy and open up for the Army. 

Mr. Ketitener. Yes. On Wednesday we will have the New Iberia 
witnesses. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. Now we finish everything except 3 
or 4 items in the Navy. As I stated, it is New Iberia and Parramore 
Island. 1 just want to tell the Department now, from the information 
I have gathered around, I don’t look with so much favor of bombing in 
this area down there off the coast of Virginia. 

Then we will have to go in executive session at the next meeting, 
will we not, Captain # 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The CHairman. Is there any other item in the bill we have over- 
looked ¢ 

Mr. Keiuruer. The easement program, too. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, you remember that other item ] 
spoke to you about, the medical building down at Quantico that was 
inadvertently cut down by the Bureau of the Budget, by $18,000. 

The Cuarrman. All we got was $24 a square yard. We never got 
any more figures. 

Mr. Ketitener. They have 20,000 square feet authorized, at $24 a 
foot. They need 18,000 more, which would add $452,000 to the cost. 

The Cuarman. Well, without objection, put that item in the bill. 

Now that winds it up. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Chairman, I do think we ought to get an expression in the De- 
partment of Defense as to the practice we got on telephones and have 
it put in the record. 

(This information appears later.) 
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The CuairmMan. Well, get up something. Because I don’t like it. 
But I know on the other hand it is terrible to have three or four hun- 
dred units and people occupying them with one one or two telephones. 

General ALLEN. ( Nods.) 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman, is there going to be any item in this 
bill for lower payments for substandard quarters / 

The Cuarrman. I think we have been very generous up to date. 
We don’t want our generosity to break our backs. So we better hold 
off on that line for the time being. 

Now we will take a recess until next Wednesday at 10 o’clock. We 
will ask the officials of the Navy Department to come back now that 
want to testify upon section 202 and about Parramore Island, and 
section 203. 

We thank the Navy Department for its aid this week. 

(Whereupon, at 4 p. m., the committee adjourned to reconvene 
at 10 a. m., Wednesday, June 1, 1955.) 


—— 


Housk or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Wednesday, June 1, 1955. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson (chairman) pre- 
siding. 

(The committee proceeded off the record, whereupon, at 11 a. m., 
the following proceedings were had on the record :) 

Mr. Kitpay. You want both the fee and the avigation easements 
where you have them—you want them both? You want the fee of a 
portion and the easement on the other portion ? 

Admiral Perry. That is right; yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, Admiral, go ahead and explain to the com- 
mittee why is it necessary for land acquisition and obstruction removal 
for flight clearance, and briefly give us the background of the neces- 
sity of acquiring both fee and easement around the present bases. Why 
shouldn’t it be restricted entirely to bases where you have carrier- 
plane training ? 

Admiral Russet. These locations, sir, there are some 19 at which 
we wish either to acquire land or to have an avigation easement to 
remove obstructions so that we may practice carrier landings. 

The CuarrmMan. That is right. 7 

Admiral Russet.. This is a very important part of the training and 
of the usual practice of carrier pilots. | 

The reason this question comes up is that the jet has a low flat 
approach and his turning circle carries him well out over the country- 
side, , 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Admiral Russetz. We have these fields, and to make them fully 
usable we need to have the rights to remove obstructions and to clear 
the way so that this style of practice can be done. 

The Cuamman. Now then, for your—— 

Mr. Durnam. At how many of these stations are you training jets 
now, that you have listed ? , 

The Cuarman. He has 40 fields here. 
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Mr. Durnam. How many do you have training jets? 

Admiral Russetx. 19 for field carrier landing practice, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. 19. Are they well trained pilots under the present 
conditions ¢ 

Admiral Russett. They vary from new graduates from Pensacola, 
the training schools, right on up through to someone who has been on 
duty in my Bureau of Aeronautics, for example, who is going back to 
sea on a carrier squadron. 

Mr. Durnam. At the present you are training jet pilots at 19 sta- 
tions. You are getting good pilots who can operate on decks and oper- 
ate efficiently and safely; is that true? Now you are asking for all 
these obstructions to be removed, and you are getting good pilots out 
of your present 19 fields. 

Admiral Russet. We are having difficulty right now, sir, in the 
safety of the pilot in the use of the field because there are obstructions 
adjacent to these fields. 

Mr. DurHam. Well 

Admiral Russeii. The production of the jet has flattened our land- 
ing pattern, sir, and it has widened it out because of the turning 
circle of the jet. Modern high-performance airplanes require more 
space and they must fly closer to the ground in order to make a proper 
carrier landing. 

The Cuarrman. Now, to get it in my mind 

Mr. Durnam. The point is, as I say, you are already training at 
all these fields with these obstructions on there. You put them in 
there and you had the obstructions when you put the training fields 
up there ; did you not ? 

Admiral Russeiu. Yes, sir. But we didn’t have jets at the time we 
acquired the fields, sir. Jets have been in the Navy just since World 
War II. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, in that connection 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, in that connection, the Subcommittee on 
Real Estate approved a project at Beaufort master jet base. There 
are 1,600 acres. And I notice here this morning they are going to 
get 840 more in avigation easements. So there is a classical example, 
right there, in the base you are bringing up out of the city of Miami. 

The Cuarrman. Now, there are 40 projects on this sheet ? 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

The Carrman. All right. Now you say there are 19 carrier based 
bases that you are using now # 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, what kind of training? Is that the only ones 
you want, the $23 million to be spent on or is it $23 million to be spent 
on all these 40 bases ? 

Admiral Russeii. All 40, sir. 19 of these require the special clear- 
ance for the landing craft. 

The Cuatrman. All right, which are the special ones so we can 
check them off on this list. 

Admiral Russexiu. All right, sir. Starting at the top of the list, 
Alice-Orange, Tex. 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 
Admiral Russet. Beaufort, S. C.; Brown Field, Calif. 
The Cuatrman. All right. 
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Admiral Russeiz. Cecil Field, Fla.; Chincoteague, Va.; Crows 
Landing, Calif.; Edenton, N. C.; El Centro, Calif.; El Toro, Calif.; 
Fallon, Nev.; Fentress, Va.; New Iberia, La. 

The CuarrmMan. Wait 1 minute. 

Admiral Russett. Mayport—— 

The CuarrMAn. Wait 1 minute. Let us find that. 

Mr. Rivers. You don’t have any trouble at all in that part of the 
country ; do you? 

The CHarrman. Now, New Iberia hasn’t been established yet. 

Admiral Russetu. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Go ahead. 

Admiral Russeii. After New Iberia is Mayport, Fla.; Miramar, 

Calif.; Mojave, Calif.; Patuxent River, Md., which is our experimental 
ae White House Field, Fla.; Chase Field, Tex.; and Kingsville, 
Tex. 

The CuarrMan. Now, that makes 19? 

Admiral Russeiu. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrrman. All right. 

Now, of course we all recognize the fact that carrier-based training 
is most difficult, because you have to have precision flying. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. You have to be able to land on a pattern. And it 
requires constant practice. Anyhow, why shouldn’t this merely be 
confined to 19 bases, instead of these 40 / 

Admiral Russetu. In the other stations, sir, we need clearances in 
the ¢ appr oaches for normal landings and normal takeoffs. 

The Cuarrman. In the ¢ approach ? 

Admiral Russeiu. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, is that due to the fact that your runways are 
being lengthened or is it due to the fact that there is already an exist- 
ing obstruction in the takeoff and in the approach ? 

Admiral Russe.y. It is due to both, sir. The runways need to be 
longer for the jets and we need 

The Cuatrman. Now, where you are buying clearance in the take- 
off, at the front or the back, are you using all jet planes there now ? 

Admiral Russe... We are using jets really everywhere. We must 
look forward to using it everywhere. And we are practically at this 
time using it everywhere. 

The CuarrMan. It is at those bases where you are getting clearance 
at the takeoff and the approach, or have you lengthened the runw ays 
and does the bill provide for lengthening the runways at those bases ? 

Admiral Russetu. As I understand this, this is only for clearance 
purposes at these 40 stations, sir, and these protect existing runways 
or runways which are immediately planned. 

Mr. Duruam. You have listed in one column there, under “Cost”— 
you said only runways. You have a tremendous sum of money in ot her 
costs. What is the other cost? You got, for instance, in that first 
item up there, instead of a total cost of $20,! 900, you have a grand total 
of $51,400. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman, may I ask him a question—— 

The CHatrMan. Wait one minute. Let him finish answering Mr. 
Durham. 

Mr. Duruam. There is not just land involved here. There is a 
whole lot of other items. 
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Mr. Trenckxen. Tiencken from the Bureau of Yards and Docks. 
On the other cost, the figures are there to provide administrative 
costs in connection with title searching, appraising, the cost of the 
acquisition of the rights, and in a few instances where the trees which 
have to be removed are outside of the area where land rights will be 
acquired, it will include the cost of the trees that have to be cut. 

Mr. Durnam. Just to cut down the trees on the first item it will 
cost more than the land cost. 

Mr. Bennerr. You skipped the fee, the fee cost and avigation ease- 
ment cost. The fee cost is $17,000. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Nelson. 

Mr. Netson. Mr. Chairman, could I ask the admiral specifically 
why he is acquiring 110 acres in fee at Brunswick, Maine. 

Mr. Trencken. The area that is being acquired in fee in each in- 
stance is where the limitation on the use that can be made of the prop- 
erty would be so restrictive that the value would be the same as the fee 
value. So we purchased the fee, or propose to purchase the fee rather 
than pay 100 percent and only take an easement which would prevent 
the owner from using more than 2 feet of the airspace. 

Mr. Netson. So you are acquiring 110 acres in fee, and also 1,280 
acres in avigational easements ¢ 

Mr. Tiencken. That is right. 

Mr. Netson. And they are both for the same thing, except that in 
one case it is cheaper to acquire the fee than it is to pay for the ease- 
ment ¢ 

Mr. TrencKken. Well, we pay the full price for a fee. So we take 
the fee rather than take the easement only. 

The Cuarmman. Mr. Kilday—— 

Mr. Netson. What necessitated the acquisition of these easements 
at Brunswick ¢ 

Mr. Trencxen. The approach pattern is predicated on a 50 to 1 
slope, starting 1,000 feet from the end of the runway, and that means 
that he rises 1 foot in every 50. So in the close proximity to the run- 
way we need all of the airspace. 

Mr. Netson. Yes, but what necessitated it? Was it extension of the 
runways or clearance for use of the field ? 

Mr. Trencken. Extension of the runways. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Chairman, as I understand it now, this list con- 
ains about 40 stations, and of those 19 are where you are training for 
carrier landings 4 

Admiral Russe... Jet carrier landings. 

Mr. Kinpay. Jet carrier landings / 

Admiral Russein. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. So we actually have two subjects. 

The CuarrmMan. That is right. 

Admiral Russeiu. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kirpay. The jet carrier landings, and then you have the other 
subject of the normal approach which has been changed because of 
jet planes on those bases. 

Admiral Russeiy. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. Now, I don’t recall anything in the Air Force portion 
of the bill similar to this. But they do have the similar problem. 
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And it is a question that there is going to have to be an overall policy 
established on, I believe. 

Admiral Russetu. Yes, sir, the Air Force is active in this subject, 
but they don’t have the very restrictive requirement for the landing 
practice which we do. 

Mr. Kinpay. I understand. As to the carrier jets, that is peculiar to 
the Navy? 

Admiral Russet. Yes, sir, that is correct. 

Mr. Kitpay. The other portion—— 

Admiral Russett. The approach to the runways and takeoff is their 
problem also, sir, and they are just now in the similar process, 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Mr. Kitpay. Now, here the other day it came out about a place down 
in Georgia where they paid damages to the owner of a home. 

The CuatrMan. That is right. And that is going to come up here 
before we get through with the Air Force. 

Mr. Kitpay. This is all involved. The airfields have been in ex- 
istence since World War I, with never any fear of flight. They are 
now tremendously scared of these jets and the noise and whatnot, and 
I don’t know where a fellow stands who goes in and buys or builds a 
home within the flight pattern and then complains about the opera 
tion of planesover it. But that situation exists. 

Admiral Russety. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. And they do complain very loudly and very bitterly. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman— 

Mr. Kinpay. Now, how we are going to solve it, I don’t know. What 
pattern is established is going to be the pattern near all types of air- 
fields. It issomething we have to go into very carefully. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. I think, Mr. Kilday, the thought 
was running through my mind—and I tried to develop it by asking 
the kind of questions I did—there may be some merit in clearance for 
the 19 bases on account of the peculiar type of training that is required 
for a pilot to learn how to alight on a carrier deck. Now, as Mr. Kil- 
day pointed out, and as the facts disclose, that is one of the questions. 
The other is a broad policy question. I think we probably would be 
on sound ground if we merely restricted this to where they use the 
training for the carrier; 19 bases. Then the committee, after we finish 
the hearing with the Air Force along the same line, we will reach a 
policy as to what we are going to do. 

Now, I know this, that Mr. Preston wants to come before the com- 
mittee and ask that approximately $1,800,000 be authorized to buy 
houses and homes that the people are living in in the area around 

Mr. Ketiener. Hunter. 

The CuarrMan. Hunter Field, out of Savannah. That is on account 
of the noise the jets have caused. Now, I know down in Savannah a 
woman brought a suit for some $10,000 on account of the noise and the 
damage that the jet caused to her property. And the Government set- 
tled the suit. And as a result of that, why, everybody in that neigh- 
borhood is beginning to bring suits. They may not be as fortunate to 
settle as she was. 

But why not let’s divide the question and reach the decision in re- 
gard to the 19 bases‘ There are no two ways about that But on all 
these other fields, why, we have to reach a policy decision as to what 
to do about it. 
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Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, may I ask him a question right there 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Chairman, I don’t want to be understood as say- 
ing that the problem doesn’t exist. I just want to call attention to the 
fact that a portion of this is peculiar to the Navy. But there is the 
overall question in which the Air Force is concerned that will have to 
be resolved as a matter of policy determination. 

The Cuarrman, That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, may I ask him a question ? 

I notice you are asking an avigation easement in the Miami area. 
That is the reason we established the Beaufort base, to get you out of 
Miami. Is it because you are going to keep Miami as a reserve field? 

Admiral Russe.u. Reserve field, yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. And you need it? 

Admiral Russetu. We need it. That is close to a center of popula- 
tion where we have a large number of Reserve flyers. 

The Cuairman. I think the committee is on safe ground if we deal 
with the 19. There I think we ought to stop, until we reach a decision 
about the approach and the takeoff on the other fields. 

Admiral Russet. Mr. Chairman, may I bring up something here? 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Admiral Russett. We go to an isolated spot to establish a naval 
airfield. And then the town grows there, sir. 1t starts with a few ham- 
burger stands, a uniform shop, and so on it goes. People move in. 
There is a matter of timeliness in doing this, sir. We are being en- 
croached upon more and more day by day, sir. So—— 

The Cuairman. Don’t you agree, Admiral, that it is an overall 
policy that is applicable to these other bases or applicable to the Air 
Force as well as to you? Now, I grant you you are on sound ground 

about your carrier-based training. Because we all recognize that. We 
got to visualize the man flying at 150, 200 ile s an hour and alighting 
on a little narrow strip of about 150 to 200 feet wide. And he has to 
learn how to do that, and we do know that he has to circle around and 
he mustn’t have interference, and he comes down fast and you stop hin. 
Now, that is peculiar tothe Navy. But this other phase of it is a broad 
question as to what we should do about it. It is going to be a question 
that is going to cost a considerable amount of money. It is going to 
be a question ail over the United States wherever we have a jet field 
now, where we are going to find complaints and you have got to get the 
obstructions out of the way. So why not let’s do the sensible thing 
here, and make enough money available to take care of your 19 bases 
and hold the other, the balance of it, over for a study with the Air 
Force to see what the policy can be that will be reached. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman, I don’t have any particular objections 
to what you have to say, but I think we should listen to what the admi- 
ral has to say. 

The Cuairman. Why, certainly. 

Mr. Bares. The reason I say this is this: We have been across this 
bridge many times. And these figures here are indicative of what the 
admiral is trying to see. 

Now, look at some of these bases here. We are paying almost $7,000 
an acre. Look at here in California, at Miramar. Look at down at 

Oceana, over $6,000 an acre. 
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The CuatrMan. Better go to the desert. 

Mr. Bares. That is what we are getting into. And unless we pro- 
tect our rights when we are going in there originally, we are going to 
be at this time—and Mr. C unningham and Mr. Rivers and the rest of 
us face this stuff almost every day before our committee, paying fan- 
tastic prices because people grow up around these bases. 

Mr. Rivers. Will the gentleman yield there? 

Mr. Bares. [ Nods. | 

Mr. Rivers. And, Mr. Chairman, the Navy is bringing us something 
that the committee has been complaining about it. Now they have come 
up here with it. I think we should give it very serious attention. Be- 
cause they are doing the thing we told them to do. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Durnam. I notice here in the easement—now, an easement is 
nothing more than renting the property. You have a big variation 
here. Beginning with $ 50 an acre, about the lowest I see, “which is a 
pretty ood rental fee for most any land. I notice there in my State 
you are paying an average of about $50 an acre, I don’t know, but 
what you can buy land anywhere in that section, I think. That is a 
big figure for renting land. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bates has the floor, Mr. Durham. Mr. Bates 
wants to finish. 

Mr. Bares. I just want to point to one other ridiculous situation at 
Willow Grove, Mr. Chairman. We are paying $1,500 an acre up there 
for easements. 

The CHarrman. Where? 

Mr. Barres. Willow Grove. $1,500 an acre just for easements alone. 
This is something we have to face squarely, and I think the sooner we 
do it the better off we will be. We have the same situation down in 
Texas — they build $100,000 houses right on the outskirts of the 
base and when we want to expand, we have to pay the price for that. 

Admiral Crark. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarmman. Allright, Admiral. 

Admiral Crark. Mr. Chairman, you mentioned the Navy getting 
with the Air Force and developing a policy. I believe we have a repre- 
sentative from the office of the Secretary of Defense who reviewed this 
program, and if the chairman cares to, I would be very glad to have 
him come forward—— ae 

The CuarrmMan. Allright. We will do that in 1 minute. 

Let me ask you this: Now, each one of these bases has been surveyed 
and examined on the merits surrounding each one of the 40 bases on 
this chart ? 

Admiral CrarKk. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman, All right. Now, who is the officer from the De- 
partment of Defense? What is your position and rank ? 

Mr. Norton. Mr. Chairman, I am Melvin A. Norton, in Assistant 
Secretary Franklin Floete’s office. 

The criteria for all of these fields having the type of avigation 
easements we are asking for and the fee where nec essary has been 
clearly established for several years. 

The Cuareman. I can’t hear you. Talka little louder. 

Mr. Norton. The criteria has been clearly established for several 
years. Putting this project together took a considerable amount of 
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time. It will continue to be refined down to the point where the Navy 
issues a directive to actually acquire the land, and the Office of the 
Secretary of Defense feels that the requirement exists on all fields on 
the sheet of paper before you, not merely on the FCLP fields, although 
they are of considerably more importance. 

The Cuaran. All right. What about, then, the people down at 
Hunter Field in Savannah that say the jets are damaging them and 
they want to get out and they want the Government to pay for their 
homes? What is the policy in regard to that 4 

Mr. Norton. Sir, this program we feel at the moment should be 
limited to the approach zones. 

The Cuairman. To what ¢ 

Mr. Norton. To the approach zones, plus the necessary removal of 
high obstructions in the lateral areas. 

The Cuatrman. Well, there may not be any obstruction as far as 
the airplane is concerned, but the people who own the property are 
suffering damages. Are you going to try to compensate them ‘ Are 
you going to have a policy on that Or are you just going to say, 
“You were there and we moved in. Now we are causing you damages. 
And they are going to have to lose the value of the property on ac- 
count of you coming in. Why isn’t it six of one and a half-dozen in 
the other ¢ 

Mr. Norron. Well, sir-—— 

The CuarrMan. You are removing the obstruction so you can have 
a better approach. But you are saying to the people who own the 
property there, “We will damage your property and we won’t com- 
pensate you for it.” 

Mr. Norton. This program here, sir, does not take into considera- 
tion that type of damage. 

The Cuatrman. I know that, that it doesn’t. I know that. But 
why shouldn’t all those things be considered and a policy adopted as 
to what you are going to do? 

Mr. Norron. That is being worked on, sir. There is a committee 
in existence. 

The Cuairman. Then why shouldn’t we wait for these other fields 
until an overall policy is reached and go ahead with the Navy on its 
peculiar type of training on its 19 bases¢ Then for the Department 
to reach a decision and come up here and go over the whole thing 
with the committee and see if we agree with you as to damages for 
people who own property. And as far as the approach, easement and 
fee, it being acquired, all of it is involved. 

Mr. Cunninouam. Mr. Chairman, might I interrupt here? 

The Cuatrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. I am very much interested in one item just in 
particular, to see if it is a sample of the whole program. 

At Patuxent, Md., you are getting 80 acres in fee, $24,000; 200 acres 
in easement, $64,000, There is a total of only 280 acres. Yet ap- 
parently there is sufficient timber on that land that it will cost $100,000 
to remove the timber. Now, why in the name of heaven is land worth 
that value if it has timber on it that will cost $100,000 to remove ? 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Will the gentleman yield there, sir? 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Yes. . 
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Mr. Lanxrorp. I have been trying to ask this same question. In 
connection with that, they say they want 80 acres in fee, avigation 
rights for 200 acres, and then they have a column here of land rights, 
1,430 acres, and $100,000 for removing the timber, and other costs, 
$462,000. I would like to know in connection with that what that 
land rights is. 

Mr. CunnrncHam. Well, just before we come to that, however, I 
would like to further emphasize my point. The total cost of the ease- 
ment and the fee title of only 280 acres comes to $88,000. And yet 
the next column tells us that that 280 acres is covered with sufficient 
timber that it will cost $100,000 to remove it. Now, how can we 
justify that price for land that is covered with timber ? 

Mr. LAnKrorp. Well— 

Mr. CunntncHam. And we pay for removing the timber. 

Mr. Lanxkrorp. The thing of it is the timber itself is valuable, and 
there is no sense to pay $100,000 to remove it, as I pointed out here 
the other day. 

Mr. TrencKen. Can I answer the question for you? 

The 1,480 acres which are listed as land rights are the area which 
we do not intend to buy an avigation easement on but which have 
growing timber. The timber is not yet merchantable. It is growth 
that should be removed. It will have to be removed before it has 
reached its maturity. Therefore, the price in the column over here 
for the other costs, of $462,000, actually is a payment to the land- 
owner for the permission to go out there and take his timber away 
from him before it has reached the point where it is marketable. 

Mr. CunnincHAM. But stop right there. What is on the other 
280 acres that you are buying and taking easements on for $88,000? 

Mr. Trencken. There is some timber on the other area as well as 
on the 1,430, but the area that we intend to buy is either within the 
approach zone or is 

Mr. CunninGHAM. On this 280 acres, the only thing you have there 
that you would have to remove there would be timber. Are there any 
buildings on it or anything ? 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Is that 80 acres on the water ? 

Mr. CunntncHAmM. The highest price for cutover timber that I ever 
heard of. 

The CHatrman. Now, what is the answer to the question about 
Patuxent River? 

Mr. 'Trencken. There are several frame houses, a grocery store, a 
clubhouse, a corner store, and frame barn and three small shacks. So 
there are improvements on the property. 

The Cuarrman. Of course we must all recognize this. 

Mr. CunnincHam. Mr. Bates, Mr. Rivers, Mr. Fisher, Mr. Short, 
Mr. Hardy, and myself will have to pass on each one of these items 
as they come in. And they scrutinized this chart very closely before 
they approached a great many things in here. But when we have 
approached this, then we have established a policy to clear out every- 
thing around airfields in the Navy, isn’t that correct ? 

Admiral Russetxi. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. All right, then the Air Force will come in here 
and want the same thing. Then the people are coming in whose 
property is being damaged, that they claim their property is being 
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damaged, and they will want to be reimbursed about that. And there 
you are. 

Now, I don’t think you are sound to go too far without a very care- 
ful approach. But we all recognize pilots on the airplane carriers 
must have ample training. And I could go along with these 19 main 
bases where you are training the carrier pilots, without much hesi- 
tancy, but I am a little doubtful whether we should go any further 
until we have made a complete study of the overall approach. 

Admiral Russeii. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Russett. May I make just a couple of points ? 

The CuatrmMan. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Russeix. One of which is that carrier landing practice is 
only part of the training of a military pilot who embarks on a career. 
He needs to use the other fields for other purposes. It is his home 
base. He takes off from it and lands again on it. And this interval 
between takeoff and landing is much shorter now with jets, because 
they don’t stay in the air very long. 

Another point, sir, we have lost airplanes by colliding with trees 
and a modern fighter full of electronics gear is almost $1 million. 
And if you will look at the price of obtaining this real estate and these 
easements, sir, it is small compared to the value of one airplane which 
would pile up against a tree, a windmill or what have you in the way 
of obstruction. 

The problem is urgent, sir, and I would certainly hope the com- 
mittee would see fit to let us go forward with this. Believe me, this 
has been reviewed very carefully. And as Mr. Norton has said, the 
policy will be coming up. It has been approved by the Department 
of Defense, which would standardize us with the Air Force. And it 
is a most urgent problem with us, sir. 

The Cuatrman. How high on the priority list does it stand? Will 
you ask money for this the next fiscal year? How are you going to 
go about it now? Let’s see how urgent it is. 

Mr. Bennett. Mr. Chairman, while he is finding out that informa- 
tion, I would like to put in a remark here. 

The Cuamman. All right. How urgent is this $23 million? Are 
you going to ask for it? 

Captain Lame. Mr. Chairman, we are going to ask for funds for 
the complete $23 million. As the Chief of the Bureau of Yards and 
Docks stated the other day, we cannot obligate all that money in a year 
and possibly not in 2 years. There is unquestionably going to be some 
court actions on some of these fields. 

But we feel that now is the time to go in and protect every one of 
these fields. If we protect half of them, the people living in other 
sections of the country around the other fields that are not protected 
will get the word and it is likely that the prices will go up. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman- 

Captain Lamp. We have been very careful in trying to keep these 
prices accurate and to 8 them away from the public at this time 
until the Congress has made a decision on policy. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bennett? 

Mr. Bennett. I just want to make a point, Mr. Chairman, on that 
point which the chairman was referring to there. It is very, very im- 
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portant in my opinion that the Department follow up with actual 
acquisition as soon as it is known that they are going to plan and get 
into this field. Because nothing can be more disturbing to a property 
owner than to be told that the Navy has designs on a property and 
then not make any funds available for the taking. , 

Now, that is a very real problem at Cecil Field, Fla., in the district 
which I represent. Because the Navy has already got authorization to 
acquire land in that area. And it has told people not to build buildings, 
not to go ahead with anything, and yet it is making absolutely no 
effort to acquire the land because it doesn’t have any funds to acquire 
the land. 

The Cuarrman. Well, I thought I had a good point made about the 
carrier training. But the admiral somewhat crippled my argument 
because he said you have to train 

Admiral Russeiu. I hope you are enforcing it, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Well 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, there is another thing that the Sub- 
committee on Real Estate has found out, that these things do not go 
down. We had a case—I want you to hear this, Mr. Chairman. We 
had a case on one of our projects here this morning of that aircraft 
thing out in California. Which one was it, Phil, that cost so much? 

Mr. Ketiener. Convair Plant No. 2. 

Mr. Wiurson. Convair. 

Mr. Rivers. Convair, in San Diego. If we had bought that thing 
before, we would have gotten it cheaper. Now, we had to pay through 
the nose. These things are continuing. They are problems. And here 
we got 40 screened projects. And when you screen them through Mr. 
Floete’s outfit you do a pretty good job, in all deference to Mr. Floete. 
And if you get it through Mr. Floete’s outfit, you do a pretty good job. 

Let’s take care of the Navy now and take care of the Air Force when 
they are ready. 

We are ready. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Wilson ¢ 

Mr. Wiison. Mr. Chairman, I agree with Mr. Rivers. I think we 
are fighting time in this case. It is going to save us considerably if we 
can go ahead on this entire program. The total cost, $283 million, is 
considerably less than one of these fields would cost in completion. 

And if we can guarantee the future use of 40 fields by such acquisi- 
tion, I think it will be money well spent. 

I have two instances In my own district: one field in close where the 
land values around the field have probably increased 3 or 4 times since 
we put more money into the field, and I have another field on the out- 
skirts, way out in the country, this Brown Field area, that the Navy 
is asking for a lot of land and a lot of avigational easements around 
it, which I think will save millions of dollars for the Navy by acquiring 
it now instead of waiting ahead. 

Mr. Gavin. May Lask a question, Mr. Chairman / 

The CrarMan. Put this in the record. Complete that charting in 
the record. 

‘The chart appears before. ) 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Gavin ? 

Mr. Gavin. Getting back to Patuxent—the gentleman over there. 
Getting back to Patuxent on the basing of your price of the land on 
this second growth timber you have. 








3552 


In other words, you are basing your prices you are going to pay 
on the anticipated growth and what it may be worth in 25 or 30 years 
from now ¢ 

Mr. Trencken. The—— 

Mr. Gavin. It certainly ought to be a profitable measure for the 
fellow that owns that land down there. 

Mr. Trencken. The price that we have set up in this thing is predi- 
cated on a private appraiser’s opinion of the value and the loss of value 
which the owners of the property will sustain. 

Mr. Gavin. Over how many years / 

Mr. Trencken. Thisisa single payment for the future. 

Mr. Gavin. Yes, but how does he arrive at his price ¢ 

The growth of the timber in 10 years or 20 years or 30 years or 
what / 

How does he reason that out ¢ 

The Cnamman. All he would be entitled to is fair market value at 
the day you acquire it and not any speculative 

Mr. Gavin. Well, that would be all right. 

The CuarrMan. Not any speculative value 20 years from now. 

Mr. Gavin. Could I get my question answered ¢ 

Are you paying him the price of the value of the land and the timber 
on it as of today or are you anticipating the growth of that timber in 
10 or 15 years and what he might acquire in 15 or 20 years from now 
for the timber ¢ 

Captain Lamp. It is the value of the timber as it is today. 

Mr. Gavin. All right. 

The CHatrMan. Now, members of the committee, we are somewhat 
in the 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Cunningham, is that 

Mr. Cunnincuam. I understand it was the other way when I ques- 
tioned him a while ago. 

The CHamman. | understood it the other way. But you know well 
enough the subcommittee is—they are only going to pay the fair value 
at the time the transaction is closed, and not for any future growth and 
value of anything. 

It is what it is as to fair market value at that time. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman 

The CyHatrMan. We do have this. The subcommittee scrutinized 
everyone of these projects. It is scrutinized when he comes up to Mr. 
F loete’s office. And we are throwing protection around it. It is about 
as good protection as you can have. But we are establishing a policy. 

Mr. Harpy. Now—— ; 

The Cyarrman. Interference is going to be dealt with, and the 
takeoff and the approach on all fields is going to be dealt with, and 
obstruction is going to be removed. 

Then the next question is going to be damages for those obstruc- 
tions that are not removed. 

Mr. Wison. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Wiuson. The property rights of the owners of these are still 
going to be protected by the courts, whether we pass this bill or not. 
They can still go in and sue the Government at any time they don’t 
agree with the values we set. 
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The CHamrman. Well, that is in reference to acquisition of land, Mr. 
Wilson. 

Mr. Wiison. Avigational easements, too. ala 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, in connection with your pointing out 
the policy that is involved here with respect to the removal of obstruc- 
tions, it was indicated a while ago we might anticipate the Air Force 
would be coming in and asking for similar action. 

Mr. Rivers. Sure. 

The CuarrMan. They are bound to do it. 

Mr. Harpy. There is just one question in my mind about that. I 
understood the Navy just filed this on the basis of practice carrier 
landings. Are we going to equip the Air Force, then, to land on 
Navy carriers? 

The CuHarrmMan. He knocked that argument out. I was trying to 
base it on that. But the admiral says the pilot must itearn how to 
fly from the other fields before he goes to the carrier. 

Admiral Russeiu. No. sir. 

May I clarify the point, sir; 19 of these fields are needed for carrier- 
landing practice and there we need the special clearance for the circle 
of the jet as he comes in at low altitude. 

Mr. Harpy. But you are not going to have this same kind of clear- 
ance on all the rest of these, will you? 

Admiral Russeiu. No, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. No. 

Admiral Russe... The other of the 40—— 

Mr. Harpy. So if the Air Force came in and asked for a similar 
proposition, we would have to expect that they will practice in order 
to be able to land on a Navy carrier. 

(Chorus of “No.”) 

Admiral Russeixu. No, sir. 

The CHarrman. Oh, no. 

Admiral Russet. They would ask for the remainder. 

Mr. Harpy. I just thought you were promoting unification, Admiral, 
that is all. 

The CHatrrman. All the Air Foree could ask is the clearance of 
the takeoff and the approach. That was all they could ask for. 

Admiral Russetz. For the remainder of the 40 fields. 

The CuatrmMan. I think this. We all understand—— 

Mr. Bares. It is a wise course we are pursuing, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrman. Mr. Durham? 

Mr. Duruam. Admiral, has any thought been given to the 1 limita- 
tion where you could establish a 10-mile limit, period ? 

And everybody would know beyond that that we are not going to 
take easements, or 12 miles or something like that from the tukeoft 
place ¢ 

Admiral Russe.u, Believe me, sir, we have examined this question 
from all angles and there are many, many facets to it. In par- 
ticular—— 

Mr. Duruam. Well, I am trying to get something stable in here 
that you can hang your hat on for a long time to come. Because 
these people outside of the limit you set up—when you say it is going 
to be five miles they are going to come back and harass you for dam- 
ages beyond that. If the Congress says 10 miles, period, why you 
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can say “Here, we can’t go beyond this. 
10-mile limit.” 

Couldn’t you people come up here with some limitation on this? 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Fogler? 

Secretary Focier. Assistant Secretary of the Navy Fogler. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Secretary Footer. I would like to discuss that with you just a little 
bit. We do have a committee in the Navy looking into the legal 
problems involved and looking into the possible medical damages or 
damages to individuals from noise and vibration, and that committee 
is coordinating with the Department of Defense. This problem is 
one which concerns us very greatly. And it involves more than just 
the acquisition of avigation easements and acquisition of property. 

Because not only is the safety of our pilots involved, as well as their 
training, but we do not yet know and it is not known I leony any- 
where what the possible future danger to civilians in the areas of these 
fields is. We are studying it and I want to emphasize we are study- 
ing it in close cooperation with the Department of Defense, so there 
will be coordination between the Air Force and the Navy. But we 
were very much concerned with the whole problem in the Navy and 
we thought we must get started. And I think you would have a right 
to criticize us very severely if we were not here urging these protec- 
tive measures and the facilities which we need for the tr: aining of our 
pilots. 

The Cuarrman. Well—— 

Secretary Focier. I think at the present time 

Mr. Durnam. Now, Mr. Secretary—— 

Secretary Foouer. At the present time I doubt if your question can 
be answered, but it is being very carefully investigated by a Navy 
committee in cooperation with the Department of Defense. 

Mr. Keviener. (Aside to chairman. ) 

The CuarrmMan. You can’t limit it to damages for any area. If a 
damage was caused by the Government and you had an act of Con- 
gress saying that all damages payment would be restricted to a cer- 
tain area, then it would be no good. 

Mr. Duruam. That is what you are trying to do by setting the 
policy ¢ 

The CuatrMan. I am just trying to say we are going to have some 
uniformity and it is understood that the policy would be that there 
would be a clearance on the approach and the takeoff or airfields for 
training purposes. In the Navy, on account of its peculiar training 
for carrier-based planes, it will not only be at both ends of the runway 
but on both sides of the runway. And that would be your policy. 

Mr. Durnam. I believe you can put a limit on it. 

The Cuatrman. Anyhow, I think this. 

Mr. Durnam. I don’t see why you have to study that question. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman, there is a limit on it. The Navy has 
set a pretty definite policy as far as these fields are concerned, so 
many thousands set out for obstruction removal and so forth. 

The Cuatrman. Well, in view of what the Secretary says 

Mr. Duruam. Well, let’s see what he says. 

Mr. Wuson. Let him point it out on your chart. 

Mr. Smart. Pull the chart out here. 
Major Fenton. Yes, sir. 


Congress has said this is a 
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Secretary Focgter. Mr. Congressman, we do have a limit on which 
we are working at the present time. I think we would be remiss, how- 
ever, if we told you that that limit can stay at that point indefinitely. 

Mr. Duruam. Well, we can set a limit on it. We can protect our- 
selves at least. 

Secretary Focier. Yes. 

Mr. Durnam. We can do that. 

Secretary Footer. Within the limits within which we are ad- 
vocating 

Mr. Durnam. You will be harrassed to death. Every time a man 
comes in and builds a house beyond, if you have your limit set, then 
he comes in and says “I am being damaged.” There will never be an 
end to this thing. 

The Cuatrman. Then if you bring a new type of plane in there, it 
might extend the limit. 

Secretary Footer. That is right. 

The CHarrman. If you put a shorter or different type plane, it 
would diminish it. 

Mr. Duruam. [still think we can set a limit. 

The Cuarrman. You just can’t do it. 

Without objection, the committee approves the various location 
items, for $23 million. 

Now, members of the committee, the next thing is the acquisition of 
a bombing range off of Parramore Island. 

You better make a good case out on that. 

Captain Lams. Mr. Chairman, as we stated when this problem first 
came up, we have a requirement for several new types of targets on 
the Atlantic coast. In order to show you the need of these targets 
and the procurement of Parramore Island, I would like to request per- 
mission to give a short presentation 

The Cuarrman. Now wait one minute, Admiral. Now let’ssee. It 
is a quarter to 12. Now, we have set up this afternoon, have we not, 
Mr. Kelleher. We have set up this afternoon the New Iberia hearing, 
have we ? 

Mr. Ketiener. That is right, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Now let’s take a recess until 2 o’clock and we will 
take up the New Iberia. And when we finish that, we will take up 
Parramore Island. And notify Congressman Robeson. 

Mr. Keviener. All right. 

The CHatrMan. He wants to be notified. 

We will take a recess until 2 o’clock when we take up New Iberia, 

(Thereupon, at 12:45 p. m., the committee recessed until 2 p. m., the 
same day.) 








House oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C., Wednesday, June 1,1955. 
The committee met at 2 p. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman, 
presiding. 
The CuarrMan. Let the committee come to order. 
Now, when we were considering the Navy portion of the bill, we 
reached the item on page 18, Naval Auxiliary Air Station, New Iberia, 





355 ) 


La.: Aircraft maintenance facilities, airfield pavements, operational 
facilities, navigational aids, maintenance facilities, communication 
facilities, training facilities, administrative facilities, fuel storage and 
dispensing facilities, covered and cold storage facilities, ammunition 
storage facilities, personnel facilities, medical facilities, community 
facilities, utilities, and land acquisition, $24,361,000. 

This was a new item, as the committee will recall, in the bill. The 
other new item was Port Isabel, Tex. 

And we had the benefit of the Navy’s viewpoint, and the Navy took 
the position that this was the only section in that whole area that met 
their standards and requirements. 

I received some telegrams from people down in that section of 
Louisiana protesting against the Navy’s acquisition of land. 

How many acres of land is involved—let’s see. 

How many acres of land ? 

Mr. Kevieuer. Four thousand five hundred approximately, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. Four thousand five hundred acres. 

So I notified the distinguished gentleman from Louisiana, Mr. 
Willis, that the committee would accord the privilege to be heard for 
the advocates and the opponents of this base being located there. 

I undestand Mr. C. W. Bradley represents the Homestead League, 
who are opposed to the Government acquiring the 4,500 acres. 

The policy of the committee in matters of this kind is to hear one 
advocate if necessary and at least accord to those opposed to it the 
right to be represented by one witness. 

Mr. Bradley, are you here this afternoon / 

Mr. Brapiey. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuaimman. Just come right around there and sit right at the 
big chair. 

Members of the committee, this is Mr. C. W. Bradley, of New 
Iberia, who represents the Homestead League, who is here to point 
out to the committee the reasons why from their viewpoint this base 
should not be established and they should not acquire the 4,500 acres. 

Now, you can just sit right down there and in your own way you 
can make any statement you desire to do so to the committee, to give 
us your viewpoint. 

Mr. Brapiey. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. You feel just right at home and just as comfortable 
if you were down in Louisiana talking to Mr. Willis or anyone else 
down there. 

Mr. Braptey. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I am the spokesman 
and representative of the landowners whose lands will be affected by 
the present location of the jet base in [beria Parish. 

I represent landowners totaling some 8,000 acres of land immedi- 
ately surrounding the present airport and necessarily including the 
1,500 acres that the Navy will need. 

This opposition to the base is not opposition to the location of the 
base in Iberia Parish. It is solely an opposition to the valuable farm- 
lands for that jet base. 

In support of that opposition, we would like to point out to the com- 
mittee: One, that the land is too extensively and intensively cultivated 
for the jet base. 
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We would like to offer to the committee for its record and considera- 
tion as an exhibit an aerial photo of a portion of the land that is rep 
resented by me and practically all of the land that will be needed by 
the Navy to show the extensive cultivation of this land. Every inch 
isa farm, a farmland or a dairy. 

The Cuarrman. What do you raise on that Jand / 

What kind of crops do you cultivate on it 

Mr. Bravery. Sugarcane, sir, at least two-thirds of it, cotton, pepper, 
okra, dairy. 

We have further exhibits and computations on that, sir. 

The Cuatrman. The 4,500 acres that they propose to acquire: How 
many different landowners are there / 

Mr. Braptey. The 4,500 acres that will be affected has approxi 
mately 70 landowners, with at least 1 to 2 tenants per landowner, or 
in the neighborhood of 130 to 140 farmers. 

Now, this land—we are prepared to submit and with the permission 
of the chairman, for the consideration of the committee and for the 
record—we are prepared to submit affidavits of the various land 
owners—rather, not at this moment. 

We are prepared to submit conservation studies of a cross section of 
this land, that was started at one corner of the proposed site and 
worked all the way across to the opposite corner, showing the degree 
of improvement that this land has undergone for the last 200 years. 

We can’t offer proof to the committee as to the depth of what is 
known as the topsoil or the black loam, but we have expressions from 
the various farmers, from digging wells and excavations, that black 
loam of their topsoil extends from 10 to 15 feet, which is extravagant 
in the normal course of farming land, but which they insist is full 
fact. 

Now, that is the type of land that we hope to show this committee 
will be taken out of the agricultural economy of Louisiana and of the 
Nation. It is intensively farmed and extensively farmed. And as 
we will show later, it is very profitably farmed. 

And with that in mind, we would like to go to point 2... And that 
is the productivity of this particular land. And we have to submit 
for the record and for the committee’s consideration crop records 
from the Federal Bureau—PMA. We have crop records from the 
pepper factories. We have crop records from the ginning companies. 
That is to show the average annual yield per acre of this Jand in the 
various crops. 

The Ciuairman. What proportion of your land is cultivated in 
cotton ¢ 

Mr. Braptery. In the particular area affected, the 4,500 acres, around 
250 acres presently, sir. 

The Cuatmrman. Two hundred and fifty acres of the 4,500 acres is 
cultivated in cotton ? 

Mr. Bravery. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. How much do you make per acre / 

Mr. Braptey. The cotton farmer last year, from the cotton results 
and from the data they have, that we will submit to the committee, 
it averaged $200 an acre. 

The Crarrman. No. I mean how many bales do you produce per 
acre, 

Mr. Braptey. One bale per acre, sir. 
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These farmers farm cotton on a 6-foot row, than—rather than the 
customary 3-foot row, because they must utilize their identical cane 
equipment to farm the cotton. 

The CHarrMan. I see. 

Mr. Brapiey. And for that reason their production 

The Cuarrman. Instead of planting it in a 3-foot row they plant 
it in a 6-foot row ? 

Mr. Brapiey. Yes. 

The Cuamman. The average farmer plants cotton in a 3-foot row. 
And you average about a bale of cotton to the acre ? 

Mr. Brapiey. That is right. 

The Cuairman. And you plant it in a 6-foot row ? 

Mr. Braptey. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, what is the productivity of it in reference 
to sugarcane ¢ 

How many tons of cane do you make per acre ? 

Mr. Brapitey. We have, and we offer for the consideration of the 
committee and the record, certificates of the Chamber of Commerce 
of New Iberia and the various organizations showing that in this par- 
ticular 4,500 acres that will be taken at least 11 to 12 of the farmers 
have been awarded certificates showing that they grow over 25 tons 
per acre. 

The Citarrman. What is the average in Louisiana, average yield 
in Louisiana ? 

Mr. Braptey. In the Sugar Belt, sir? 

The CuHatrMan. Yes, in the Sugar Belt. 

Mr. Braptey. I am informed that it is around 17. 

The Cuarrman. About 17? 

Mr. Brapuey. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is what I was thinking. 

Mr. Braptey. In the parish of Iberia, around 20. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Braptey. In this particular section it will average closely 
between 25 and 30. 

We have these certificates. 

We have the PMA records of production of the farmers in this area, 
showing the acreage in cane and the production in cane per ton, that 
we will offer for your consideration. 

The Cuatrman. What is the tax value? 

Have you the tax value there ? 

Mr. Brapiey. No, we haven’t any tax value. 

The Cuarrman. You have no tax valuation to how you value your 
land ? 

Mr. Braptry. On the assessment of the land ? 

The CuHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Braptey. No, sir. And I would say that the assessment of 
farmland or homestead would afford a very small item for valuation 
because one of our Louisiana system of homestead exemptions, with 
a very consequent low assessment in value—— 

The CHarrmMan. Well 

Mr. Brapiey. I would venture to say that all of these farmers are 
tax free. Their homesteads are probably taxed and assessed 

The Cuarrman. How much is your homestead ? 
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Mr. Braptey. Our homestead is $2,500, sir. 

The Cuairman. $2,500 homestead exemption ? 

Mr. Braptey. That is right, sir. 

The CHartrmMan. Then you say that in view of the homestead exemp- 
tion of $2,500, it frees a man from paying any ad valorem tax, be- 
cause he values his land around at about $2,500, for which he gets a 
homestead exemption. 

Mr. Braptey. That is right, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. About like they do over in Georgia, about the same 
thing. 

Mr. Hess. How does the cotton compare with that in Georgia? 

The CuarrMan. Just about the same. 

Well, of course, they are in this kind of position. On a 6-foot row, 
if he makes a bale of cotton, then you will base it on a 3-foot row and 
he has made 2 bales of cotton. 

Mr. Rivers. That makes your land exactly double what it is in 
Georgia, doesn’t it? | Laughter. | 

The CHatrMan. It doesn’t make it quite as valuable as land in 
Bakersfield, where the average yield in California is around 2% to 3 
bales per acre. 

Now, go ahead in your own way. 

Pardon me for interrupting. 

Mr. Braptey. In our dairy, presently there are 26 dairies in the 
immediate area. Now, when I speak of the immediate area, I am 
speaking of the 8,000 acres. 

The CuarmrmMan. That is right. 

Mr. Brapiey. And not only the 4,500. 

The Cuartrman. In the immediate area. 

Mr. Brapiey. In the immediate area. 

The CuarrMan. How many acres? 

Mr. Braptey. 8,000, sir. 

The CHarrMan. 8,000. 

Mr. Braptey. But—— 

The CuarrMan. 8,000 is not involved. 

Mr. Braptey. 4,500 of that 8,000. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Braptey. But might I point out to the chairman and the com- 
mittee that to speak of 1 acre in that area is useless, unless you speak 
of the total acreage because the farms are linked together, as I will 
point out later, in many more ways than just being contiguously adja- 
cent on land. 

And a lot of my figures are based on the total 8,000. And primarily 
they are based that way because at the time that these facts were pre- 
pared—and that has been within the last 2 or 38 weeks—we did not 
know the exact acreage that the Navy would require. 

We were not informed as to that amount, and we necessarily com- 
puted our averages on the total farming area, or the farming com- 
niunity that will be affected. 

In fact, it will be destroyed. And our figures are based on the 8,000. 

In that area we have 26 dairies. From the records that we were able 
to compile from the 4 and 6 dairies that kept very good records, we 
show that the dairies have averaged in the last year $200 per acre on 
the dairy. 
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On the pepper crops—and there are roughly 300 acres of pepper. 
The pepper crop in 1953 averaged $350 per acre. In 1954 we have no 
records. They were visited with a storm and their pepper crop for 
1954 was partially destroyed. 

The figures would be unfair to the farmers. 

On okra and other vegetables, more in the sense of the small—— 

The Cuaimman. We will have to suspend right now because there 
is a rolleall. While we have permission to sit, Members have to be 
recorded. And so we will all go over and answer the rolleall. And 
we will be back just as quickly as we can. 

So we will stand in recess. I do trust you gentlemen will come back 
und give the witness an opportunity to present his views to you. 

So we will take a recess until we return, when we will finish with 
you, Mr. Bradley. 

Mr. Braptey. Thank you, sir. 

(Recessed until 2:55 p.m.) : 

The Cuarrman. All right, now, Mr. Bradley, you may continue. 

Mr. Braptey. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Chairman, the one final item of annual yield per acre we must 
consider is the annual yield per acre on oil leases. 

All of this land is under lease. It has been leased for at least the 
past 15 years. The average lease per acre is $5. 

So to recapitulate, the average annual earnings per acre on sugar- 
cane, at $225; pepper, at $350; dairy products at $200; cotton at $200; 
okra and other vegetables at $400; and oil leases at $5.00. 

That gives an annual yield per acre of $280. 

Now, with that figure in mind, we would like to next point out the 
cost of this land if it is taken, based not on damages for inconvenience 
of moving but based on actual damage from loss of equipment, capital 
expenditure, farming land, and royalty rights. 

The farming equipment—and for the chairman and committee to 
consider, we have attached the itemized inventory of one of the largest 
farms in the area, in the 4,500-acre area. His equipment and stock 
amounts to $77,000. 

His tenant houses amount to $49,000. His barns and buildings 
amount to $26,000; giving him a total capital expenditure of $152,000 
for the six hundred and twenty-eight-and-some-odd acres that he 
farms. 

We have said that the 

The CuatrMan. Of course, you recognize the fact that all the Gov- 
ernment would buy if they bought it would be the land. They 
wouldn't buy this other property. He would sell his other property, 
if he wanted to quit farming. 

Now, of course, we do provide for relocation and we pay for that, 
that is subject to damages or damages that is incurred on account of 
moving away. 

But we don’t buy his stock and we don’t buy his tractors and we don’t 
buy his equipment. We buy his land. That would be the value. 

Mr. Braptey. That is right, sir. 

But based on this, the per acre capital expenditure amounts to $282. 

Now, in that $282—or rather, $242, at least half of that is repre- 
sented by tenant houses. They would be difficult to remove, if at all. 
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The Cuatrman, Qh, yes, of course, they partake of the land, just like 
the tenant. You buy that as well as the land, because that protects 
the land. But you don’t buy the stock. That is personal property. 

Mr. Braptey. And the farm equipment, sir, must represent at least 
a loss of half. So out of this capital expenditure of $242, it would seem 
that to repay for the tenant houses and for the loss of equipment, or 
if they sold their equipment the loss at salvage value, we can safely say 
that this $242, at least half of it, or $121 per acre would have to be paid 
for by the people who took the land. That would be a proven damage. 

The Cuairman. About $300 an acre that would run, wouldn’t it 4 

Mr. Brapiry. That is only one item, sir. 

That goes for the item on capital expenditures. 

We have several items to determine the value per acre. 

The next is for reimbursement of crop loss. This land is continu- 
ously under cultivation. Two-thirds of it is sugarcane. The damage 
on sugarcane is based on a 3-year period. We offer to the committee 
for the record actual contracts of reimbursement by pipelines to own- 
ers based on an average yield of 80 tons at $10 per ton, or $800 an acre. 

Now the person who takes this land must expect to reimburse the 
farmers for their crop in the ground. 

The Cnuatrreman. That is right. 

Mr. Braptey. And on cane it will be a 3-year reimbursement. 

The CyarrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Braptry. Thirdly, the loss of their oil, gas, and mineral rights. 
Now, we understand that there is before the Congress an act reserving 
the rights of landowners to the mineral rights, with the provision of 
directional drilling. In a 4.500-acre tract. we suggest to the committee 
that directional drilling is unfeasible not impossible, and their reserva- 
tions of rights that will be determined under this act may result in a 
claim against the Government for the deprivation of the right. 

The Cuarrman. Are portions of the 4,500 acres under option now ? 

Mr. Brapiey. It is under option now, and we would like to exhibit 
to the chairman and leave for the inspection of the committee two 
pictures. 

The CuatrmMan. All right. 

How close is the nearest well that has been brought into this 4,500 
acres of 8,000 acres. 

Mr. Braptey. There is no producing well in this particular area. 

The CHarrmMan. There are no producing wells in that parish. 

Mr. Braptey. Of 6 miles. Yes, sir; there is lots of production in 
Iberia Parish. 

The Cuarman. Within 6 miles of this land there are producing 
wells ? 

Mr. Braptry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Héserr. May I ask—— 

Mr. Braptey. And may we show the chairman and the committee a 
picture showing that on this particular site, within this 4,500 acres now 
a well is being spuded in. And these are the initial pictures showing 
the preparation of the site. And it is quite possible that at any time, 
at a later date, that this land is expropriated, it will be either a proven 
field or it will have producing wells. 

The Cruamman. Well, anyhow, you got oil within 6 miles of it. 
Mr. Braptey. There is oil within 6 miles. 
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_The Cuamman, And there are some companies beginning to sink 
oil wells on this identical 4,500 acres? 

Mr. Bravery. Now, sir? 

The CuairmMan. Right now. 

Mr. Brapiey. Right now. 

Mr, Héserr. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the witness this: How many 
ells have been drilled on this 4,500 acres? 
Mr. Braptey. Three. 

Mr. Héperr. Three ? 

Mr. Brapiey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Héserr. What has been the result? 

Mr. Brapiey. We frankly don’t know, sir. There has been no pro- 
duction. 

Mr, Héserr. As a matter of fact they were dry holes, isn’t that cor- 
rect ¢ 

Mr. Brapiey. I don’t know, sir. 

Mr. Heserr. Well, you are advancing the argument, Mr. Bradley. 
I just wanted to know how much you knew of the subject. 

Mr. Bravery. Well 

Mr. Hézerr. You advanced the argument that this is a potential 
oilfield and 3 wells have been drilled and no oil has been produced. 

Mr. Braptey. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Heserr. That wouldn’t indicate very much oil, would it ? 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, what is your next question ? 

Mr. Brooks. How deep were the wells? Of course that would have 
something to do with it, if you reached down deep or if they were 
shallow wells. 

Mr. Braptey. I don’t think that any of the 3 wells drilled went 
below 8,000 feet. 

Now, I might point out to the chairman that the largest producing 
field in that area, the Weeks Island field, a tremendous field, has pro- 
duction at the deepest levels in the world. At one time or the othe 
in the last 10 to 12 years they have held the record for the world’s 
deepest producing well—between thirteen to fifteen thousand feet. 

Now another item of reimbursement would be the reimbursement of 
the actual homesteads of the farmers. We have considered the value 
of the equipment, but not their homes. There are at least 10) homes 
on this 8,000-acre tract that we have considered for our purposes of 
calculation. The average farmer’s home now is worth $8,000, which 
translated in acres would mean $100 per acre, or in this case for $4,500, 
a sizable sum to buy just homes, apart from the tenant houses. 

And the final item for a calculation of price would be the value of 
the land itself. 

Now, this land produces $280 per acre per year as a capital asset. 
Over a period of 10 years, if you are covered your full capital gain or 
your capital expenditure, that would place this land at.a value of $2,800 
per acre. But allowing at least two-thirds of that price for labor and 
seed—and in this instance we might point out to the committee that 
the labor item is not a big item because it—there is a community of 
labor and pooled labor among the farmers themselves. But allowing 
two-thirds of that value for equipment, seed and labor, that would still 
leave in the neighborhood of $900 per acre. 
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Now, this is not out of line. The last sale, that is on the fringe of this 
area, that we have found—and it is not in the farming belt and closer 
to towns—sold, 13 acres, for $15,000. 

So based on that, the value per acre should run well in excess of the 
price of other sites that the Navy has considered or the price that this 
committee or the Navy should be willing to pay. 

The CuarrmMan. Now let’s get right down to the point now. 

Mr. Braptey. All right, sir. 

The CuHatrman. Of course, you recognize the fact that if the Gov 
ernment takes this property or any other property it has to pay whet 
is known as the fair market value. And those items that you have 
stated just a while ago go in, from your viewpoint, to make up the fair 
market value. 

Now, you got 4,500 acres that the Navy wants. And there are 130 
farmers} init. That is onan average of how much toa farmer ? 

Mr. Brapiey. Sir, the actual number of farmers on the 4,500-acre 
tract number 70. 

The CuarrmMan. 70? 

Mr. Brapiery. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hess. How many tenants, though, besides the owners ? 

Mr. Brapiry. At least one tenant apiece. 

Mr. Hess. Then that is 140. 

Mr. Braptey. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Then if there are 70 people on 4,500 acres, that 
would be an average of how much per farm ? 

Mr. Kevitener. 60 acres plus. 

The CuarrMan, 60 acres, <All right. 

Now, let me ask you this question. 

Is there any other area right in that vicinity that the Government 
can acquire and meet the Government’s specifications / 

Mr. Braptey. We say, “Yes.” 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Let’s hear about that. 

Mr. Braptey. We say that within 10 miles of this tract the Govern- 
ment has been offered an area that meets the Government specifications. 

That is at Abbeville, and it is within 10 air miles of this particular site. 

The CuHarrMan. Is it inthis parish ? 

Mr. Braptey. It is in Vermilion Parish, the adjoining parish. 

The CuarrMan. It is in another parish ? 

Mr. Brapiey. That is right, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Now, did the Navy examine that piece 
of property ¢ 

Mr. Braptey. We understand that the Navy did. 

The CHatrman. Now, they told us they went everywhere all over 
that whole area down in there and this was the only place that met 
their criteria, that they exhausted their research and did their level 
best not to be compelled to locate it at this particular point. 

And they said there was no other place that they knew of that met 
their requirement. 

Mr. Braptey. Anything that we would say on that, sir, would be 
based strictly on hearsay : and what we have heard. 

As to the objections of the Navy, that is. 
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[ might point out that as an exhibit we would like for the chair- 
mn and the committee to consider the answer to the Navy’s objections 
to the Abbeville site by the mayor of Abbeville, by a complete, con- 
cise rebuttal of every objectionable point that the Navy raised on the 
Abbeville site. 

The Cnamman. Well, the officer who testified here, who was exam- 
ined for 2 or 3 hours—because we wanted to be absolutely sure that 
he had exhausted his complete study. He said that he had, and he 
went over all that whole idea, and the only place he could tind that 
met the requirements was this area right in there, and he knew the 
people did not want to dispose of the property and he regretted very 
much to have to make this recommendation, but he took the viewpoint 
that the welfare of the country on this base came ahead of private 
interests. 

Of course, we all recognize that we will have to pay the fair market 
value. Plus in addition—what is that provision of law with reference 
to not exceeding 5 percent ? 

Mr. Ketitener. Not to exceed 25 percent of the market value of the 
land, Mr. Chairman. It is called the Abernethy amendment. 

The Cnatrman. Yes. It is for what purpose / 

Mr. Kerieimer. To pay expenses in connection with moving people 
off the land. 

The CuarrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Kettener. Inconvenience and so forth caused by their moving. 

The Cuainman. That is right. 

Not exceeding 25 percent. 

Mir. Kevtener. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Of the fair market value of the land ¢ 

Mr. Keviener. Of the market value of the land. 

The Cramman. Allright. 

Now, what else have you tosay, Mr. Bradley ? 

Mr. Braptey. The next point that we would like to bring up is his- 
torical and concerns the family who lives there. 

We would like to point out to this committee that apart from hav- 
ing the best farmland in the United States, among the best, and apart 
from having’a very profitable farming business, these people, over 90 
percent of the landowners in that particular section that the Navy 
wants, are descendants or have married descendants of the three 
original families that were granted that land by the Spanish Crown 
over 200 years ago. They have stayed on the land, that has come down 
from generation to generation. 

They have their own community. There are at least 400 people in 
the landowners family that would be affected. They have lived there 
ali of their lives, as have their fathers and their grandfathers back 
to the original days. 

Into this group in 1765 or thereabout came the Arcadians, who 
married into the three original Spanish families, until now the area 
is considered Arcadian. There is, as the committee knows, a history 
of eviction and hardship. These people have been raised with the 
Arcadian story in mind. These people feel that an eviction now is 
the last and final eviction for them, that they could not settle any- 
where else. 

As we pointed out to the chairman and the committee, they are 
close knit and close kin. There is a pool of interest. Their social 
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life, their business life, all of their life, is intermingled into that one 
section from which they have never left. And that is the only place 
that they feel that they can live. 

The Cuatrman. Of this 4,500 acres that the Navy has marked out, 
are there any churches and cemeteries ¢ 

Mr. Braptey. On the fringe there is one church and one school. 

Mrs. Giscutar. And a cemetery. 

Mr. Brapiey. And a cemetery. 

The CHarrman. On the 4,500 acres ? 

Mr. Brabtey. That is right. 

The CHarrman. Is there any town or community in there? 

Mr. Braptey. Yes. It is not a town. It is a community. It isa 
large community. It is a community that has at least 84 miles of 
roads. It has miles—— 

The Cuarman. On the 4,500 acres? 

Mr. Braptey. No, sir. We are talking of the 8,000-acre tract. That 
is the whole community. The 4,500-acre tract is more or less the core. 

The Cuatrman. I am talking about the 4,500 acres. That is all 
the Government is suggesting to us we take. 

Now, on the 4,500 acres, are there any schoolhouses, any churches 
or any cemeteries ? 

Mr. Brapiey. On the fringe of that 4,500-acre tract there is a 
school, a church, and a cemetery. 

The Cuatrman. And 70 families live on that 4,500 acres. 

Mr. Brapiey. We will say 140 families, sir. 

The Cuarrman. 140 families. 

Mr. Brapiey. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrMan. Live on that 4,500 acres ¢ 

Mr. Braptey. The 70 families have owned that 4,500 acres for 
years. 

The Cuarrman. And the 70 families own it ? 

Mr. Brapiey. That is right. 

The CHarrMan. Seventy families own the 4,500 acres, and there 
are about 130 or 140 different families live on it. 

Mr. Braptey. That is right, sir. 

The CHarrman. And on this there is churches and cemeteries. 
How far is it from an incorporated village or incorporated town ? 

Mr. Braptey. The 4,500 acres? 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

How far is it from some town ? 

Mr. Braptey. From the municipal corporate limits of New Iberia, 
this section would be 1.9 miles. 

The CHatrmMan. Then it is right there in the town. 

Mrs. Gisciar. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brapiey. 1.9 miles, sir. That is the closest point. 

The CHatrman. And this whole area embraces the New Iberia 
area, which is around about 8,000 acres. That is adjacent around the 
town, is it ? 

Mr. Braptey. No, sir, that is around this particular 4,500 acres. 

The Cuatrman. This 4,500 acres? 

Mr. Brapiey. Yes, sir. 

The Crarrman. How large a community is New Iberia? How 
largeacommunity? What isthe population of New Iberia ? 

Mr. Brapiey. 22,000. 
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The CuHarrMan,. 22,000 ? 

Mr. Bravery. Yes, sir. 

Now, sir, as I say, these people pool their labor, pool their resources 
and pool their equipment. It will be impossible for them to start 
another way of life in another community, even adjacent. They have 
grown up in that community and that is all they know. Many of them 
are illiterate but excellent farmers, and excellent farmers under the 
conditions they operate under. And it will be a very sad affair if they 
are forced to leave their lands and settle anywhere else, regardless of 
the fertility of the land. 

Mr. Héserr. May [ask a question there, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CriarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Heserr. Mr. Bradley, you described the Arcadians very well 
in Iberia Parish, and then you suggested Abbeville as an alternate 
place. Aren’t the Arcadians just as populous in Abbeville as they are 
in New Iberia # 

Mr. Brap.tey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Héserr. What different line do you draw ? 

Mr. Braptey. The Abbeville Arcadians are willing—in fact, they 
are desirious of the base, sir. 

Mr. Héperr. So then the fact that they are Arcadians doesn’t make 
any difference at all. They are just one segment of Arcadians, 
perhaps / 

Mr. Braptey. I was speaking there, sir, Congressman, solely on the 
tradition of the Arcadian on this eviction. 

Mr. Heéserr. That is right. 

Mr. Brapiey. The same story would bear with the Abbeville people 
if they were unwilling to sell and they were being evicted. 

Mr. Héserr. That is correct. So your plea that the Arcadians were 
being sent out from their homes again wouldn’t prevail, except in this 
one group { 

Mr. Braptey. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Heéserr. The Arcadians in Abbeville are just as much Arcadians 
as they are in New Iberia, and they are willing to take this airbase. 

Now, you said it was 10 miles distance between Abbeville and the 
New Iberia site ? 

Mr. Braptey. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Heéperr. rhage the land be worth just as much in Abbeville 
as it would be in New Iberia ? 

Mr. Brapiey. It is not as highly developed and it is not as highly 
cultivated as the land in New Iberia. 

Mr. Héserr. Isn’t it the same land ? 

Mr. Braptey. I say yes, it is the same land. 

Mr. Héserr. Of course it is the same land. So it would cost just 
as much over there as it would in New Iberia. 

Mr. Brap.ey. I say it is the same land insofar as it forms a rather 
large flat before it dips into the coastal marshes. 

Mr. Heéperr. It is the same land. 

Now, tell me one other thing: Were you familiar with the hearings 
which the Navy conducted in the city of New Orleans? 

Mr. Braptey. [ was not. 

Mr. Hésert. In connection with this base ? 

Mr. Brapuiey. I was not, sir. 

Mr. Héperr. You were familiar ? 
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Mr. Braptey. I was not. But I might point out to the Congress- 
man that at that time I was not in the picture at all. 

Mr. Héserr. Oh, then 

Mr. Brap.ey. These two gentlemen were and have been working on 
this situation since it started. 

Mr. Héperr. Then I understand your position is merely one of an 
attorney? You donot live in New Iberia ‘ 

Mr. Braptey. I do not, but I have by marriage a father-in-law who 
owns a sizable tract within the 4,500 acres. In fact, within his immedi- 
ate family, brothers and sisters, there is close to 1,900 acres of the 4,500 
acres that will be taken. 

Mr. Hézerr. But you do not live in New Iberia / 

Mr. Brapiey. I do not, that is right, sir. 

Mr. Héeerr. And you were not familiar with the hearings which 
the Navy held in the city of New Orleans 

Mr. Braptey. I have been acquainted with them from my conversa- 
tions with the Homestead League, yes. 

Mr. Hénerr. For the benefit of the committee, I might say that it 
was one of the exhaustive hearings that I have ever seen any service 
conduct. The Navy announced, Mr. Chairman, it was coming to New 
Orleans to have these hearings. They had great press notices on it. 
And the invitation was extended to everybody who would like to pre- 
sent their claims in order to make a complete study. And the day the 
hearings were held, it was like a political convention, with the different 
cities and towns, with their signs stuck up as delegations. They all 
presented themselves. , 

Now, did you protest at that time / 

Mr. Braptey. At that time, Congressman, I don’t think the land- 
owners in the fifth ward or the landowners affected by this selected 
site knew that their site had been selected or was being offered. 

Mr. Héserr. They knew that New Iberia—that the representatives 
of New Iberia were in New Orleans making a case to place the base at 
New Iberia; didn’t they / 

Mr. Braptey. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Héserr. But they raised no protest at the time. 

Mr. Brapiry. These landowners are not in opposition to the base in 
Iberia Parish. And at that time 

Mr. Héserr. Where are they going if they are not going 

Mr. Braptey. Iberia Parish is rather large, Congressman. It 
well over 8,000 acres. 

Mr. Hézert. Iam thoroughly familiar with New Iberia. 

The Cuarrman. Well, I will tell you what the hearings will show. 
When we had the Navy witness, I did my level best, by questions and 
examinations, to see if it were auegooe to build it somewhere else. I 
wis very anxious to put it over on the Georgia coast, the South Caro- 
lina coast, the North Carolina coast, or—— 

Mr. Bennerr. Florida. 

The Cuarman. Well, I wasn’t so hot for it going down in Florida 
because there is enough down in Florida. I was doing my level best 
to see if I could move it into Georgia, South Carolina or North Caro- 
lina. I quizzed the witness very closely and tried to make out a case. 
me ne then I did my level best to get him away from this area. I couldn’t 

t him away from this area. They take the position that this is the 
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only place that meets their requirement. And so that is where we are 
up against it right now. 

Mr. Heéserr. I might say, Mr. Chairman, that Admiral Doyle’s 
committee or task group, if you want to call it that, heard this was 
probably one of the finest committees I have ever seen any place, and 
they did a magnificent job and a fair and impartial job, and they 
are to be complimented for the work they did. 
The CratrmMan. Mr. Bradley, do vou have anything further to 
add ? ‘ ' ' 

Mr. Braver. Only, sir, that we would like to offer to the commit- 
tee for this examination the opinions and the answers to the selfsame 
Navy committee that examined sites by the city of Abbeville and the 
city of Opelousas, to objections raised by the Navy as to their par- 
ticular sites. We ask that the chairman and the committee examine 
these. 

The Cuarrman. All right. You file your entire brief with the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Branpiey. I will do it, sir. 

The CnatrmMan, Now, let me—do you want to make any statement 
off the—well, I won’t ask you. Go ahead. 

Mr. Braptey. I might add, sir, that we appreciate the opportunity 
and we appreciate the generosity and the very thoughtfulness of this 
committee in granting us this hearing. It is unusual and—— 

The CHarrmMan. May I ask this: Have you appeared before the 
Senate Armed Services Committee ? 

Mr. Braptey. Not yet, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You havea right to appear over there ? 

Mr. Braptey. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrman. All right. 

Thank you very much. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, may I ask just a question or so before 
we proceed ¢ 

Where is that New Iberia municipal airport in reference to this 
site 4 

Mr. Bravery. It forms an edge or a part of it, sir, on one side. 

Mr. Brooxs. Would it be included in the site ? 

Mr. Braptey. It is my understanding that it is included in the 
site. 

Mr. Brooks. So the New Iberia Airport—the acreage there would 
be included in the 4,500 acres. 

Now, where does that Green 6 come in ¢ 

Mr. Braptey. Green 6—and we have a copy of the official aeronau- 
tical chart of Louisiana. And it shows Green 6 right across the New 
Iberia Airport. ! 

Mr. Brooks. And did you—have you talked to anybody with the 
Civil Aeronautics in reference to it 4 

Mr. Brapiey. No; I haven't, sir. We have filed a map with the 
committee study, and Green 6 on the chart—and we have only a pho- 
tostatic copy there. I would like to offer the complete aeronautical 
map of Louisiana to show Green 6 and also this picture of the oil 
well that will be drilled | hands}. 

The Cuatmman. All right. Thank you very much, Mr. Bradley. 
Mr. Braptey. Thank you. 
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The Cuairman. Now, we had the viewpoint of the Navy and we 
will take this under consideration. 

Now, we have here the proponents of this site. Is it the pleasure 
of the committee to have them testify in support of the contention of 
the Navy? 

All right, who is here representing the community that wants this 
airfield down there ? 

Mr. ArmentTor. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, my name is Minos 
Armentor, of New Iberia. 

The CuarrMan. I couldn’t understand you. 

Mr. ArMENTOR. Minos—M-i-n-o-s—Armentor—A-r—m-e-n-t—o-r. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. ArMENTOr. I represent the proponents, consisting of the police 
jury for the parish of Iberia. 

The CHairMAn, Consisting of whom ‘ 

Mr. Armentor. The Police Jury of the Parish of Iberia, which is 
the governing authority of the parish. 

The CHatrMAN. That is the county commissioners equivalent in 
other sections ? 

Mr. Armentor. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMAN. You call them the police jury ? 

Mr. Armentor. Right. 

We have with us today the mayor of the city of New Iberia, who 
represents the city, the Honorable Armand Viator, who is presently 
serving as the president of the Louisiana Municipal Association. 
From the Chamber of Commerce of New Iberia we have Mr. O. W. 
Edwards, one of our leading businessmen and a past president of the 
chamber. 

Also from the chamber of commerce we have Mrs. Jesse Broussard, 
cur capable manager. 

We also have with us a sort of a triple-threat man here. He is one 
of our leading farmers, chief deputy sheriff, and is presently serving 
as secretary and treasurer of the Farm Bureau of the State of Louisi- 
ana, Mr. Ray Mullins. In his spare time he also heads up our baseball 
club as manager. 

These three agencies, together with practically every veteran, civic, 
fraternal, and educational organization in the city of New Iberia, have 
endorsed the Navy jet base at its proposed site. 

In addition we have resolutions of endorsements from other com- 
munities in the parish of Iberia, such as the neighboring town of 
Jeanerette and its chamber of commerce; from the parish of St. 
Martin, the home of Congressman Ed Willis, we have resolutions from 
the town of St. Martinville and the Rotary Club of St. Martinville. 

The Cuarrman. Is this in Mr. Willis’ home county or home parish ? 
_ Mr. Armentor. Mr. Willis is a resident of St. Martin Parish, ad- 
joining the parish of Iberia. 

From the parish of Lafayette, another adjoining parish, we have a 
total of 18 resolutions, including the police jury or county commis- 
sioners, the city officials of Lafayette, the Chamber of Commerce of 
Lafayette, and approximately 15 other resolutions. 

The people of New Iberia definitely welcome the Navy and its per- 
sonnel and a jet base. We represent the overwhelming majority of 
those people. 
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We realize the splendid opportunities which the Navy offers to our 
yarish. We also realize that we have to undertake certain responsi- 
bilities and we are ready, willing, and able to provide for the Navy 
and its personnel the necessary additional facilities, such as housing, 
schools, recreational and other facilities. 

We have been compelled to do this once before, and we have all 
enjoyed it, because it made a more happy and prosperous and progres- 
sive community. Our town doubled its population in a matter of a 
few years as a result of mineral developments. 

And the people of New Iberia are not afraid of noises and incon- 
veniences which result from any undertaking of this nature. 

I believe that the Navy is convinced and satisfied that they are wel- 
come in New Iberia. Otherwise, they would look for another site. 

Copies of those resolutions are on file with the Navy. 

On the question of site selection, I will not burden the committee 
with that because I am satisfied that you have heard from the Navy, 
and that it is able to support its conclusions. 

However, I would like to make a few brief remarks on that one 
question. 

The Navy set up at the very beginning its criteria for the selection 
of this base. The criteria wasn’t made up as they progressed. And 
there were several requirements to be considered. 

No. 1 was the over-water gunnery area, and that is the one area 
which is open. Because any aerial map or any aerial navigation map 
will show a warning area south of New Orleans and one south of Lake 
Charles, a distance of approximately 200 miles, and the only open 
area is south of Iberia Parish. 

Independent engineers and outstanding firms from Lake Charles, 
La., conducted the feasibility survey —— 

Mr. Brooks. What were their names, sir? 

Mr. Armentor. Shutts, Elmer Shutts of Lake Charles. 

And upon completing their survey, it was announced through the 
press that New Iberia was the most feasible and desirable site in south 
Louisiana. 

This same firm also conducted comparative cost analyses, appar- 
ently, because they estimated that the savings in constructing the base 
at New Iberia, as compared to the No. 2 selection, was $4,885,000. We 
have no way of knowing exactly, but we are very confident that in 
that estimate of savings the Navy allowed a very liberal allowance 
for the acquisition of the and. 

These figures have been confirmed by the Bureau of Yards and 
Docks. 

As a result of the opposition which developed, the people of Iberia 
offered to the Navy two alternate sites in the parish of Iberia. The 
Navy examined those two sites and rejected them and gave good and 
sufficient reasons, as set forth in their original criteria. 

I would like to point out that the site is approximately 4 miles from 
New Iberia. The site is irregular in shape and therefore a part of the 
site may be 214 or 3 miles from the city limits. But the administra- 
tion buildings and the runways, according to the map which the Navy 
released recently, will be approximately 4 or 5 miles from New Iberia. 

There is positively no cemetery, church or school inside the proposed 
area, 
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With these remarks on site selection, I would like to leave that be- 
cause I am sure that the Navy can support their conclusions on that 
a score. 

The CHarrman. Have you any other Federal activity in that parish / 
Mr. Armentor. No, Mr. Chairman. Of what type do you mean ? 
The Cuarrman. Any kind of Federal activity, the Marine Corps, 

the Army, the Navy, or the Air Force. 

Mr. Armen'ror. We have no such activity in the parish of Iberia 
at this time. 

The Cuarrman. Go ahead. 

Mr. Armentor. About green airway 6, you will find that the Iberia 
Parish Airport is south of the outer fringe of that airway 6, which 
is a very wide strip of land, naturally. And the administration 
buildings and the runway shall be south of that area. 


Mr. brooks. Now, let me ask you this, Mr. Armentor, if I may. 

, In reference to the taking off, going north or south, wouldn’t you fly 
into the green 6 ? 

Mr. Armentor. There may be a very close area on the outer fringe 


of green airway 6, which as I mentioned is a very wide aerial channel, 
so to speak, or aerial—I mean area to be used. And they will not have 


to cross that area, to the best of my knowledge, Mr. Brooks. 
Mr. Brooks. I am just trying to clear it up. Because someone 
from the Civil Aeronautics mentioned that to me. 


) Mr. ArMEntToR. Yes. 
| Mr. Brooks. I just wanted to clear it up. I would like for the Navy 
to clear it up. 

Mr. Armentor. We feel that it is the duty of the people of Iberia 
as well as the duty of any other citizen, in the interest of national 
defense, to assist not only the Navy but all branches of our Department 
of Defense, in obtaining the most desirable sites for the construction 
of vital military establishments. 





p We shouldn’t compel the Navy to go into any site where they would 
} find port drainage, very unstable ground, which would endanger the 
lives of the pilots as well as the valuable equipment used in the train- 
_ ing of jet pilots. 
e We also have sites in Iberia of that nature and those sites were 
e - rejected because they were very few feet above elevation. It is all 
r right where you have an existing facility which must be expanded 
e to go out and haul sand and pump out the dirt and mud and build 
’ it at tremendous cost. But I do believe that we will all agree that our 
| armed services should have better locations for the establishment of 
their vital installations. 
" Frankly, we can’t understand the refusal of a citizen to sell his land 
e ata very attractive price for the installation of such military estab- 
] lishment. 


If the wishes of such citizens were permitted to prevail over the 
" needs of our Armed Forces, we would be at the mercy of such citizens. 


e The Cuarrman. Well, Mr. Witness, all the Government pays is the 
ci fair market value. You used the words “attractive price.” But 
. 2 where it becomes necessary, the national defense predominates. All 
4 property that we acquire, our standard is fair market value. That 
1] isallitis worth. We pay what it is worth, that is all. 


Mr. Armen'ror. Yes, Mr. Chairman, 
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In order to consider the opposition in this case, I think it fair to 
state that the opposition, as you heard, comes from some of the land- 
owners in the proposed site, their tenants, their relatives, and their 
sympathetic friends. 

The CHaiman. I can understand the opposition. People own 
property and they have lived there all their lives and they don’t want 
to move. But I wouldn’t go into the question as to what prompted 
them. They just don’t want to sell. Just as I have a home and 
I don’t want to sell my home. I have a farm and I don’t want to sell 
my farm. But sometimes the requirements of the Government makes 
it step in, and that is the unfortunate position that people are in. 

Mr. Armentor. Yes, Mr. Chairman. We appreciate that, and we 
are completely sympathetic with the people. 

The CHairman. Of course we are all sympathetic. 

Mr. Armentor. That the people will be displaced and compelled 
to relocate. 

The Cuartrman. Certainly that happens every day. We have to 
go through this thing every day, and we have to take people’s property, 
but we try to pay them for it. We put a provision in the bill—I wrote 
it in myself—to try to keep so much inconvenience and hards ship 
down. We pay them the fair market value. And by compensating 
them for having them removed. But the Government comes first. 
The security of the country is the most important thing in the affairs 
of the Government. And while we may have to force the removal 
of people, we just have to doit. Because the Nation must be properly 
defended. 

I did my level best to try to put this base somewhere else and my 
conscience just forced me to conclude that the Navy had made a better 
selection of a site than I was trying to offer them, and they had 
some valid reason to every proposition that we offered. We went 
into it most carefully. We weren’t in any hurry to go down there. 
I thought it ought to be somewhere else, but the Navy’s views were so 
compelling I just had to go along with that area instead of some other 
area. And they said there was'no other place to put the base except 
at this place. And that is what is up for we gentlemen to determine 
now. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, may I say this! I was sitting with 
the chairman when he did do that. He went into every feature that 
a man could conceive of going into the other day. I was sitting right 
here with him. And I want to say this, that I believe on expropria- 
tion, whether it be for defense or otherwise, the average individual 
who owns the property is going to lose because he sells and he is forced 
to move under forced circumstances, and when he buys back some- 
where else, he has to pay not a bargain price but he has to purchase 
it at times. So if there is such in this case, I hope the Navy is very 
liberal with these people to try to make them whole as much as possible. 

The Cuarrman. Thatisright. And they should do it. 

Mr. Brooks. They should do it. 

The CuarrmMan. No doubt. 

Mr. Brooks. It is a harsh remedy when you take by legal means 
property from individuals that have had it for many years and don’t 
want to sell. 
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The Cuarrman. Over in Georgia, why, we acquired 268,000 acres 
of ground, almost depopulated 3 counties. It caused great hardships. 
We do that all the time. We just have to do these things. We wish 
everybody down there was glad to have this base there, but the people 
who have property and lived there all their lives and their parents 
before them—why, they don’t want to sell it. But if the Government 
reaches a decision we have to have it, we have to pay them for it. And 
we will have to pay what it is worth. And we will just have to go 
ahead, because the Government must run right straight along and 
the bases must be properly built up for the defense of the countr y. 

Now, anything further you want to say / 

Mr. Armentor. Mr. Chairman, I have a prepared brief here which 
I will file. 

The Cuarrman. File that with your statement. 

Mr. Armentor. With the committee. 

(The statement follows :) 


PERMANENT JET TRAINING BASE IBERIA PARISH, LA.—BRIEF ON BEHALF OF 
PROPONENTS 


The Police Jury of Iberia Parish, the city of New Iberia, Chamber of Com- 
merce of New Iberia, together with practically every civic, fraternal, veteran 
and educational organization in New Iberia have endorsed the action of the 
United States Navy in proposing to establish a jet training base at the Iberia 
Airport site and have extended a most cordial welcome to the Navy and its 
personnel. 

In addition, similar endorsements have been received by the Navy from the 
town of Jeanerette, and the Lions Club of Loreauville in Iberia Parish. From 
the adjoining parishes of Lafayette and St. Martin, we have resolutions from 
the agencies and organizations listed in exhibit A in favor of the base. We 
also have large quantities of letters, petitions and telegrams from individuals 
throughout the city of New Iberia and Iberia Parish endorsing the base. These 
petitions are signed by adults and entirely by residents of Iberia Parish. All 
of these endorsements are in the possession of the Navy. Undoubtedly, these 
organizations and public bodies have expressed the sentiments of the over- 
whelming majority of our people, who fully realize the splendid opportunities 
which the Navy offers to our parish. . 

From 1930 to 1940, the population of New Iberia increased from 8,000 to 
15,000 as a result of mineral developments. It was necessary to provide addi- 
tional schools, churches, houses, and other facilities, all resulting in a pro- 
gressive, prosperous community. Our population is now estimated at 22,000. 
We are ready, willing and able to again expand our housing, educational, rec- 
reational and other facilities to accommodate the Navy personnel. We are not 
afraid of noises and other inconveniences which usually develop in any pro- 
gressive community. The city of Lafayette, situated a distance of 14 miles from 
the base has a population of——. Their facilities shall also be available to 
the naval personnel. 

Site selection 

The Navy has inspected and considered many sites in south Louisiana. Upon 
completion of a thorough feasibility survey conducted by an outstanding firm 
of independent engineers, the Iberia Airport area was selected as the most de- 
sirable site in all respects, considering the following criteria : 

(a) Near Gulf of Mexico and gunnery area over water ; 

(b) Near an area not presently encumbered with airspace zones assigned to 
the Air Force for gunnery and bombing or the CAA for overseas civilian air 
transport ; 

(c) Firm, high ground, good drainage, near railroad line and good highway 
system : 

(d) Reasonable distance from heavily populated area and commercial air- 
lines ; 

(e) Near communities willing and able to provide housing, educational, rec- 
reational and other facilities for base personnel ; 
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(f) Afford reasonable construction and land acquisition costs. 

These independent engineers have conservatively estimated the savings in con- 
struction costs between the No. 2 selection and the New Iberia site at $4,385,000. 
This estimate has been confirmed by the Bureau of Yards and Docks. We are 
confident that this estimate makes a very liberal allowance for land acquisition. 

As a result of the oppposition which developed, two alternate sites in Iberia 
-arish were suggested. These sites were examined, considered and rejected by 
the Navy for very good reasons. 

Undoubtedly, the Navy is well prepared to support its conclusions, and we 
shall not burden you with any further remarks on the question of site selection. 


National defense 


It is our duty in the interest of national defense to assist our Department of 
Defense in obtaining the most desirable sites for the construction of military 
establishments. The Navy should not be required to build its base in a swamp 
or on low, poorly drained marshland. Such a site would endanger the safety 
of its pilots and render the base useless during flood conditions. 

The refusal of a citizen to sell his land at any time, for any price for a vital 
military installation, is arbirtary and indifferent to the needs of our country. 
If the wishes of such citizens were permitted to prevail over the needs of our 
Department of Defense, we would find ourselves in a sad state of unpreparedness. 

When we consider that in World War II, millions of young men were called 
upon to serve their country and risk the loss of their lives, it is difficult to under- 
stand the refusal of the opponents to sell their land for very attractive prices 
for a vital military installation, which shall assist in protecting themselves, their 
families and their country. 

Opposition 


The only opposition to the base in Iberia Parish comes from some of the land- 
owners in the area, their tenants, relatives and sympathetic friends. Their 
opposition has developed as a result of a series of unavoidable circumstances. 

The first announcement of the proposed south Louisiana jet base was made 
on October 6, 1954. On the same day, before anyone in Iberia Parish could 
offer to give anyone’s land away, for the construction of the jet base, a Navy 
survey team made a surprise visit to the Iberia Airport, consisting of approxi- 
mately 1,000 acres and expressed considerable interest in the site. 

A few days thereafter, the police jury by resolution dated October 15 offered 
to transfer the airport to the Navy subject to the approval of the Civil Aero- 
nautics Administration, and assured the Navy of its desire to cooperate in ob- 
taining such additional land as would be required. See exhibit B. 

At that time we didn’t know the extent of the additional acreage required, the 
location of such area, nor the price to be paid. We were led to believe by the only 
farmer in the area, who attended a public meeting of all persons interested in 
the base, that the landowners he had contacted were willing to sell for the price 
discussed by the Land Acquisition Committee. Since that time he denies every- 
thing except his attendance at the meeting. 

Under those circumstances, it was premature to pursue the problem of land 
acquisition any further. Before we could obtain the necessary information, some 
of the landowners in the vicinity of the airport formed a Homestead League on 
November 29 and made several public statements, including the following, to-wit: 

(a) We don’t want to sell our land at any time for any price. 

(b) We resent the manner in which this was handled by our city officials and 
also the Navy. 

(c) Our land is some of the most productive and valuable farmland in Louisi- 
ana and too heavily populated to justify the base. 

(d) “Pushbutton” politicians offered to give our land away without contacting 
a single landowner. 

Rumors began circulating that the Navy would require 9,000 to 14,000 acres 
in addition to the airport. As it developed later, the two principal, active officers 
in the Homestead League do not own an acre of land in the proposed site. 
Population in area 


There are approximately 35 landowners residing in the proposed area, and 
approximately 35 landowners who reside outside the area and operate their farms 
through tenant or sharecropper. There are two or three brick homes in the area. 
We offer for your examination four aerial photographs of the area dated Janu- 
ary 1951, showing the outer limits of the site. Exhibit C: This shows the topog- 
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raphy and serves as the best evidence of the alleged heavy concentration of 
inhabitants in the area. 


Productivity of land 

The productivity of the land is best shown by the actual records of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture which are available to you. These records will show some 
farmers in the area producing 25 tons of sugarcane per acre and other farmers 
in the Same area producing less than half as much. Therefore, the productivity 
can be attributed to the individual farmer as much as to the land. 

The income produced from the land can be established most accurately from 
income-tax reports. 

The sugarcane produced on the land is subject to quota restrictions. In 1910 
with a population of 90 million, we had 14 million engaged in agriculture. In 
1953 we had 9 million agricultural workers to produce food for a population of 
160 million. Removing 3,000 acres of land from cultivation is insignificant out 
of a total of 360 million acres in cropland. 


Value of land 


We don’t deny that the land in question is good productive farmland. How- 
ever, actual records will show that it is not any more productive, valuabie, or 
heavily populated than the average farmland in our parish. Practically all of 
the firm, high ground in Iberia Parish and south Louisiana is productive and 
inhabited by homesteaders. 

The value of the land is best shown by recent real-estate transfers in the area. 
The secretary of the Homestead League purchased approximately 85 acres in the 
vicinity on September 2, 1952, for $22,104 or an average of $260 per acre, includ- 
ing growing crops, benefit payments, farm equipment, and substantial buildings 
und improvements. (See exhibit D.) 

The chairman of the Homestead League acquired about 143 acres adjoining the 
area on November 28, 1952, for $35,000 or an average of $243 per acre, including 
substantial buildings and improvements. (See exhibit E.) 

These are other deeds showing the payment of smaller and larger amounts 
per acre. The value is affected by many factors, including the sugarcane quota 
and stock in the Iberia Sugar Cooperative. All of these factors shall be given 
careful consideration and we sincerely hope that the Navy shall make liberal 
allowances for land acquisition. We are confident that the landowners shall be 
able to relocate for considerably less than the price per acre they shall receive. 

It should be noted that the entire profit or gain from the involuntary conver- 
sion is exempt from income taxes if they reinvest the entire proceeds in similar 
property or business within 1 year after the end of the taxable year in which the 
deed is executed. 


Assistance to landowners 

We are in sympathy with the landowners involved and particularly those re- 
siding in the area, who shall be required to relocate. They represent some of our 
most progressive and industrious farmers in the parish. Several of them have 
been honored for producing 25 tons or more of sugarcane per acre. They are our 
friends, constituents, and fellow citizens. 

The officials of the police jury, city of New Iberia and chamber of commerce 
have no ill feelings toward them as a result of their opposition to the establish- 
ment of this base in Iberia Parish. 

They propose to do everything possible, in cooperation with the Iberia Parish 
Farm Bureau, Iberia Sugar Cooperative, our congressional delegation and other 
agencies to assist them in relocating with a minimum of inconveniences and with 
maximum compensation. 

For example, we shall continue trying to assist these landowners in obtaining 
the following, viz: 

(a) Adequate compensation for land, buildings, crops, and minerals if required. 
An additional allowance for inconveniences in the nature of severance damages. 

(b) Transfer of sugarcane quota by Department of Agriculture from the land 
to the landowners. 

(c) Transfer of dividend stock and quota in Iberia Sugar Cooperative from 
the land to landowners. 

(d) Land on which to relocate at reasonable prices compared to anticipated 
compensation. 

(e) If the Navy does not require that the property be acquired in fee simple 
without reservations, we shall request reservation of minerals in perpetuity under 
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an agreement satisfactory to the Navy and landowners, restricting drilling opera- 
tions. This would permit exploration in most areas by directional drilling. 
Expropriation 

Members of the league presented their objections to the policy jury and after 
thorough consideration, the governing body of our parish, by resolution dated 
February 24, 1955, authorized expropriation of the additional acreage in cooper- 
ation with the Navy, if such action becomes necessary (exihit F). 

kxpropriation is a harsh procedure but vital to the operation of our Govern- 
ment. It has been necessary for us to resort to this procedure to establish road- 
ways, canals, bridges, and utilities for the benefit of our people. 

We are confident that the Navy shall be able to acquire practically all of the 
necessary acreage without condemnation or expropriation proceedings. A large 
number of the landowners are willing to sell at attractive prices, but do not wish 
to create any ill feelings with a few of their neighbors who are leading this 
opposition. 

Politics and personalities 

We don’t question the sincerity of the opposition in any manner. However, 
it is a well-known fact that the secretary of the Homestead League, who is also 
secretary of the Iberia Parish Farm Bureau, is bitterly opposed politically to 
certain officials of the city of New Iberia and police jury of Iberia Parish. That 
relationship is largely responsible for this unfortunate situation. 

Certain politicians in a neighboring parish are also protesting against the base 
in Iberia Parish because they want the Navy to establish its base in an unpro- 
ductive, uninhabited, swampy area in their parish, even though they publicly 
state that a jet base is a nuisance. Their efforts have aided and assisted the 
opposition. 

Summary 

{n conclusion, we submit that: 

(1) The Navy should be authorized to acquire for its jet training base the site 
which it has selected as the most feasible from an economical and military 
viewpoint. 

(2) The jet base and its personnel are welcome to New Iberia. 

(3) The landowners should be assured of adequate compensation and assist- 
ance in relocating their homes. 

(4) The wishes of a few landowners should not be permitted to prevail over 
the needs of our Department of Defense in establishing a vital military installa- 
tion. 

Respectfully, 

City oF NEw IBERIA, 

By P. ARMAND VIATOR, Mayor. 
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
New Iberia, La., 

By 0. W. Epwarps, Past President. 
IBERIA ParRIsH POLICE Jury, 

By MrNos H. ARMENTOR. 


The CuarrmMan. I want to thank you people on both sides for coming 
up here. We will try to reach a decision and do what is right and 
what is proper about this matter. 

Now, Mr. Secretary, Mr. Fogler, you are charged with the respon- 
sibility in the Navy Department. Have you examined this particular 
item ¢ 

Secretary Focier. I have, Mr. Chairman. 

The Crairman. Have you anything you want to say to the commit- 
tee in reference to what conclusions the Navy Department has reached 
after its thorough examination by its various boards? 

Secretary Focier. I would just like to say this, that I share Admiral 
Doyle’s great regret that anyone has to move off of the property, par- 
ticularly property in which they have lived for a long period of years 
and in which their ancestors have lived. But I am completely con- 
vinced that this particular location more nearly is the ideal for the 
Navy than any other that we have been able to locate. 
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Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 
The Cratrrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Secretary. 

You were here the other day when I was trying to get it somewhere 
else and we just couldn’t do it because the facts didn’t warrant it. 

Now, members of the committee—— 

Is there anything that any of you gentlemen—that lady back there 
wants to speak ? 

Mrs. Gisciar. If I may, I would like to say a few words. 

The CHatrMan. Mr. Witness, will you—will you gentlemen let this 
lady come in and talk? 

Mrs. Gisciar. | had prepared to speak, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cratrman. That is all right. Just sit down there and talk to 
us just like you talk to anybody back home. Go right ahéad. 

Mrs. Giscuar. I would like to say that if this was necessary we would 
have walked off of our land. But the Navy said, “We want to locate 
where we are welcome.” They invited communities to offer a site. 
Ours offered our land, our homes, our livelihood, with never consulting 
us. They didn’t talk to one single property owner. Yes, they went to 
New Orleans. They offered our land, but we did not know. We did 
not know how much land the Navy wanted. It says, “We want 2,000 
acres of good farm land.” They offered the airport. We knew it 
would take a little bit around the airport. But we did not know it 
would take 45,000 acres. 

The CHatrmMan. 4,500 acres. 

Mrs. GiscLark. Hundred acres. We were not against the base, if the 
landowners were willing to sell. 

The CHarrman. Well, it may develop—you see, we have to pass on 
the values. They have to do this now. Whatever land that the Navy 
buys, there or anywhere else, they have to send it up in here and we 
have to examine it and see how much they are paying for it. Then we 
go into it again and we determine whether there is any need or neces- 
sity for what they ask for. 

Now, it may so happen that they may not have to have the entire 
4,500 acres. But I am frank to admit that is a rather small acreage 
for a base of this character. But what are we going to do? 

We are charged here with the responsibility of seeing that the Gov- 
ernment is properly defended and the Navy says this is the only base. 
What will we do? Just say we are going to locate it somewhere else 4 

Mrs. Gisciar. Should you—— 

The CHarrman. And pay no regard to what the Navy says, who are 
skilled in the management of these things and know what they need 
it for? 

Mrs. Gisciar. I respect the Navy, but Mr. Chairman, shouldn't we 
think of this good farm land 

The CHarrMan. I can’t understand you. 

Mrs. Giscuar. I say, shouldn’t we think of this good farm land that 
will be condemned ? 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

Mrs. Gisciar. Shouldn’t we think of the future ? 

The CuarrMan. Yes that is right. 

Mrs. Giscrar. Shouldn’t we think of our increasing population? 
In 1970, our children may be crying for food. 

The CHarrman. That is the very reason we have to prepare an 
iulequate defense for them now, because when we do have the increased 














3078 


population in 1970 we must have freedom and security. And there- 
fore it is necessary to have armed services to see that that is guaranteed. 
Mrs. Gisciar. I understand that. But we feel that with the equip- 
ment that the Navy has, they can build a base any place. 
The Cuarrman. Well, there are certain criteria and certain things. 
I repeat, I did my level best and the committee here probably got 


vexed with me. I was trying to put it somewhere else. Because 

Mrs. GiscLar. We understand that. 

The CHatrman. Because I had the information that you people 
down there were opposed to it. We don’t want to put any base any- 
where where the people who own the land don’t want it, if it can be 
helped. 

Mrs. Gisctar. Now, Mr. Chairman 

The CHamman. We exhausted that. 

Mrs. Gisctar. Why was it that they wanted to locate where they 
were welcome and offered communities to offer the site? 

The Crarrman. Well 

Mrs. Gisciar. If it had to be on this particular lot? 

The CuarrmMan. Well, it hi * to be in that neighborhood to meet the 
requirements of the Navy. 1 did my best to push them off, but there 
was no way in the world to push it off because the facts won't warrant 
us to go anywhere else. 

Now, we can’t go ahead and be warranted in establishing a base that 
doesn’t meet the requirements and doesn’t meet. up the standards of the 
Navy. So that is what we are up against. 

Now, I am awfully sorry about this matter. But from all the facts 
that I have gathered here—this is an open hearing and every bit of it is 
all being recorded—it just looks like to me we are just being hemmed 
in and this is the only place down there that meets the requirements of 
the Navy. And we will have to pay you for your land. We are aw- 
fully sorry. We hate to see you have to move out. But we will have 
to pay you. And that is the only way we can compensate you, is by 
dollars and cents. And there will be a fair market value put on every- 
body’s property. And we will try to fix it so it won’t be any hardship. 
But I know of nothing else we can do, but discharge our duties and 
approve this item in the bill. I am awfully sorry for you, but that is 
the situation. 

Mrs. Gisciar. Well, may I say this in conclusion ? 

The Cramman. Yes, ma’am. 

Mrs. Gisciar. I am not pleading for myself, Mr. Chairman. I ean 
go to town and make a living. But we have 20 or 30 farmers who are 
not educated, who are good farmers. You take their farms away from 
them and they will have to take decreased income, because they can not 
find land like they have anywheres in Iberia Parish. Our land 
productive. We have taken care of it. 

The Cuarrman. Well—— 

Mrs. GiscLar. We can find land, land that is not built up, land that 
will take years to build up. So we will really suffer. And these 
people who have not had the opportunity that some of us have had and 
have gotten the education—they will suffer. They will be a burden on 
the community. 

The CHarrman. Well, I don’t follow you on that because if the) 
own the land, they will get a good price for this valuable property. 
And it is good land. 


























Mrs. Gisctar. Some of them only have 20, 30, 40 acres. How much 
money will they get? How long can they live on that! 

The Cuamman. Well, of course—— 

Mrs. Giscuar. Still they are making a good living. 

The CuarrMan. I am hoping that these 70 farmers can be resettled 
in that very same parish, or an adjacent parish, where the same atmos- 
phere prevails and where the same knowledge of farming prevails. 

Now, I have had to go through all this. I had to resettle some 
1,800 people down in my own district and replace them about. Of 
course people don’t want to do it. But we just have to do certain 
things. 

Mrs. Gisctar. But may I bring this out? Some of these people have 
been displaced once before for this airport that our proponent has told 
you about. They were forced to move. Some have lost. Some have 
been able to buy land at a higher price and have settled close by. Some 
have worked short of land all these years. Now you will ask them to 
move again ? 

The CHammMan. Well, that has happened in Oklahoma. It has hap- 
pened all over the country. I remember quite well a man and his wife 
whose property was taken near Oklahoma City and then they moved 
out in another section of Oklahoma and then the Navy came out there 
and bought their land again. And they came up here and they wanted 
to know when they were going to have to stop moving and where 
could they go to keep the Government from entering and interfering 
with them. Those things unfortunately happen. That is one of the 
things that happen when you try to have adequate defense and they 
have to build around you. 

So I sympathize with you very deeply. If we can make trades with 
the individuals, why, we will reach an agreement. If we can’t then 
you have to go to the court and the court and the jury determines 
what is the fair market value. 

So, as I said the other day, I did everything to get it somewhere 
else, but there was no place to find out. So, to discharge my duties, 
I think I have to go along with the recommendation of the Navy and 
approve the acquisition of the 4,500 acres at New Iberia. I am awfully 
SOrry. 

Now, is there any objection—any members of the committee have 
anything you want to say ? 

( No response. ) 

The Cuatrman. If not, why then the committee, without objection, 
approves the acquisition of this site of 4,500 acres and they authorize 
$24,361,000 to be spent for the establishment of this new base at New 
Iberia. 

Thank all of you very much. 

Mrs. Gisctar. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, the next matter we have to take up here is a little tract of land 
down in Virginia. 

Mr. Smarr. We better go in executive session for that. 

Mr. Keniener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. Well, now, it is 4 o’clock. How about taking a 
recess. Because the Secretary of the Army can’t be here until Friday. 
He can’t be here tomorrow. 

Mr. Smarr. Yes. 
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The CHarrMan. Suppose we take that up. Members of the com- 
mittee, now, tomorrow morning we will have Mr. Robeson and the 
people from the Department with reference to acquiring this island 
off of the coast of Virginia. 

The Coamman. We will take it up tomorrow morning at 10 o’clock. 

We will finish the Navy bill tomorrow. 

Admiral Crark. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Thank you very much. 

Admiral Crarx. Thank you, sir. 

(Whereupon, at 3:52 p. m., the committee adjourned, to reconvene 
at 10 a.m.,on Thursday, June 2, 1955.) 


Housr or REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Thursday, June 2, 1955. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., the Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman, 
presiding. 

The CHarrman. Let the committee come to order. 

Off the record. 

(Statement off the record. ) 

The Cuairman. Now, members of the committee, we have reached 
the item on page 20: Naval air station, Norfolk, Va.; aircraft mainte- 
nance facilities, training facilities, communication facilities, opera- 
tional facilities, and land acquisition, $5,260,000; since the 80th Con- 
gress for this large naval station in Norfolk we have authorized 
$18,994,915 and they contracted for $14,686,453. 

It developed during the inquiry in regard to the request for $5,- 
260,000 that they propose to purchase what is known as Parramore 
Island, to be used in connection with a bombing range for planes being 
based at Oceana, a naval station about 40 miles away. 

The Department witnesses stated that they desire to discuss in exec- 
utive session the type and character of the bombing. 

Now go ahead and tell the committee, in strictly executive session, 
the type of bombing that will take place at Parramore Island if that 
area is acquired. 

Admiral Crark. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

This is off the record. 

The CHairmMan. Yes, this is off the record. 

(Discussion off the record. ) 

The CuatrmMan. This can go on the record, can it not ? 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrman. Now, where in the bill does it refer to Quonset ? 

Admiral CLark. Page 19, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right, page 19. 

Now we will go to the first one. 

Mr. Ketitener. Line 10. 

The CHarrmMan. Line 10. 

Mr. Keviener. Page 20, line 10. 

The CHatrman. Page 20, line 10. 

Admiral CuarKk. No, sir—Oh, Quonset, yes, sir. That isn’t the first 
one in the bill. That is the first one geographically, beginning at the 
north. 
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The Cuatrman. Where is the first one in the bill? 
Admiral Ciark. The first one is on page 19, naval air station, 


Jaeksonville, Fla. 


Mr. Keviener. Line 14. 

The CHarrman. All right. 

Admiral Ciark. Lines 14, 15 and 16. 

The Cuamman. That is right. Land acquisition. 

Now, you propose to put this kind of base down there, do you ? 

Commander Isaman. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. How many acres do you propose to acquire? Now, 
somebody give this information now. 

Admiral Perry. 2.560 acres, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Now, how many acres? 

Admiral Perry. 2,560. 

The CHAIRMAN. 2,560 acres. 

Now, where are the planes coming from that will utilize this base? 

Commander Isaman. Cecil Field and naval air station, Jackson- 
ville. There are 28 squadrons based there. 

The CHatrman. Then the squadrons that utilize this target will 
come from Cecil Field ? 

Commander Isaman. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And what other place ? 

Commander Isaman. The Naval Air Station, Jacksonville. 

The CHarrmMan. Naval air station. 

Approximately what distance will they have to fly before they begin 
to approach the target area / 

Commander Isaman. Thirty-five miles. 

The Cuarrman. And you need 2,500 acres down there for that type 
of training; is that correct ? 

Who knows about the acreage of the land, now? How many acres 
do you have to have? 

Commander Isaman. Twenty-five hundred acres, sir, on each of 
four targets. 

The CHatrrmMan. Have you any idea as to the value of it, how much it 
is going to cost us? 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, does he mean a total of 5,000 acres? 

Mr. Cunninouam. Ten thousand total. 

Mr. Jounson. Ten thousand. 

Commander Isaman. Ten thousand, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Ten thousand acres. 

Captain Lams. Mr. Chairman, I will give you the acreage in cost for 
each target, in land. 

The CuatrmMan. All right. Let’s start at Jacksonville. 

Captain Lams. We have at Jacksonville one target that is called 
Etonia. 

The CuarrMan. That is in existence now ? 

Captain Lames. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. They are using it now ? 

Captain Lams. We are improving it. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Captain Lams. Now, we are requesting 

The CuatrmMan. Now, is that over land or over water? 
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Captain Lams. That is 30 miles west of St. Augustine. It is 
inland. 

The Cuarrman. Inland? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Captain Lams. We are requesting there, inland 2,560 acres, at $32.40 
per acre, for a total request of $83,000 at that target. 

The second target in the Jacksonville area is called Rosier. This 
is 15 miles southwest of Cecil Field, 30 miles southwest of St. Augus- 
tine. We are asking for 2,560 acres at $53.90 per acre, for a total of 
$138,000. 

The No. 3 target in the Jacksonville area is Sharon. We are asking 
for 2,560 acres at $45 per acre, for a total of $115,200. 

At Stevens Lake, which is old Camp Blanding, we are getting the 
land by permit from the State of Florida, but we are requesting aviga- 
tion easements over 17,250 acres at $3.35 per acre, for a total of $58,000. 

The Cuarrman. <All right. 

Captain Lams. At the fifth target 

The CuatrmMan. What is the total cost of the four stations around 
Jacksonville and the total number of acreage? Add them up there 
somebody. 

<W Duruam. How is there any cost at Camp Blanding 

Captain Lams. Total cost of land plus the facilities that we are 
going to put in at the targets in the Jacksonville area is $922,000 

The CuarrMan. I am talking about the cost of the land, not the 
facilities. 

Mr. Ke.tiener. Five hundred and five thousand dollars. 

The CuarrMan. Five hundred and five thousand dollars for land, is 
that it? 

Mr. Ketiener. Plus the 17,000 in easements. 

The Cuatrrman. And plus—well, the fee is only in the 10,000 acres. 

Mr. Keviener. That is correct. 

The CHatrman. Then 17,000 acres easement at $3 an acre. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is the total cost. 

Mr. Cunnrnauam. Mr. Chairman, that is the best real-estate deal 
we have had yet. 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. That is the reason I am going to close it 
up right away. 

Without objection, that is agreed to. [Laughter] 

The Cnamman. Now, get to the next one 

Mr. Rivers. Let me inquire——- 

I want to inquire about Cecil Field. 

We gave them, Captain—in those 40 airfields yesterday, Cecil Field 
was 1 of them. 

Captain Lamp. At Cecil Field, sir, we were asking for avigation 
easements at Cecil Field, the main field. That was the land acquisi- 
tion we took up yesterday. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, we approve that item which appears on line 14, page 19. 

We underst: and we purchase easements over 17,000 acres at an esti- 
mated cost of $3 an acre, and we purchase 10,000 acres of ground at an 
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estimated cost of $505,000. Of course it may be a great deal less than 
that when we get through with it. It may bea little more if we have 
to condemn it. 

All right, now take your next item. 

Captain Lams. Our next target is Norfolk area. It is page 20 of 
your bill, line 3. 

ti CuHarrMAN, All right. 

Captain Lamps. It is listed under Norfolk Air Station. 

Now, we are requesting in the Norfolk area one dual- purpose target 
which includes the purchase of Parramore Island. That is 7,000 
acres. The end, cost for the land is $200,000, and the estimated 
cost to buy out the improvements on this island is $100,000. So the 
total for land acquisition at Parramore Island is $300,000. 

Now, we have an oflicer here who was head of the site selection board 
and I request—in Norfolk, and I request he be permitted to tell why 
and how we selected Parramore Island. 

The Cuatrman, I think you should put this in the record. 

Now, the squadrons that will train at your proposed site at Parra- 
— Island comes from Oceana base ? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, how far is Oceana from Parramore Island ? 

Commander Witierr. Mr. Chairman, I can answer that question. 
It. is 45 miles. 

The Crarrman. 45 miles. Now, how far is Cherry Point where 
you have a contemplated base—isn’t it, down in North Carolina? 

Mr. Ke_ieHer. Yes, sir, it is. 

The Cuarrman. How far is that from Oceana ? 

Commander Wituerr. Cherry Point from Oceana is approximately 
120 miles, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHarrman. Now, why couldn’t the training take place from 
Oceana squadrons down to Cherry Point, instead of going out and 
purchasing Parramore Island? Now, it doesn’t take these - jets more 
than 2 minutes to go that distance. By the time he gets in the plane 
and sits down into it, he is down in Cherry Point. 

Commander Witterr. As Commander Isaman pointed out, Mr. 
Chairman, it takes 200 runs to train a pilot, and in the Oceana area we 
have 300 pilots to train. At Cherry Point we have the Marines to 
train and they do the same thing. 

The CyHatrman. All right. We can get more targets down in 
Cherry Point. And you have plenty of training on in that area down 
there. What is the need of going out in this congested area around 
Norfolk, Va., and on this island which has some 10,000 acres. Why 
can’t we find a target somewhere else ? 

Commander Witterr. Mr. Chairman, I think I can answer that 
question for you. If you permit me to run through—— 

The CHatrMaAn. Yes, go ahead. 

Commander Witxietr. Through the site survey, I think I can 
to the point quickly. 

The Cuargman. Allright. Let’s get to it. Let’s see how come we 

can’t go somewhere else instead of Parramore Island. 

Commander Wier. I was given the specifications, the target 
criteria, by CNO, the Chief of Naval Operations. I will run down 
them in outline form. 
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Number 1. The danger area must be 6,000-foot diameter. That is 
the danger area of impact. 

The number of targets—2—spaced at a minimum of 2 miles apart. 

The radius of action: 10 miles, from 50 feet off the ground to 
30,000 feet. 

The instrumentation: the target site must have ample area to place 
rake huts, harp station in common to the two targets; must have tele- 
phone communications between each of the stations on the island; a 
radio station for ground-to-air communications, and must have crew 
berthing and messing area. 

The site location must be within 50 nautical miles of Oceana. 

The initial points the site must offer multiple approaches to pre- 
vent canned runs, must be well defined, either natural or constructed. 

Those were the criteria upon which we, as the Board, started our 
site survey. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, if they had raised the limit to 150 miles of Oceana, you would 
have more latitude, would you not ¢ 

Commander Wi1eTr. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Commander Witietr. And as we went through this and found 
there were only very few sites in a 50-mile radius, we increased it to 75. 
We went to 100 miles. Still we got worse instead of better, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Suppose you go to 150 or 200 miles, you would do 
better in selecting the site. Of course that was drawn, that criteria 
was so patterned that you are forced to make your decision along 
where you made it now. 

Commander Isaman. Mr. Chairman, may I answer your question / 

The Cuatrman. Yes, come up here, Commander. You are a bright 
officer. I liked your testimony this morning. 

Commander Isaman. Sir, in doing—— 

The CHarrmMan. Draw upachair. Sit right down there. 

Commander Isaman. Thank you, sir. 

The Cuatrman. You know what you are talking about. 

Commander IsAman. The endurance of the jet is very limited at low 
altitude. We could go those distances for those targets if we had any 
base erected to base our aircraft. Our base load doesn’t permit us 
to fly squadrons from one air station to another for special training. 

The Carman. Well, but you are not carrying a heavy load during 
this target practice. 

Commander Isaman. Yes, sir, but if I don’t have anything on the 
jet and have it clean as a whistle at low altitude, my endurance is about 
one-quarter of what it is at altitude. Now, our flights are programed 
to use inflight refueling. We cannot afford inflight refueling aircraft 
for training purposes in any of our areas. 

The CuatrmMan. That is right. 

Commander Isaman. We cannot fly large distances and stay down 
on the ground and it takes us 45 minutes to do this work. And our 
planes are landing at the field when they go no greater than 50 miles- 
are landing back to the field with some 10 or 15 minutes of reserve fuel 
remaining. 
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Another point is that you cannot do this maneuver when your plane 
is fully loaded. We don’t have enough structure built into the air 
plane to fly over the ground at those low altitudes and high speeds, 
with the resultant rough air that I previously described, to enable us 
to do this kind of thing. 

The CHatrrMANn. You could do it within a radius of 100 miles of the 
base ¢ 

Commander Isaman, Sir? 

The Cuarmman. You could do it without much restriction within 
100 miles of the base, or 150 miles of the base ¢ 

Commander Isaman. We wouldn’t have enough endurance, sir, 
without inflight refueling. 

The CuArrmMan. You have to be so close to the base—you have to 
be within a radius of 40 or 50 miles of your target from your base ¢ 
That is what you are trying to get across / 

Commander Isaman. Yes, sir. When you start practicing the 
maneuver you cannot do it with a full load of internal fuel. So we 
therefore must take off with less fuel in the airplane than it will carry. 
And once you get down to the ground, it takes you about 40 minutes 
to run this series of 8 drops. There is no value unless you go out some 
distance and navigate back in. So you have 40 minutes on the deck. 
That is much more time than we would spend in an actual delivery 
on the deck. You are down on the ground for that long period of time 
when your fuel consumption rates in the jet aircraft are exorbitant at 
those low altitudes. 

Mr. Durnam. Commander, have you got to be within 40 miles of 
the carrier to be efficient on this job? 

Commander Isaman. No, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. So what makes the difference / 

Commander Isaman. (deleted for security). 

Now 

The Cuarrman. I think—— 

Commander IsamAn. As I previously stated—— 

Admiral CLark. Mr. Chairman, may we go off the record for that 
last statement ? 

The Cuairman. Yes; go off the record. 

Admiral Ciark. Strike that off. 

Mr. Durnam. Everybody knows what it is. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Commander Isaman. We don’t take off fully fueled to do our prac- 
tice training. There is no reason to waste gasoline. It costs us $100 
an hour in fuel cost alone. If we stayed in the airplane, we could 
zo—— 

Mr. Bray. This is off the record, isn’t it ? 

The Crarrman. This is not off the record. 

Commander Isaman. No, sir. We could go 300 miles prior to com- 
mencing this. Then we could do it. But then we can’t go back more 
than about 50 miles or we are out of gas. We cannot commence these 
maneuvers 

The Cuatrman. How large—— 

Commander Isaman. Fully loaded. 

The Cuarrman. How large a base is Oceana?) How many squad- 
rons have you there ? 
Commander Isaman. 16, sir. 
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The Cuatrman. 16. And what is it being used for today? What 
is its military mission ¢ 

Commander Isaman. Of Naval Air Station Oceana ? 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

Commander Isaman. It is a master jet base for the training of 
fast carrier attack air groups. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now where is the training taking place there today ¢ 

Commander Isaman. They are taking place in targets which are 
being displaced by the proposed highway which goes along the coast, 
and at the present time the squadrons i in the Norfolk area do not have 
aloft targets totrainon. They are simulating the training on a water 
buoy which has proven unsatisfactory. 

The Cuairman. All you are doing in reference—they are already 
taking training there today from Oceana, and on account of this 
additional type of training that you propose and that you spoke 
about in executive session, 1t becomes necessary to acquire additional 
acreage at Parramore Island, is that correct ? 

Commander Isaman. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Then suppose the committee just said 
continue the type of training you are doing there now. That is giv- 
ing that group of jet pilots ample training, is it not? 

Commander Isaman. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What ? 

Commander Isaman. No, sir. If we continue with what we have 
when we have the Oceana deployed air groups in the Mediterranean, 
we do not have a trained air group. 

The Cuarman. Well, you have three other places where you are 
carrying on your particular type of training. You have the bases 
down in Florida. You have nocomplaint down there. And you have 
the base up at Quonset Point. And that is welcome up there, be- 
cause what little has been there in the past has been taken away. I 
am glad you are going back. 

There are the other bases. So the only place is a curtailment of this 
particular type in this area. 

Mr. Gavin. Yes; but they are restricting the number of the output 
of trainees. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, I know, but then you can increase it on down in 
Jacksonville or somewhere else. 

Commander Isaman. Sir, we have 

The Crairman. Now, here you are confronted with this proposition. 
Here is a large island, and it is highly congested all down in that area 
They just try to continue to find more use for every foot of ground 
there, and you will be confronted with the proposition of cleaning 
off all the right-of-ways and all the easements and all the trees and 
everything, just like we did here yesterday. We appropriated $23 
million to cut down trees and shrubbery and bushes and everything so 
there will be no obstructions. 

Now, when he is close, 100 feet off the ground in training, of course 
you have to clean out everything. 

Mr. Keiienrr. No easements here, sir. 

Commander Isamwan. No easements, sir. 

The Cratrman. I know. 
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Admiral Russetu. May we correct the record, sir, on the number of 
acres in the island and the fact the island is not inhabited ¢ 

Commander Wiutterr. Mr. Chairman, I think I can explain what 
Parramore Island is. Parramore Island is 7,000 acres, sir. 

The CHatrman. My information is from ten to fifteen thousand 
acres. 

Commander Witetr. I have the appraisal report from Mr. Hall, 
real-estate appraiser of Washington, D. C., who measured the area 
and came up with a figure of 7,000 acres, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Of course Mr. Hall lives in Washington. 

Commander Witierr. He was hired—— 

The CuatrMan. Virginians just don’t go down there. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman. 

What is on the island ¢ 

Commander Wuuzerr. On the island at the present time is a Coast 
Guard station and a caretaker, the only people that live on the island. 
The island is a place that is used solely as a private hunting ground for 
the owners. ‘There is one ownership in the family, mother and son. 

The Cuarrman. Now, I see here in the committee room Mr. Robeson 
who represents this district. 

Mr. Robeson, come around here and give us firsthand information 
about this Parramore Island. 

Mr. Roseson. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the opportunity to—— 

The CHammMan. Sit. right down there. 

Mr. Roprson (continuing). To appear before you. There has been 
nothing that has disturbed the constituents I represent. so much as 
this. I don’t think there has been anything that disturbed them so 
much since the Federal troops invaded Virginia. They are unanimous 
down there in that area, organizations and individuals and the State 
game and inland fisheries, the commission of fisheries, the oyster, sea- 
food and processing people, and all the truck farmers in the area. 

Now, this Parramore Island we are talking about that they recently 
discovered over there has been there a long time. It has been owned 
by a family a long time. A sister and a brother own it at the present 
time. And they have endeavored to maintain that island as a wildlife 
refuge and preserve. I am told it is one of the finest refuges on the 
east coast. In fact. a flock of white geese that are practically extinet 
make that their winter home. There are at least 400 there. It has 
been kept in its natural state. 

Now, that island is just off of the shore of the peninsula coming 
down from Maryland, and there is a channel 214 to 414 miles wide 
off that shore. Wachapreague for many years has been a family kind 
of resort area and is a village and a farming area of small truck farms 
allaround it. That is opposite one end of it. 

Quinby Harbor, that is one of the centers of the seafood business 
and also a farming area, with villages scattered around, is just in 
4 miles or 414. There were 217 permits, I understand, for fishing— 
for oyster grounds, in that area. 

The Cuatrrman. How do you visualize this target interfering with 
oyster fishing or any other fishing ? 

Mr. Ropeson. The operations there will obviously, so IT understand, 
keep those people from operating in that area, which is one of the 
main seafood areas on the Atlantic coast. 
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Besides that, these farms are truck farms, in which they have to 
bring in there and use hundreds of people to gather the crops. And 
people’s homes are all in there. And this Parramore Island has been 
maintained for the benefit of those people that live in that area. It 
is one of the finest— 

The Cuatrman. How far is Parramore Island from the mainland ? 

Mr. Roseson. About 4 miles from Quinby Harbor. 

The Cuamman. How will this training affect the farmers over on 
the mainland ¢ 

Mr. Rorseson. They can just visualize one of these planes out of 
control, or some such situation, striking any of the villages or schools 
or church houses. 

In addition to that, while they intend to fly outside, maybe they 
won't be outside. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Robeson, here is the way I am visualizing it 
right now. Here is Parramore Island about 4 miles from the main- 
land. It isowned by two people. It is used asa game 

Mr. Rorgson. Refuge, primarily, for wildlife. 

The CuatrmMan. Refuge. And over on the mainland people are 
engaged in other activities, as any other community, in farming, fish- 
ing, and those things. Now, the point I want to get for the record: 
How will the truck farmers and the fishermen be interfered with by 
the airplane flying some miles away and dropping a bomb—— 

Mr. Rogerson. Where they are? 

The Cuairman. On Parramore Island. 

Mr. Ropeson. Well, even if they drop them on Parramore Island, 
the fishing operations and oyster and seafood 

The Cuatrman. On the land, is that correct, or are you going to 
drop any on the water ? 

Commander Wiitert. It willall be dropped on the land. 

The CuarrMan. Now 

Mr. Roseson. The airplanes are coming in, I understand, at very 
low level. 

The Cuatrman,. That is right. 

Mr. Rosrson. In fact, by the time you see where they are, they have 
already been. 

{| Laughter. | 

The CuarrMan. Now, the witness testified—how far will these air- 
planes be flying down from Oceana down to Parramore ? 

Mr. Rosrson. Fifty-foot level, I have been told. 

The Cuatrman. Let the commander tell us that. 

Commander Witterr. They will fly, Mr. Chairman, about 10,000 
feet. They will climb up and then descend. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Now, when they are coming down close 
to Parramore Island, how close will they be to the mainland, and will 
they fly over the mainland or over the water ? 

Commander Witerr. I might explain this chart, Mr. Chairman, 
which will probably answer your questions. 

The planes will remain at sea in circle. There will be four airplanes 
at the target at any one given time. Planes come in one at a time. 
The other three circle and await their turn. 

The Cuarmman. Wait 1 minute. 
Commander Wiuierr. This is a 10-mile circle. 
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The Cuarrman. Wait a minute. Where is Oceana on that map? 

Commander WIL.err. Oceana is to the south. 

The Cuairman. To the south ¢ 

Commander Witerr. 45 miles, almost 45 miles due south of Parra- 
more Island. ‘This circle isa 10-mile radius of action. The lines here, 
the dotted lines, are the approaches that will be made. The distance 
from this target to Wachapreague is 414 miles. From Quinby to the 
target is 5 miles. This in between is marshland. These are the 
oysterbed areas, in the marshland. 

In all approaches the airplanes will come and will not approach the 
Jand closer than 3 miles. 

Mr. Parrerson. Where do they turn after their target ? 

Commander Wituierr. After they come in on their target run—I 
will explain it this way: They pull up and out here. On the first run 
that Commander Isaman, talked about, the loft run, they will pull out 
3 miles from Parramore Island, make their turn up and back to sea 
again. 

On the over-the-shoulder run they will come over the target and pull 
up and out to sea again. 

On the dive-bombing runs, as Commander Isaman pointed out, the 
airplanes come in from sea, do a half-roll and back out to sea again. 

The CHarrman. All right. What is the width of Parramore 
Island ? 

Commander Witterr. Parramore Island is this island here. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Commander Witterr. Cedar Island and Hog Island [indicating }. 

The CHarmman. How large is it and how long is it? 

Commander Wiuierr. This island at its widest point is 2 miles. 

The Cuarmman. Then the shell, instead of dropping on the land, 
will be dropping back in the water / 

Commander Witetr. No, sir. 

The CHarrman. Why, certainly it will, from what you have just 
been saying here. As he comes in on it and makes his turn | Chorus 
of “No.” | 

Commander Witierr. No. The bombs will land in little red dots, 
a 60,000-foot diameter. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Commander Wiiuerr. This is a Coast Guard station. The others 
are the rake huts. 

Mr. Rivers. If the committee were to veto this island here, is there 
any other piece of real estate in that vicinity that you could possibly 
consider using ? 

Commander Wiiterr. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Rivers. I looked all over the whole area, up to 75 miles. 

The CuatrmMan. There are other sections in the country they can 
use. 

Mr. Harpy. Let me raise just one question. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Commander, do I understand that you went thoroughly 
into the possibility of getting some of this old Roper Lumber Co. 
land? 

Commander Witierr. Yes, sir, I went down and saw Mr. Gleaves 
of the Dwight Corp., who bought out the Roper Lumber Co. 
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Mr. Harpy. Well, I am not concerned about who owns it now. 
Chere is a good bit of it that is cut over wilderness. 

Commander Wuerr. I flew over it. I took a flight in a helicopter 
over the whole area. And incidentally I started a fire in doing so. 
‘The whole area is covered with peat, for about 18 inches. In fact, the 
peat is constantly smouldering. 

Mr. Harpy. I wouldn’t say constantly. There are times when it 
catches on fire. 

Commander Wiiterr. I beg your pardon, sir ? 

Mr. Harpy. I said there are times when it catches on fire, but I 
wouldn’t say it is constantly smouldering. 

Commander Witterr. Well, sir 

Mr. Harpy. In any event what are the factors that preclude the use 
of some of that land, in the Roper land or in the dismal swamp area 4 
Is it too far away or what is the reason you can’t use it ? 

Commander Witierr. That area may be dscribed as inaccessible. 
[t isswampland. I will quote—— 

Admiral Russe... I believe the difficulty, sir, is the fact you can’t 
locate the rake stations which are necessary for determining the 
accuracy of the run at the time it is made, so the pilot can be coached 
over the radio as to direction. 

Mr. Harpy. In other words, there is not enough high land? 

Admiral Russetu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. To keep your ground crews on for your targets, is that 
the problem ¢ 

Admiral Russet. That is my understanding, sir. Is that right ? 

Commander Witierr. Yes, sir. We would have to build roads— 
dig canals to make drainage. We would have to build roads at least 
5 miles long to get into the inaccessible area so it could be used as a 
bombing area. 

It is to be noted, however, that the Dwight Corp. is a land develop- 
ment company. And that is one of the best farming countries. I 
will quote one. The Salmel Farms: A Texan came in and took 10,000 
acres. In the first year he cleared $40,000 in soybeans. 

Mr. Harpy. Oh, yes, I know the area. 

Commander Witterr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. I don’t live too far from there. But I also know some 
of the problems. Sol wouldn’t brag too much about what good farm- 
ing land it is, unless you want to waste a lot of money down there. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Robeson, what else have you to say ? 

Mr. Ropeson. Since I have a map here, I will call your attention 
that Quinby Harbor has been developed by the Government. 

The CHarrMan. Where is Quinby Harbor ? 

Mr. Roxsrson. That is a fine harbor and turning basin for these 
oyster boats and fishing boats and also for the private people that come 
down through this channel, for sport fishing and those kind of things. 

Now, Wachapreague, here: in that area there is where people for 
years have brought their families. 

Now, you talk about farms. These are the best highly developed 
truck farms in the United States. People live there already. 

Now, these people back in here, in Painter, Keller, and Exmore— 
small cities—are disturbed about this thing, naturally. 
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Now, I heard some mention of a road in North Carolina. I under- 
stand the road will not be built in the foreseeable future. 

The Cuarrman. What is that? 

Mr. Roprson. This road where they say they abandoned the field, 
so I am told, that came up. It is kind of a highway. I understand 
the highway will not be built in the foreseeable future. So I am not 
here to select some other State. 

Of course, I know about a lot of ships that are around there. Maybe 
they could anchor one out in the ocean and there wouldn’t be anybody 
bombing there. 

The Cuamman. Are the people on the mainland protesting about 
this island being proposed to be used as a training site ¢ 

Mr. Rogerson. For jet planes and for bombing planes, yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I would like to find out to what extent 
is that objection based on objection to the dropping of explosives and 
live bombs. 

Mr. Roprson. It starts in the first place with these fast-flying jets 
turning into that area, with no assurance on their part they will all 
stay at sea. Then the live-bomb situation alarms them a little bit. 

The Cuatrrman. Well 

Mr. Harpy. I can’t get too distressed about the jet flying over because 
we certainly have to have those at some places, and I am not too 
coneerned 

Mr. Ropeson. We go back to this island. 

Mr. Rivers. They don’t use live ammunition. 

Mr. Roseson. This island is one of the few refuges that has been 
maintained just like it always was. The owners have refused to turn 
it over to either the National wildlife or the State wildlife because 
they don’t want it disturbed. They want it like it is. And they are 
able to keep it that way. They never wanted to commercially develop 
it. They have one of the finest beaches, and it probably is as good as 
the Virginia beaches. If that island hadn’t been discovered, I am 
sure they could have found some other place they could carry on this 
training. The island just happens to be there. It has been there 
all the time. 

Mr. Bray. You are pretty familiar with the coast along there. Can 
you think of any other islands within 50 miles of that ? 

Mr. Roseson. Well, this one [indicating| would be better, but it 
probably wouldn’t be ideal. 

Mr. Bray. You mean it doesn’t have a beach there? Is that large 
enough to have your 600-foot—how large is that circle you have to 
have? 

Commander Wituerr. No, sir, that island is too far on to put the 
6,000-foot target impact area without encroaching on the oysterbed 
country. 

Mr. Roseson. Well, my colleague, with as much area as there is in 
this country, there is no sense for these people coming in here right 
off this place. 

These people were descendants of the early colonists. They have 
been living there longer 

Mr. Hess. Who are the owners of the Parramore Island ? 

Mr. Rosrson. The owners of the island are descendants of a family 
that. have been there a long time, a sister and a brother. 
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Mr. Hess. What is their name? 

Commander Wiiuerr. Dr. Schmidlapp and Mrs. Saunders, Mrs. 
Saunders, of Ohio, and Dr. Schmidlapp, of New Jersey. 

Mr. Rozeson. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Let me get this in my mind 

Mr. Rivers. Absentee owners. 

Mr. Jounson. Absentee owners. 

The Cuamman. A few years ago we had up the proposition with 
reference to some toll road, and my recollection is a man named Adams 
owned some property and some kind of decision was reached that 
the toll road would be abandoned or something and they would pro- 
vide for some range in there. Isn’t that in this same vicinity ¢ 

Admiral Russeity. That is south of Norfolk, I believe. 

The CHatrman. What? 

Admiral Russeii. And those targets are not large enough for this 
purpose, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. Well, you have had your target range down there. 
What are you doing there? Abandoning there? 

The CHatrMan. We had that question up and we did something 
along the line I am thinking about now. What was it, Mr. Smart? 

Mr. Smarr. Well, as I recall, Mr. Chairman, there is about 3,300 
feet of ocean front in that particular Navy gunnery range south of 
Norfolk and it is about 45 miles south down the beach as contrasted 
to this one being about 45 miles north, as I recall it. 

Now, I don’t know the exact width of that from the ocean back 
to Currituck Sound, but it is a substantial distance, perhaps half a mile. 

I heard, being down there 2 weeks ago, that the private interests 
that were going to buy the bonds to make this toll road possible have 
backed off of it because of a rumor, well-founded or not, I don’t know, 
that there is quicksand someplace where that road would have to go 
and they can’t get a proper foundation. Therefore, they can’t sell 
the bonds and the toll road so far has not materialized. 

Mr. Durnam. I can tell you about that. 

The CuarrMan. All right. What worries me—— 

Mr. Durnuam. I can tell you what caused them to abandon that— 
Hazel. 

The Cuarrman. What disturbs me on the acquisition of more land 
down in Virginia and off the Virginia coast is that people don’t want 
the Government to continue to buy down there. And I am trying to 
go along as much as possible with that line of thought. We just 
purchased everything we could in Virginia, and you have other areas 
of this country. Why wouldn’t it be a wise thing to be permitted to 
designate about 3 men or 4 men to go down there from the committee 
and inspect this area and come back and tell the committee what 
they think about the whole thing. 

Now, why wouldn’t that be a happy solution ? 

Commander Wuetrr. Mr. Chairman, we have been through the 
whole area and surveyed it. Now, the people of Wachapreague—Mr. 
William Burton, of Wachapreague, was much disturbed over the 
reports that the people of Wachapreague did not want the Navy to 
come into Parramore Island. So he personally went around and took 
a survey of every poll—voter in the area. 

The CHarrmMan. That may be true, but notwithstanding that, it is 
taking it off the tax roll and so much property in Virginia is being 














A : 
ecntthinetiahsn dati 


4 bike Fem 











3993 


acquired and there are other areas that you can make an acquisition 
instead of just stepping off the Potomac River. Now, if you just 
acquire everything, after a while we will have to begin to decentralize 
everything we are purchasing now. Now, what is the reaction of the 
committee ? 

I think it might be a good idea if we send about 3 or 4 members 
down there to look it over and come back and report to us and sort 
of get familiar with it. There won’t be any harm done. We have 
to take up the Army portion next week. We will have this item—a 
decision reached. 

Without objection, the Chair will designate a subcommittee of 4 
men, 2 from the majority and 2 from the minority, to go down and 
look it over and report back to the committee. 

Now, take your other seat—— 

Mr. LankForp. Mr. Chairman, may I ask just one question about 

-arramore Island of the commander / 

The CHatrMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LanKrorp. Commander, would there be any restriction of the 
use of the waters around Parramore Island as a result of its being 
used as a bombing range ? 

Commander Wutert. No, there wouldn't. We guaranteed the peo- 
ple in Wachapreague there would be no restriction on oystering or 
fishing. 

Mr. Lanxkrorp. Now, that is not answering my question. 

Commander Witzetr. None. 

Mr. LanxkrorD. Any restriction on the use of the waters around 
Parramore Island ? 

Commander Wittetr. None at all. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. None at all? 

Commander Witter. None at all. 

Mr. Lanxkrorp. They can go right up to the beach / 

Commander Wutetr. They can fish right off the beach. 

Mr. LanKrorp. All the way around the island, even from the sea 
ward side? 

Commander Witetr. That is correct. 

The CuHarrman. And there will not be any live bombs dropped at 
any time? 

Commander WitteTr. No, sir. 

The CHarman. Have you any objection to writing in this bill that 
no live ammunition will be used ? 

Commander Witietr. We would have no objection, sir. 

The CHamrMan. But it is clearly understood—— 

Mr. DurHam. You know, Commander, that a man is not going 
around over there on that side and put a fishing boat in the water 
and go fishing where your bombs are coming in. 

Commander Witretr. I don’t think he would be interfered with, 
Mr. Congressman. 

Mr. Durwam. You couldn’t do it under safety rules, could you? 
Of course you have to have some restrictions. Now, let’s talk sense. 

The CuamrmMan. Certainly. Now, where is your next item? I will 
designate Mr. Durham 

Mr. Durnam. No; I don’t want it. 

The CHatrman. Oh, yes, vou do. Mr. Durham and Mr. Fisher 
and Mr. Johnson and Mr. Cunningham to go down and look it over and 
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come back and report tous. Fly them down there. Take Mr. Hardy 
and Mr. Robeson. And you might find Mr. Hardy’s farm is available. 
| Laughter. | 

Mr. Harpy. That is not in my congressional district. I have one 
over there that I would be glad to let them have. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

What is your next item / 

Admiral Russet. Mr. Chairman, may I say we welcome the com- 
mittee and the Bureau of Aeronautics will do everything to facilitate 
their inspection. 

The CuarrMan. Fix it up for Mr. Durham, Mr. Fisher, Mr. John- 
son, and Mr. Cunningham. Go down there and give us a report. 

All right, what is the next item ? 

Captain Lams. The next item, sir, is targets at Quonset Point. That 
is page 20, line 10 of the bill. 

The CHatrMAN. Quonset Point. Now, tell us about Quonset 
Point. 

Captain Lams. We are requesting 

The CHarrMan. Where is Quonset Point? 

Captain Lams. Quonset Point is—— 

Admiral Russe. It is in Rhode Island. 

Admiral CLark. Near Newport, R. I. 

The Cuarman. All right. How many acres of land do you have 
to have there ? 

Captain Lams. We do not have to have any acreage there, sir. We 
are asking to develop facilities on No Man’s Island, which is 5 miles 
southeast of Martha’s Vineyard, and No Man’s Island is Government- 
owned. We have used it for a target area for a number of years. We 
request $572,000 to develop facilities on this island for this classified 
bombing target. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, we approve that. 

What is your next one? 

Captain Lame. The next one is at Cherry Point, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Well, didn’t we go into Cherry Point the other 
day ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Not in this connection. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Where is it in the bill? 

Mr. Keviener. Page 21, line 7. 

The CHAtrman,. 21, line 7. That is right. 

Cherry Point. Now, what do you propose to do at Cherry Point? 

Captain Lamps. We have a target range there now, sir. We are 
requesting $190,000 to increase the facilities on this range. We are 
requesting avigation easements over the area. ' 

The CHamman. How many acres 

Mr. Durnam. What isthat on? Is it on the island there? Where 
is it? Point it out there on the map. 

Commander Dana. It is right there, in a point called Point of 
Marsh, on the southern shore of Pamlico Sound. 

Mr. Durnam. Why do you have to acquire more land there? You 
have enough there. 

The Cuatrman. This is easements. He is not acquiring land 
Commander Dana. This is an existing area there now. 
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Mr. Durnam. I was going to say why do you have to have more 
easements. On account of the jets, is that it / 

Commander Dana. That is on account of the low run. 

Admiral Russe. It is the run-in, Mr. Congressman. 

Mr. DurHam. You have been using it all the time. 

Admiral Russe... Yes, sir, but we explained the need for this very 
low pass into the target, and this avigation easement is necessary for 
that purpose, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. Where is the easement? On the north side? 

Commander Dana. The easement will be on this approach zone 
here, and this approach zone here, and in—this approach here does 
not need one. On these two [indicating]. 

Mr. Durnam. How many acres? 

Captain Lamp. 10,000 acres, at a cost of $25,000 for the easements. 

The Cuatrman. For the easements ? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. All right. Without objection, we approve that. 

Now, that settles all of your items in regard to your training bases, 
does it not? 

Now, what else has the Navy in the bill that we haven’t buttoned up ? 

Captain Lams. Section 203, sir, for which we are requesting— 

The CHatrMan,. 203 ? 

Captain Lams. $6 million in authorization for correction of 
deficiencies. 

The CHatrMan. Well now, let’s see. What page of the bill is that ¢ 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 33, sir. 


The CHarrMan. Page 33? 

Mr. Keviener. Line 3. 

The CHatrMan. Where is that? 

Mr. Ke.Len|er. Section 203. 

The CHarrMan. Oh, yes. $6 million. 


The Secretary of the Navy is authorized through the construction, rehabilita- 
tion or installation of permanent or temporary public works, including site prep 
uration, appurtenances, and related utilities and equipment, to restore or replace 
facilities damaged or destroyed in a total amount of $6 million. 

The CuatrMan. Well, that is the same thing that has been carried 
in all the laws. Now, you are not increasing it over the $6 million, 
are you? 

Admiral Perry. No, sir. 

Captain Lams. No, sir. 

The CHarrman. All right. Without objection—— 

Mr. Bares. How much did we use last year, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuarrman. How much did we—You had $15 million, I think, 
last year, wasn’t it ? 

Mr. Kevitener. No, sir. 

The CHaAtrRMANn. $5 million. 

Admiral Perry. Because of those hurricanes that we had this past 
vear, Mr. Chairman, we have presently only uncommitted of the 
funds that have been previously appropriated, $9,148. 

The Cuarrman. How much did we authorize last year / 

Mr. KetteHer. None, I am quite sure. 

The CHarrMANn. Yes, we did. 

Mr. K&iiener. Previous years, but not last year. 
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The CuarrmMan. Previous years. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, previous years but not last year. 

The Cuarrman. $15 million. 

Admiral Perry. No—previous years. 

Mr. Bares. Each year. 

Admiral Perry. Each year? 

Mr. Bares. (Nods.) 

Admiral Perry. The total overseas is $6.5 million, and the total 
continental—and this is from the 80th Congress through the 83d. 
The continental is $9,500,000. 

The CuHatrman. And you have used it all for continental United 
States that was appropriated, except $9,000 ? 

Admiral Perry. That is correct, yes, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection, we approve this item. 

Mr. Jonnson. Mr. Chairman, what about those witnesses that are 
here? 

The Cuatrrman. All right. 

We will hear them. You bring them in at 2 o'clock. 

Mr. Jonnson. All right. 

The CuarrMan. Now, is there any other item in the bill for the Navy, 
Mr. Kelleher, that we haven’t buttoned up? 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 15, line 1, Charleston, S. C., which was referred 
to the Rivers Subcommittee, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. Well, that has been approved. 

Mr. Ketiener. I don’t believe it has been approved on the record, 
sir. 

The CuatrMan. Charleston—— 

Mr. Harpy. I move the approval, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Ketiener. The reserve shipyard, Charleston, line 1. 

The CHarrmMan, Oh, yes. $427,000 is the amount that we think is 
the proper one to get the fee to that property. And of course it will 
cost more when you condemn it in court, isn’t that it / 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan, That is the only question. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, the real estate committee went into that. 

Mr. Durnam. What did we do on it? 

Mr. Harpy. And it agreed it should remain at this same figure. 

The CHarrman. That is right. $427,000. We agreed to that. 

Without objection, that is agreed to. 

Now, members of the committee, bear with us a few minutes and 
then we will ge through with the Navy and tomorrow take up the 
Army. 

Is there anything else in here with regard to the Navy? 

Mr. Ketiener. You decided that Admiral Moreel’s figures will be 
accepted on Bancroft Hall? 

The CHarman, That is right. I am relying on the admiral. 

Now, what else do you have? 

Mr. Ke.tener. That is all, sir. Nothing more in title 2. 

The Cuarrman, All right. 

Now, Mr. Johnson has two constituents—Mr. Johnson, go bring 
your constituents in. 

Mr. Jounson. Now / 

The CHarrMan. Yes, right now. Let’s get through. We will take 
them right now and we won't have to come back. 

Mr. Bares. A minute each. 
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The Cuamman. A minute each. 

All right. Now, Mr. Johnson, who are the gentlemen you desire to 
testify before the committee ? 

Mr. Jonn. Mr. Dompe is the first one. 

The Cuatrrman. Now, what item in the bill does this testimony 
apply ? 

Mr. Smart. Crows Landing. 

The CuarrmMan. What page in the bill is it ? 

Mr. Smarr. That is in various locations. 

Mr. Jounson. It is in the big book but not in the bill. 

The CnarrmMan. It is in the confidential— 

Mr. Smarr. Well, it wasn’t confidential. It was that group of 
places where you are acquiring—— 

The CuarrmMan. Oh, it comes within the $150 million ? 

Mr. Smart. Within, I believe the $23 million, on page 22, lines 22 
ind 23. 

The CHarrmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Smart. Phil, Crows Landing—what particular phase of the 
bill is that in? 

Mr. Ketitener. That is in the $23 million item. 

Mr. Smart. That is correct, page 22, lines 22 and 23, and that is 
within that bulk authorization of $23 million. 

The Cuamman. That is right. 

Then in the breakdown, at a place called-—what is the place? 

Mr. Jomunson. Crows Landing. 

Mr. Smarr. Crows Landing. 

The Cuamman. All right. 

Gentlemen, give your name to the reporter. 

Mr. Smarr. Speak right up, Mr. Shoemake. 

The Cuarman. What is your name? 

Mr. SHommake. A. C. Shoemake, from Crows Landing. 

The CHamman. Now, where are you from, Mr. Shoemake / 

Mr. Suoemake. I live in Patterson, Calif., which is right next to 
Crows Landing. 

The CuarrmMan. Now, you are protesting about the Navy purchas 
ing some area in Crows Landing? 

Mr. SHoeMAKE, Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. All right. Go ahead and tell the committee, 
thnen—— 

Mr. SHormake. We don’t know exactly what the bill is, but we have 
ieard that it was a zoning of this area for air easements. The matter 
came up before our county. The Navy had asked our county planning 
commission last year for this zoning, for the planes to fly low over this 
area, and which was turned down at the time. 

Now, we understand that there is a bill or something before you 
people to zone this area or buy air easements. 

The Cuatrman. Now let’s—who is here from the Navy Depart- 
ment that can give some information / 

Come around, Captain. Now in regard to Crows Landing, the book 
shows that you propose to acquire some 1,820 acres. Now, tell the 
committee, to refresh our minds, what you propose to do at Crows 
Landing so the witness can find out also. 
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Captain Lams. Crows Landing is an airfield 60 miles north of San 
Francisco, that we use for fleet-carrier landing practice. We have had 
a strip in there for a number of years. We now want to get purchase 
in fee of 200 acres at the end of the runways and the right to clear any 
obstructions that are in the 12,000-foot circle from the runway. 

The Cuarrman,. All right. 

Then how long is the runway? 

Captain Lams. That is an 8,000-foot runway, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Now at the end of the runway you want to buy the 
fee to 200 acres of ground ? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And that would be 400 acres of ground that the 
fee would be acquired on; is that right ? 

Captain Lams. No. Just 200,100 at each end. 

The CuatrmMan. One hundred at each end. Then in addition you 
want the easement rights 

Captain Lams. Over 1,650 acres, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The easement rights over 1,650 acres around this 
field ¢ 

Captain Lamps. Yes, sir. 

Then we wish, or we are requesting permission to remove 15 stand- 
pipes, to remove an existing concrete irrigation piping, to install new 
concrete irrigation piping, to remove some berms around the canal, 
to relocate electrical and telephone lines that are in this 12,000-foot 
radius. 

Mr. Jounson. Could I ask a question, Mr. Chairman ¢ 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Jounson. That canal there: Is that the canal going south, down 
to Fresno, the Central Valley Canal? 

Mr. SHormake. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. What do you mean by removing the berms out of 
there? 

It is a cemented canal, isn’t it? 

Captain Lamp. I will have too— 

Mr. Tiencken. That is a very large irrigation canal and in the— 

Mr. Jounson. It is the one going on down to Fresno; isn’t it? 

Mr. Domrr. Central Valley water project. 

Mr. Jounson. That is the Central Valley Canal. 

Mr. Trencken. That is right. 

Mr. Jounson. Just what do you propose to do with the berms 
along that? I didn’t know there were any berms on that canal. 

Captain Lams. Well, there are some spoil material that was thrown 
up as the canal was dug through and that projects up in the air. I 
don’t know the exact distance. But it is relatively a small distance 
in the air. 

The flight pattern for the airplane coming in, since this canal is 
very close to the end of the runway, is very low. So they want to 
trim that off —— 

Mr. Jounson. In other words, you want to cut that down with 
the land? 

Captain Lams. Just trim it down a little bit. 
The CuarrMan. Why are we there in the first place ? 
What did you ever go to Crows Landing for in the first place ? 
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Captain Lams. Crows Landing was built during World War II 
as I recollect, sir, and when the Korean outbreak 
opened the field. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. JoHnson. It was abandoned after the war. 

The CuHarrman. That is right. It was abandoned. Why 
we let it stay abandoned ? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes. 

Captain Lamps. Well, we were forced under the criteria that was 
given to us, sir, that before we could start a new airfield we must ex- 
plore all existing airfields and see if they could be developed. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now how much activity have you at Crows Landing today ? 

Captain Lams. There is approximately 200 airplanes landing there 
each day, sir, and taking off. 

The CHarrmMan. How much have we invested there? 

Captain Lams. I would have to check. 

The Cuatrman. Get that in. 

Let’s see if we can’t abandon Crows Landing and find a different 
roost. 

Captain Lams. We havea plant account there now, sir, of $4,821,000. 


on Na AIRMAN. Well, that is including—it was established during 
the 


ae. , SR That is right. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

We haven’t spent anything on it, since you acquired it ? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Was it a Navy base or Army base or Air Force 
base ? 

Mr. Jounson. Navy base. 

Captain Lams. Navy base. 

The Cuatrman. Navy base. 

Captain Lams. And we have spent money because we extended the 
runway, sir, from about 5,000 out to 8,000 feet. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

And we have $4 million invested in it? 

Captain Lamps. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And it is estimated it will cost $787,000 more to 
get these easements and this fee as proposed in the bill now? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. Could I ask you a question right there? 

The CuHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. Isn’t it a fact, Captain, that your representatives 
went to the Board of Supervisors and asked them to draw an ordi- 
nance that would allow you to do this and they refused to do it and 
you went right ahead and did it anyway ? 

Captain Lamp. I have no knowledge of that, sir. 

The CHatrman. All right. 

Mr. Jonnson. Isn’t that a fact, Mr. Shoemake? 

Mr. Suormaxke. The plant 

The Cuarrman. Now, you got the information. 
objection ? 

We gave you the information what we want todothere. Now 
objection do you have and who do you represent ? 
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Mr. Suoemaxe. The planning commission turned them down, if 
I can answer. 

Mr. Jounson. Allright. You tell us your objection, just why don’t 
you want this? 
~ Mr. Suormaxe. The people that [ represent— 

The Cuamrman. Now, who do you re present? 

Mr. Suoemaxe. The citizens—everybody surrounding that area. 

We have the petitions that was original objecting to the county 
ordinance and we represent those people, which I think is 100 percent. 

The main objections are: We know the base is there and they are 
flying over there now. They are doing these carrier |: ndings at low 
altitude through there. We realize that that problem can’t be » stopped. 
But on these air easements, we don’t know what they are. The way 
the Navy asked for it originally was: We couldn’t have tractors run- 
ning at night, we couldn’t have any lights, we couldn't have people 
congested, picking crops under the area where these planes fly. 

There was one residence restricted to every 5 acres. And things 
of that sort. 

Now, this community, or this area around there is probably the 
most—some of the most valuable farmland in Califorma. It is all 
going into vegetables, with terriflic concentration 

The Cuatrman. Is it irrigated lands? 

Mr. Suormake. Yes, sir; it is all irrigated land. 

The Cuarrman. All irrigated Jand. 

Mr. SuormMake. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. What about taking the pipes down ? 

Mr. Suormake. These stand pipe things—they are all high pressure 
irrigation lines and we have these pipes to let the pressure out. The 
Nav v has told us they have these new type boxes or pop- olf boxes that 
work. 

We have tried to use these at other times and the people that sell 
these tell us they won’t work and they are very dangerous in that the 
line can blow up. 

Mr. Jounson. Did they tell you they won't work or they will work? 

Mr. Suormake. They will not. 

Mr. Jounson. The Navy testified the other day, this gentleman 
right here 1 think, that _ valves worked. 

Mr. Suormake. The Navy talked to us about it, but putting them in 
our field, and we said we would be glad to cooperate and do it if we 
could get some asurance that they would be liable for them if they 
don't work. ; 

Because the people that install them and the people that we deal 
with say they will not work, that they are not foolproof, and the Navy 
said they 

The Cuamrman. What is this irrigated land worth per acre for 
agricultural purposes ? 

They are going to take 200 acres. What is it worth? 

Mr. Jounson. What is the value per acre? 

Mr. Suoemake. To go in and buy that land, nol ody would sell that. 
But the land around there has been selling from around two to three 
thousand dollars an acre. It is saleable for two to three thousand 
dollars an acre. 

The Cuairman. For farm purposes, agricultural land ? 

Mr. Suoemake. Yes. 
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The CuHairman. Agricultural land for two or three thousand an 
acre ¢ 

Mr. Suommake. Yes, sir. 

The CHairmMan. What do you grow there? 

Mr. SHormake. Vegetables, tomatoes, melons, beans, carrots, 
broccoli, celery. 

The CuatrMan. No citrus fruits are grown there? 

Mr. SuHormake. No, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. All right. 

Now, what is the value of the easements ? 

Captain Lams. We are requesting 1,650 acres for easements, at a 
cost of $247,300, sir. 

The Cuatrman. How much is that an acre for easements ? 

Captain Lams. Approximately $130 per acre, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. How much do you estimate the land—the 200 acres 
of land is worth, how much per acre now / 

You have 200 acres. 

Captain Lamp. $940 per acre. 

The CuarrmMan. How much? 

Captain Lamp. $940. 

The CuarrmMan. $940 an acre? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Well now, Captain, why can’t we find some place 
that you could put these things and do these things without buying 
such high priced land and without harrasing and worrying a 
community d 

The people don’t want these jet planes flying all over them. They 
are trying to get away from them. Now, why can’t we do it? Why 
didn’t we let this base be abandoned when we weren't using it ! 

Admiral Russet. Mr. Chairman, this Crows Landing is an out- 
lying field for the area around San Francisco. It was developed in 
World War II for the purpose of range practice, which we have 
described before. We have about $5 million already invested in it 
and we are asking only that projections above the surface be kept 
down and certain additional features be held in check so that this 
facility 

The CuarrMan. What are you using it for today ¢ 

Admiral Russell. Practice carrier landings, primarily, sir. 

The CuHairmMan. You are going to do that same thing after this 
expenditure is made? 

Admiral Russell. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Well, now, have you had many accidents out 
there where the training has taken place ¢ 

Admiral Russeit. We have had accidents. Iam not just sure about 
this field. I know at Fallon we had one as recent as April. 

The Cuatrman. Why can’t we merely restrict its use to what you 
are using it for today ! 

What is the use of making all this expansion’ You are using if 
pretty well today. You have had a few accidents and you will have 
them even if you had the easemeents. 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman, there were a few accidents there and 
this gentleman is familiar with them. 

Will you tell the chairman what the accidents were ¢ 

Mr. Domrr. I am not familiar with Navy statistics, but I don’t 
believe there is a Navy base that has the safety record that the naval 
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air station at Crows Landing has had. There were accidents in that 
area, but they were planes from other bases. As far as the planes 
flying from the Crows Landing Naval Air Station, there has been 
very, very few accidents. We think the thing is relatively safe now. 

They have all the approach area and the flight area that we, the 
citizens, believe they should have. I don’t see how they are going 
to improve the safety of the base very much by lowering these air 
vents and securing this air easement. 

If your record is good to start with there is not very much you can 
do to improve it. We have no obstructions up in the 50-foot area 
at the present time. 

Mr. Jounson. How about the jet planes? 

Do you have any objection to those? 

Mr. Domrr. We object to the jet planes, but they are there and we 
are not attempting to run them out. We have had them for 4 years. 
They have been using that base for 4 years. 

The CuHarrmMan. You got accustomed to them in 4 years? 

Mr. Domrr. Yes, we have been able to put up with them, let’s put 
it that way. 

The CuHatrman. That is right. You wanted the base there and 
then the jets were brought in. 

Mr. Kizpay. Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kirpay. I wanted to ask the captain a question as to the ease- 
ment. What restrictions do you want to place on structures or activi- 
ties within the air over which you are asking the easement ? 

Captain Lams. By purchasing the 200 acres, or 100 acres at each end 
of the runway, the approach zones, we are then assured forevermore 
that no one can build anything in that area. 

Now, the only other easement we are asking for is to cut down any 
structures that are over 50 feet in the 12,000-foot circle. 

Mr. Kizpay. Mr. Shoemake mentioned tractors being used in the 
area. Do you want to have that restricted ? 

Captain Lams. That is a new one to me and I would have to have 
expert advice, but I don’t think tractors bother airbases. 

Mr. Kizpay. You have no objection to an obstruction that is under 
50 feet ? 

Captain Lams. We have no objection to any structure under 50 feet. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, wouldn’t it be a solution just to buy the 100 
acres at both ends of the runway. You are not having any trouble 
out there much with the obstructions that already exist. And forget 
about the easements. 

Now, you are entitled, there are no two ways about it in the world, 
to have good clearance in coming in and going off. Nobody can’t fuss 
about that. But they do have a right to complain if you go to inter- 
fere with the operations in this area, where you yourself admit that 
the easement is worth around $5 or $5 hundred an acre. This is valu- 
able irrigated land. Water is very important in California. We are 
holding up a project now on account of water. 

So it looks like to me it would be a good thing to authorize you to 
buy 100 acres at both ends of the runway and come back here next 
year to tell us about how your training is going on. Because you are 
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doing the same kind of training there today that you would do next 
year after the easements have been acquired. 

Admiral Russett. Mr. Chairman, I tried to get affirmative informa- 
tion on the accidents we have had there. We have had one—will you 
please repeat what you told me a minute ago / 

Commander Dana. Within the last year they had one fatal acci- 
kent out there. They had another accident in the recent period where 
the airplane hit the berm on the side of this canal. The pilot wasn’t 
killed, but we lost an airplane worth possibly a million dollars. 

The Cuarrman. Well, that happens at other places, does it not ? 

Commander Dana. Yes, sir. That is what we are trying to prevent 
from happening in the future. 

The Cuarrman. That is right, of course. 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Chairman, could we have the Navy place in the 
record so we will have it available the specific restrictions and the 
pattern of the easement ? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Domrr. May I ask which end of the runway and which runway 
they propose to purchase the 100 acres ? 

Mr. Jounson. Have the captain put the description in there. Put 
in the description of the area that you want easements over. 

Captain Lams. Aye, aye, sir, we will. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. A copy of the easement agreement, so we would 
know just what restrictions are called for in this air easement. 

Captain Lams. We, will furnish complete details on this field, sir. 

(The information is as follows.) 


1. The Navy Department proposes generally to restrict the properties to be 
covered by avigation easements by acquiring a perpetual easement and right- 
of-way for the free and unobstructed passage of aircraft in, through, and across 
the air space situated above the glide angle plane hereinafter described, together 
with the right in perpetuity to clear and keep clear the lands beneath said glide 
angle plane of any and all trees, structures, or other obstructions infringing 
upon or extending above the glide angle plane, and the right to install and main- 
tain on any obstacle or structure existing on said lands such obstruction lights 
as may be found necessary for the safe operation of aircraft over said lands, 
together with the perpetual right of ingress and egress for the purpose of exercis- 
ing the rights herein acquired. 

2. The glide angle plane over and above which an avigation easement is taken 
for normal approaches is more particularly described as a trapezoid plane ex- 
tending over the entire runway approach zone, said plane beginning at a base 
line located 1,000 feet distant from each end of the runway along the center 
line of the runway as extended and being 1,500 feet long, 750 feet on each side 
of the center line and all points along the base line having the same elevation as 
the point of intersection of said base line with the center line of the runway 
as extended. The trapezoid will have a horizontal length, along the center line 
of the runway extended, of 10,000 feet and a width at the outboard end of 4,000 
feet. The glide angle plane shall slope upward from the base line previously 
described at a ratio of 1 foot vertically for each 50 feet measured horizontally. 

3. In addition to the trapezoidal area described above, where actual physical 
obstructions exist or may come into existence in the future, which extend above 
the 50-foot elevation for fleet carrier landing practice fields and 150 feet for all 
other fields within a 12,000-foot radius of the ends of the runway, and the areas 
parallel to the runway 12,000 feet from its center line, similar avigation ease- 
ments will be procured giving the Department the right in perpetuity to clear and 
keep clear the space above a horizontal plane 50 feet above the elevation of the 
ends of the runway for fleet carrier landing practice fields and 150 feet for all 
other fields, of any and all trees, structures, or other obstructions infringing 
upon or extending above said plane, together with the perpetual right of ingress 
and egress for the purpose of exercising these rights. 
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4. The real-estate rights to be acquired will not include restrictions regarding 
dust control, night lighting, or other similar conditions which will affect farm- 
ing or grazing operations. Such matters are peculiar to each local area and it 
is planned that schedules of operations can be worked out at local levels without 
imposing restrictions on title to property. 

The Cuatrrman. All right. 

Any further statement you gentlemen want to make? I think we 
got the picture now in our minds. 

Mr. Dompr. Well, the captain stated that there is a number of air 
vents that will have to be lowered and that they will not insist on re- 
moving anything below 50 feet. I don’t believe that there are any air 
vents in the area within this 12,000 feet from the center of the base that 
are in excess of 50 feet. Now, why are you going to take those down ? 

The CHatrman. Well, if they are not over 50 feet he won't take 
them down. 

Mr. Domrr. You stated you are appropriating money for removal 
of a certain number of air vents. 

Captain Lamps. I believe they are in the approach area. 

Mr. Bennett. Is the 50 feet from the level of the taxiway ? 

Captain Lamp. Yes. 

Mr. Trencken. The pattern is 50 feet around the circle, the 12,000- 
foot circle. But as they come in, when they get down to coming in on 
the approach, the approach comes from that 50 foot down to zero and 
the stand pipes that would be in that area have actual approach would 
have to be lowered to—— 

Mr. Bennetr. What is the elevation from which you measure the 
50 feet ? 

Mr. Trencken. The elevation of the runway, using that as the— 

The CuarrmMan. What is the attitude as to the Navy finding some 
other place to locate, you gentlemen? What is your attitude with 
reference to the Navy abandoning this field ? 

Mr. Suormaxe. Well, we think—I am not trying to tell the Navy 
how to run their business, but just a few miles south of us there, prob- 
ably 2 or 3 minutes by jet, there is all the land available that you would 
want for $50 or $100 an acre. 

Now, I don’t know whether that location, cross landing is strategic 
or what, but there is a geat deal of Jand south of there which is cheap 
land, not good farmland. 

The Cuatrman. Level land like this? 

Mr. Jounson. Could I ask another question there ? 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. Awhile ago you said that before when they were do- 
ing this they didn’t want people down below working. Is that a fact? 

Mr. Suormake. In the original ordinance that they asked the 
county, our county to pass, they had other restrictions. 

Mr. Jonnson. You mean—— 

Mr. Suoemake. We couldn’t cause dust. We couldn’t have trac- 
tors going at night with the lights interfering with these planes. There 
were numerous things like that. 

Now if the height—if 50 feet height is the only thing that they want, 
there is nothing 45 50 feet in the area. 

Mr. Jounson. Captain, are you going to exact those same kind of 
requirements now in dealing w ith these people / 

Carrain Lamp. I beg your pardon, sir? 
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Mr. Keviener. Such as the use of tractors, and so on. 

Mr. Jounson. Are you going to insist they remove machinery off 
the land and all that sort of thing and not have any workmen down 
there working ? 

That is what you asked for before, your representatives did. 

Captain Lames. No, we are not. I think I said yesterday or the last 
time we discussed it that we would be very pleased to have the people 
go ahead with the farming in that area. 

Mr. JoHnson. Why did they ask the county to eliminate those 
activities ? 

Admiral Russeii. May 1 answer that question, please ? 

Mr. JoHwnson, Certainly. 

Admiral Russeii. Mr. Chairman, it is quite understandable if you 
are landing a jet at night and the headlights of the tractor are in 
the pilot’s eyes, you would want this not to happen. 

I believe there is the uttermost cooperation between the farmers in 
that area and the Navy. I understand they are actually farming 
Government land, is that right? 

Mr. Domrer. That is right. 

Admiral Russeti. And I am sure we can get along. 

I would like to point out, sir, that the one airplane which hit the 
bank of the canal was $1 million worth. It was lost to the Government. 
What we are asking for here is a very small amount to protect that 
investment, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Well—— 

Admiral Russetzi. I believe—I look upon this as necessary, and 
believe me, you may have the Navy’s promise that we will do our 
utmost in cooperating, keeping the value of the farming land up and 
letting the people work as much as possible, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Of course, it must always be cleared, every time, 
before the subcommittee, and in clearing any item to purchase an 
easement the committee will have the benefit of what your easement 
calls for and we will have the right to scrutinize it. And if you are 
imposing any undue hardship upon the people in acquiring the ease- 
ments, why then we can correct it. 

Admiral Russet. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jonnson. Admiral, I don’t think you are going to blame these 
farmers for that bang over there by the canal. That was done by the 
contractor who built the canal. 

Admiral Russe... No, sir we are not blaming the farmer for any- 
thing, sir. 

The CuamrMan. So— 

Mr. Barres. Mr. Chairman 

The CHatrMan. We will let this item stand with the understanding, 
like all these other items, it has to be cleared specifically. 

When you go to talk about purchasing the land and purchasing the 
easement, then we have to go over it again. 

If there is any further statement you gentlemen want to make, why 
we will give you the permission to file it in the record. 
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Thank you, very much. And we will watch out and try to protect 

your interest. 
DOMPE Bros., INc. 
Patterson, Calif., June 6, 1955. 
ARMED SERVICES COMMITTEE, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

HONORABLE GENTLEMEN : I wish to have placed on record this additional testi- 
mony to that which Mr. A. C. Shoemake and I presented at our appearance 
before you on June 2, 1955. 

Upon returning home and going over the proposed site of land acquisition and 
avigation clearances at the Crows Landing Naval Air Station, I found that: 

(1) Some of the 15 standpipes have already been lowered or completely re- 
moved which would indicate that a recent survey of the area was not made 
before asking for funds for expansion. 

(2) The sum of $28,700 for removal of existing concrete pipelines and the sum 
of $95,500 for new concrete pipelines would indicate that the 200 acres of land 
that is to be purchased cannot be farmed and that it is necessary to pipe the 
water around the area and it will be only a matter of time before the Navy will 
come back to you for additional funds to extend the existing runways on this 
land. This is an unnecessary expenditure and a waste of very valuable land 
which will be lost to us for all time. 

(3) The air station is not used to its capacity now nor has it been since the 
last war. Day after day goes by when no planes use the field or very few planes 
use the fields. The Navy captain that testified at the hearing said that 200 
planes per day use the airfield. I wish to inform you that it is not 200 separate 
planes, but a small number of planes that make the 200 landings on days that 
the base is used. The field should be used to full capacity in its present size 
before any further expansion and expenditure be considered. 

(4) We the landowners of the property in question request that the committee 
deny the request of the United States Navy and that we be able to farm our land 
with no restrictions whatsoever on our lands. 

Respectfully submitted. 

AMERICO O. DOMPE, 
Member, Crows Landing Landowners Committee. 


Now, that closes up everything except Parramore Island for the 
Navy. We willthank the Navy and Mr. Secretary. We will take up 
the Army in the morning. Notify Mr. Stevens to be here in the 
morning. 

Thank you very much, Mr. Secretary. You and your officers have 
presented your case most admirably and you have done a splendid job. 

Thank you very much. 

(Thereupon, at 12:15 p. m., the committee adjourned.) 





Hovsr or REPRESENTATIVES COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 
Washington, D. C., Friday, June 3, 1955. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman, 
presiding. 

The CuarrMan. Let the committee come to order. 

Members of the committee, this is a continuation of the hearing on 
H. R. 5700. We have reached the Army section of the bill, which is 
title I. 

This morning we have the privilege of having here as the witness 
the distinguished Secretary of the Army, Mr. Stevens. 

Mr. Stevens, the committee would be glad to have you come around 
and present the views of the Department of the Army in reference to 
the reason why in your opinion we should take care of the items set 
forth in this bill. 
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Secretary Stevens. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Chairman, I have a prepared statement which has been supplied 
to the committee in advance, and I thought in the interest of con- 
serving the committee’s time that if you had an opportunity to read it, 
then I would not take up the time to reread it. 

The CuaArrMAN. | suggest you deliver, without interruption, your 
prepared statement, and then we will question you later on. 

Secretary STEVENS. Fine, sir. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, it is a pleasure to appear again before 
this committee and to present the Department of the Army’s portion 
of the fiscal year 1956 military public works bill. 

I would like to explain at the outset how this program was developed. 
In March 1954 the Department of the Army received from the Depart- 
ment of Defense basic guidance concerning the type of projects to be 
included. In addition, the Department of Defense established a gen- 
eral order of precedence for the various types of projects. Using 
these criteria, the Army began putting together its construction 
program. 

At the installation level, projects were carefully developed in ac- 
cordance with a master plan established to insure maximum efficiency 
in our construction program over a period of years. This master plan 
closely conforms to currently accepted industrial site-planning prac- 
tices, adapted to the Army’s particular needs. 

After the responsible commanders in the field had thoroughly 
reviewed and screened the individual projects, the program in its 
entirety was reviewed by the Department of the Army to make certain 
that the construction and the land acquisition requested were properly 
related to all the military programs of the Army. 

In each case we asked ourselves, “Does this project fulfill an abso- 
lute need in the most efficient way?” The answer was either “Yes,” 
or the project was eliminated or drastically revised. This screening 
was most conscientiously carried out, I can assure you. Furthermore, 
the whole program was later reviewed in the Office of the Secretary 
of Defense, and in the Bureau of the Budget to insure that it was 
fully in line with the programs of the other services. 

I consider the bill before the committee to be a true expression of 
the Army’s requirements in the field of military construction and 
land acquisition for fiscal year 1956, and that the projects enumerated 
are essential to the proper performance of the Army’s mission as part 
of the defense team. 

The authorization proposed under title I of this bill amounts to 
$543,365,000. Of this amount, $498,365,000 is for the Army program. 
The $45 million difference is for work not under the jurisdiction of the 
Army and will not be covered in my presentation. 

I would like to outline briefly certain major subprograms of par- 
ticular interest. Foremost among these.is the continued construction 
of antiaircraft facilities worldwide. For this purpose the require- 
ment is for $160,500,000—or 32 percent of the Army total—most of 
which is earmarked for land and construction of additional nike 
guided missile positions which will further protect our cities and indus- 
trial areas from attack. This is a project of the utmost urgency. 
And if I may interject there, Mr. Chairman—and I had the privilege 
of a little discussion with Congressman Rivers just before the com- 
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mittee formally convened. We do have a crying need for the com- 
pletion of the McGregor range in southern New Mexico and northern 
Texas. This is an item that has been before the committee, but due 
to circumstances I am sure beyond the committee’s control, there has 
been a considerable delay in it. I am most anxious, as Secretary of 
the Army, that we gain the authorization of the committee, the pro- 
gram having been funded nearly 2 years ago, to go ahead with the 
acquisition of the land which is necessary for a guided missile range. 

The Army is also requesting approval of $44,900,000 for 24,096 
permanent barracks spaces to house our troops in the continental 
United States. To go with the permanent barracks which have been 
built in this country in recent years, we also need $19 million for 
battalion and regimental buildings, dispensaries, classrooms, and 
other standard facilities. 

The proposed authorization of $88,372,000 for family housing will 
provide 5,765 new and badly needed units, all but 806 of them in the 
continental United States. This is the initial increment of a 5-year 
plan designed to put family housing for the Army in proper shape. 
I would like to point ont that the existing housing deficit is over and 
above all housing available to Army families at or near their duty 
stations, including privately owned dwellings. 

In addition to the new authorization sought, the Army intends to 
request funding in the amount of $41,808,000 to construct 3,147 units 
previously authorized, which will bring up to 8,912 the number of 
family units we hope to be able to build during the coming fiscal year. 
It is going to take similar programs over the following 5 or 6 years 
to do the job. 

I consider this family housing program to be a matter of the greatest 
importance. It has a very direct bearing on the maintenance of esprit 
among all military personnel, and our ability to retain in the service 
the trained people—the leaders and the technicians—who constitute 
our Army’s hard core of strength. The present need for adequate 
housing for Army families entitled by law to such accommodation is, 
in my estimation, equal and parallel to the need which existed for the 
Career Incentive Act recently enacted by the Congress. I strongly 
urge that this housing program be given favorable consideration. 

In this connection I would like to stress two points made by Assist- 
ant Secretary of Defense Floete in his presentation on May 9. The 
first is that of all the methods which have been considered for the 
financing of public quarters I believe the cheapest and most. satis- 
factory in the long run involves the use of funds directly appropriated 
for that purpose. This method avoids the costly payment of quarters 
allowance and is therefore self-liquidating within a reasonably short 
period of time. 

The second is that I recommend the adoption of section 508 of the 
bill which reiterates the statutory size limitations for family housing 
that have been permanent law since 1948. These permanent size limi- 
tations range from 1,080 square feet for noncommissioned officers to 
2,100 square feet for general officers and are considered reasonable by 
the Department of the Army. In all public works laws since 1948, 
however, temporary restrictions have been imposed which have pre- 
vented implementation of the basic law by limiting housing to a maxi- 
mum of 1,250 square feet and an average of 1,080 square feet. The 
enactment of section 508 will permit a program of family housing for 
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all ranks of military personnel in proper numbers and sizes appropri- 
ate to rank and position. 

In addition to the principal projects which I have thus far described, 
there are certain others which I think merit particular mention. 

There are five land acquisition items totaling $38,300,000. ‘The 
most costly involves the acquisition of 52,000 acres on Okinawa. one 
of our most vital bases in the Pacific. Although this $30,500,000 
item is quite large, it includes not only the $7.5 miistion required by the 
Army, but also all that needed by the Air Force and Navy and other 
United States agencies represented on the island. Most of this prop- 
erty is already in the hands of our military forces and other agencies. 
Some of this usage dates back to World War Il, and it is desirable 
that the problem now be cleared up once and for all. Our payment 
for this land will help immeasurably to strengthen the economy of 
Okinawa and Alaska, amounting to $26,200,900. 

Another item in the category of land acquisition to which I invite 
your special attention involves the acquisition of 31,000 acres at Fort 
Sill, Okla., at a cost of $2,200,000, This land is urgently needed 
extend the range at the artiller ¥ center there, in order to accommodate 
the new and very long-range artillery weapons such as the 280-milli- 
meter gun and the Honest John roe ket, which add so greatly to the 
lirepower ot our Army. 

The $2 million authorization for Camp Rucker, Ala., is largely 
for flight-training facilities at the Army Aviation School. No fune- 
tions are involve:t in this construction which the Aviation School was 
not already performing at Fort Sill, Okla., prior to its moving to 
Camp Rucker last fall. Army hght aviation is an indispensable tool 
of command and is required for the proper performance of an in- 
creasing number of organic missions, including fire direction, recon- 
naissance, and evacuation of wounded. 

We are also requesting approval o f $5,400,000 for more adequate 
academic facilities at the Command a General Staff College, Fort 
Leavenworth, Kans., and an additional $2,700,000 for the construction 
of a new station hospital at this post. The academic activities of this 
great school, which has such a profound influence on the quality of 
leadership in the higher brackets of our Army, are carried on in 
11 scattered buildings erected between 1859 and 1911, and ineluding a 
converted gymnasium, a former riding hall, and a one-time stable. 
The construction requested will permit far more efficient administra- 
tion and operation of the college, and give it a physical plant more 
nearly commensurate with its require ments. As an indication of the 
caliber of training which students receive at Fort Leavenworth, | 
found from talking with the top military and civilian leaders of the 
countries I visited during my recent trip to the Far East that the 
request for larger numbers of their military people to attend our 
college is becoming more and more persistent. 

The major segmens I have mentioned total $383,800,000 or 78 per 
cent of the Army portion of title I. The remaining 22 percent will 
provide for additional construction in Iceland, facilities for research 
and de ‘velopment, maintenance shops, dredging, and other miscellane- 
ous public works throughout the Army Establishment. 

The committee is interested in the proposed funding of the authori- 
zation requested. In fiscal years 1954 and 1955 the Department of the 
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Army received no military construction appropriations. In_ these 
years it was able to fund requirements for newly authorized con- 
-truction through reprograming of prior appropriations with the ap- 
proval of the Congress. As this will no longer be possible, the Army 
will request the Appropriations Committees to approve new appro- 
priations for all but about $10 million of the fiscal year 1956 autheori- 
zation. 

Members of the Army staff who appear before the committee are 
prepared to furnish all the detailed information you desire with re- 
spect to title I of this bill. We appreciate the chance to present our 
program and assure you of fullest cooperation in answering your 
questions. 

The Cuamruan. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

Now, for the record and to call your attention as to how it sets up 
in figures, this is the way I find it, Mr. Secretary: 

Total unfunded authorization that is on the books today is $373,- 
300,000. And this bill provides an authorization of $455 million. 

Secretary Stevens. That is right. 

The Caiman. Now, you can add those 2 together and that makes 
$828,300,000. 

Now you are asking the Budget and the Appropriations Committee 
to make available in the bill, that will be out sometime during this 
session, $379,100,000. That leaves unfunded $449,200,000. And to 
be subtracted from that will be your rescission program of $195,500,- 
000. That leaves $253,700,000 authorized but for which no appropri- 
ations are made. 

Now, those are the figures I gather from the previous statements 
that have been made by Mr. Floete and from your statement. 

Now, how important do you consider each and every one of these 
items set out in this bill? 

Secretary Srevens. I consider it to be of the greatest importance, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. Are they important enough to try to get as large 
an amount of money as you possibly can to carry them out / 

Secretary STEVENS. Yes, sir. 

The Cnairman. Or is it just merely to get the authorization and 
drift along with it? 

Secretary Srpvens. No, sir. We want to carry them out. 

The Cuarmman. Don’t you think that the authorization and the 
appropriation should go as close, hand-in-hand, as possible and not 
have too large an authorization and not a suflicient appropriation to 
take care of it? 

Secretary Svrevens. I do, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, then, do you consider these items merely 
permissive or do you consider them mandatory, if Congress enacts 
them into law? 

Secretary Srevens. Mandatory. 

The Cuarrman. Then you feel that it is incumbent upon you, if 
Congress approves these different items, backed up by line items, is 
to try to implement them as early as possible and get your appropria- 
tion as fast as possible? 

Secretary Stevens. I do, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Now, I find myself in complete agreement with 
all the answers. 
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Now, another thing: Has your office or your staff scrutinized each 
one of these items most carefully and reached the decision that the 
facilities should be established at these particular places ¢ 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. 

The CHarmman. Now, the committee will not be confronted, will we, 
in the next year by a statement from the Army saying, “We were in 
error when we wanted a station located at these different places and we 
changed our mind now and want it located somewhere else”? 

Secretary Stevens. I don’t anticipate anything of that kind. 

The Cuatrman. Then as far as mapping it out for the future, you 
think you are on absolutely sound ground in asking Congress to take 
care of these stations and these line items as set out in the backup 
books ¢ 

Secretary STEVENS. Yes, I do, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Now, do you have complete authority or do you 
have to go to Mr. Floete or Mr. McNeil to carry out these recommenda- 
tion that you set out in your bill? 

Secretary Stevens. 1 would—— 

The CuarrMan. For instance, I mean by that, if Congress author- 
izes these different places, can you go over to the Appropriations Com- 
mittee and get the money, or do you have to go up to Mr. Floete or do 
you have to go to Mr. MeNeil and say, “Will you let me have this?”; 
notwithstanding the fact that Congress has approved it ? 

Secretary Srevens. Of course this has all been coordinated with 
Secretary Floete and Secretary McNeil and we certainly are going to 
the Appropriations Committees and ask for the funds. And when 
the Congress—if the Congress speaks and makes the funds avail- 
able- 

The CHatrman. All right. 

Secretary STevENs. Then as far as I am concerned, that is a clear 
instruction to proceed with the program. 

The CHatrman. Now then, if we enact this program, what we put 
in here, do you have to go back to Mr. Floete and to Mr. McNeil and 
say, “Congress has approved this and this is the law of the land. 
How will you let me carry out the law?” Do you have to go back and 
isk them that ? 

Secretary STEVENS. Well, I don’t know as I—Can I answer that this 
way, Mr. Chairman: Asthe funds become available from the Congress, 
if they do, and from the Treasury, they would, you might say, pass 
through the Comptroller’s hands or the Department of Defense, and 
we would go to him and say, “Now, we are ready to proceed with such 
and sucha ' project and please make the funds available.” 

The CHatrman. Now, what worries me: I don’t want to do any- 
thing useless. I want to do something constructive. And if the Con- 
gress puts its stamp of approval on it and the President signs the bill 
and it becomes a law, what we want to do is to carry out the law that 
has been enacted by Congress and approved by the President. I am 
just trying to lead up to find out if someone in the Department has the 
vuthority to say to you as Secretary of the Army, charged by st»tute 
with certain responsibility—and one responsibility is to run the Ariny. 
That is your responsibility, fixed by statute. Because when we re- 
wrote the bill, I specifically insisted that we put the responsibility 
upon the Secretary of the Army. Now, I just want to know if you 





feel like you are going to be blocked or interfered with in any one of 
these items, in carrying it out. 

Secretary Srevens. Why, I wouldn't think so, Mr. Chairman. And 
I would say that the only person or people that would have possible 
authority to stop the Army in going ahead with any of these projects 
would be either the Secretary of Defense or the Deputy Secretary of 
Defense. 1 would not consider that the Assistant Secretaries of De- 
fense could overrule us. 

The Cuairman. Well, then, if anyone was trying to stop you, why, 
you would of course make every effort to follow the act of Congress, 
because you think what you are asking for is needed for the proper 
administration of the Army ¢ 

Secretary Srevens. That is completely true and is exactly what 1 
would do. 

The Cuamman. Then if any effort is made—if Congress enacts 
these different items and you can’t carry them out and money has been 
ag ized and appropriated for them, I certainly hope you will come 

back up here to the committee and advise the committee that money 
has been appropriated and authority has been given you and yet some- 
one in the Department of Defense is saying you can’t do this; that and 
the other as referred to in these bills. 

Secretary Srevens. I think it is only right and proper that if such 
an eventuality arose that 1 come back here and make that report to you. 

The Cuarmman. Well now, if Congress enacts this and it becomes a 
law, we do not expect these things to be carried out as fast as money is 
made available. 

Secretary STEVENS. Yes, sir. 

The Cnamman. With that assurance. I want to ask you this ques- 
tion: 

What is the situation with reference to the moving from Fort Sheri- 
dan to Des Moines the headquarters of the Fifth Army ¢ 

Secretary Srevens. The situation— there is nothing of any partic- 
ular moment. We run studies from time to time as to whether or not 
we have our Army headquarters located in the right place. Recently 
we did some work along that line. But there is no intention of moving 
the headquarters out of Chicago. Actually it is in Chicago, as you 
know, Mr. Chairman. 

The CrarrmMan. Fort Sheridan ? 

Secretary Stevens. No; it is actually in Chicago. 

The Cuamman. In Chicago. 

Secretary Stevens. And there may be a question as to whether or 
not it wouldn’t be wise to locate it at Fort Sheridan. But that is the 
extent of the discussion and nothing is imminent on it at all. 

The CuarrmMan. Wouldn't it be in the interest of economy—the 
headquarters in Chicago is now in rented property, is it not? 

Secretary STEVENS. ‘Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Why wouldn’t it be in the interest of economy to 
move it? 

Secretary Srevens. That is exactly what we are looking into. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Secretary Srevens. That is exactly what we are looking into. 

The Cuairman. Why wouldn't it be in the interest of economy to 
put it in Government-owned facilities? Because we have plenty of 
facilities at Fort Des Moines, have you not? 
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Secretary STeveNs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Well, I certainly—now, can we expect you to reach 
a final decision in regard to that? How long—that has been under 
consideration for some time. Because I have been conversant with the 
situation out there. How long now before you think you can finally 
reach a decision ¢ 

Secretary Stevens. Well, my own feeling in the matter, Mr. Chair- 
man, is that the headquarters of the Army is not going to move away 
from the Chicago area; that it is going to stay there, certainly for the 
foreseeable future. ‘Therefore, the question of moving it from in 
Chicago proper to Sheridan is the only thing that I have under consid- 
eration at the present time. 

The Cuairman. I see. Then your mind is fixed or you have con- 
cluded that the proper place is in the Chicago area ¢ 

Secretary Stevens. That is right. 

The Cramman. The only question is whether it will go out of 
rented buildings in Chicago or to Fort Sheridan / 

Secretary Stevens. That is right. 

The CuarrmMan. Have you made an investigation to see whether the 
headquarters should be moved to Fort Des Moines? 

Secretary Stevens. We have done some—as I say, we have made 
studies on all the armies as to possible locations. 

The Cuatrman. Now, will you reopen it on two phases: That area, 
out of Chicago into Fort Sheridan, and then another inquiry as to 
the feasibility to move the whole headquarters to Fort Des Moines? 

Secretary Srevens. Well, I will of course do anything that the 
committee wants me to do. 

The Cuairman. No. 

Secretary Stevens. But my opinion is, after looking into it to the 
extent that I have, that we ought not to consider moving it to Des 
Moines. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Now, another thing I want to ask you of a general nature 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Mr. Chairman, could I inquire on that matter 
you just brought up ? 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CunnineGuam. Mr. Secretary, have you personally been to Fort 
Des Moines? 

Secretary Stevens. No, sir, 1 have not. 

Mr. CunnrnGuam. You are taking the report of someone else who 
has been there ¢ 

Secretary Srevens. Plus my general knowledge of the situation, 
Mr. Congressman. 

Mr. Cunntncuam. What is your general knowledge? You know 
about Fort Des Moines ? 

Secretary STevENS. No; I mean with respect to the 5th Army area 

Mr. Cunnincuam. W hy would you want to move it from where 
it isto Fort Sheridan ? 

Secretary Stevens. Why ? 

Mr. Cunninauam. Yes. What would be the advantage to that? It 
is only a few miles of distance. 

Secretary Stevens. The advantage would be to save the cost of the 
rented facilities we have in Chicago. 
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Mr. CunninGHAM. Well, of course you would have the same saving 
if you would move it to Fort Des Moines and Fort Des Moines is not 
being used at all, a $4-million or $5-million post standing idle. Is 
Sheridan idle? 

Secretary Srevens. No, Sheridan is not idle, but it can accommo- 
date the headquarters if it were decided to move it there. 

Mr. CunNINGHAM. Now, you are aware that unless some use is found 
for Fort Des Moines it will have to be sold as surplus to the 
speculators ¢ 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. If the Government no longer has any 
use for an installation, it is normally declared surplus. But who buys 
it depends on many things. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. And it is an ideal post and no effort is being 
made to see whether or not it would be suitable for this 5th Army 
headquarters ? 

Secretary Stevens. Sr, we have looked into that. 

Mr. Cunnineuam. Yes, I know. Your general has been out there 
for a few hours, but he didn’t make much of a survey. And we an- 
ticipated he would give an adverse report. Because they don’t like 
to move them away from out of the city. 

Secretary Stevens. That is not—— 

Mr. Cunnrncuam. But I would like to call your attention to the 
fact that this Fort Des Moines Army post—its location is just one mile 
from an excellent airport, much closer probably than where you are 
in Chicago now. That adequate rail facilities right to the post will 
be provided. And if there is not suflicient—and this has been assured 
by a committee headed by the Governor, your Department—if there 
is not sufficient quarters at Fort Des Moines at present to supply the 
necessary Office space, it will be provided by the people of the city 
of Des Moines. The fort is in standby now, not being used at all. 
It was an excellent location for the first officer WAC training camp 
during World War II. Subsequent to that it was used for training 
the WAC’s all the way through. And you mean to say that you would 
move it up to Fort Sheridan as an economy measure and let Fort Des 
Moines stand idle? 

Secretary STevENS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CunninGHAM. Are you aware of those things? 

Secretary Srevens. I would do that. 

Mr. Cunnrnenam. You would? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Cunnrncuam. Have you taken into consideration the question 
of the necessity of dispersal of our locations throughout the land in 
the event of a bombing? 

Secretary Srevens. I don’t think our Army headquarters should 
run away from danger areas. I think—— 

Mr. Cunninouam. I didn’t understand your explanation. 

Secretary Stevens. I say I don’t think our Army headquarters 
should run away from danger areas. I think we must stay in places 
like Governor’s Island in the First Army, and the Presidio in the 6th 
Army. 

Mr. Cunnineuam. You think they should be in danger areas? 

Secretary Stevens. I think if there is danger, you should have the 
Army in the danger area. 
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Mr. CunniNGHAM. In the dangerous part? 

Secretary STEVENS. Some parts of it, yes. 

Mr. CunNINGHAM. That is a new one on me. 

Secretary Stevens. Well, I don’t think we want to run away from 
danger in the Army. 

The Cuamman. Of course. Off the record. 

(Statement off the record.) 

The Cuairman. But I do want you to do this, Mr. Secretary. In 
view of the correspondence we have here in the committee and in view 
of the inquiry about it, I would appreciate it very much if you would 
have someone and you yourself reach a final decision and look over 
the whole situation with reference to the headquarters of the Fifth 
Army being transferred from the Chicago area to the Des Moines 
area. 

And when you have reached your decision, please advise the 
committee, 

Secretary Srevens. Very good, sir. We will do that. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, sir. 

Now, the next question I want to ask you: I know the committee 
will note with interest this statement. 

I note you refer to light aviation. 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarmman. It is my understanding that the Air Force is pro- 
curing quite a sizable number of jet planes for the Army. What are 
these for ? 

Secretary Srevens. No, sir. There is an experimental plane, a 
small, a very small plane—I think 10 of them, an experimental group 
of 10, which are really the same type of plane as the fixed-wing plane 
except that they are equipped with a jet engine. They are not a jet 
fighter. They are not a jet bomber. It is an experimental aircraft, 
and I think there is a total of 10 of them on order, I believe with the 
Cessna Aircraft Co. 

The CuamrmMan. Now 

Secretary Stevens. The manufacturers of light aircraft. 

The CHatrman. I see in your statement you said $2 million author- 
ization at Camp Rucker “is largely for flight training facilities at the 
Army Aviation School.” 

Secretary Srrevens. That is right. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, is that for the purpose of training officers and 
personnel to fly and you are somewhat duplicating the aviation of the 
Air Force ? 

Secretary Stevens. No duplication whatever, Mr. Chairman. None. 

The CHatrman. Novy, is this going to be a helicopter training, or 
what kind of training is it now ? 

Secretary Stevens. Well—yes, it is both, it is helicopter and it is 
fixed wing. It isn’t primary. That is done by the Air Force under 
contract. But it is adapting the flyer, after he has learned basic 
flying, to the particular observation and reconnaissance and other 
needs of the Army. 

The CHatrmMan. Now, is the Army establishing a helicopter train- 
ing program and has assigned to it large numbers of helicopters for 
use in connection with its ground forces? 

Secretary Stevens. Oh, yes, sir. 





The Cuatrrman. Now, how large a training program of helicopters 
have you, and are we making private contracts with schools for that 
purpose ¢ 

Secretary Srevens. The program is not a large program, Mr, 
Chairman, but it looks toward making the helicopter, which has proved 
to be such a valuable instrument of war in the Korean war—we are 
developing it further as an integra] part organic to Army units on 
the ground; like evacuation, for example. We evacuated 16,000 
wounded in Korea, and as a result of the helicopter evacuation we 
had the finest record of saving lives that we ever had in any war. It 
is that type of thing. 

The Cuatrrman. Well, I think you are on sound ground. Because 
I do think that is a role and mission of the Army in connection with 
its ground forces. 

Now, let’s see to what magnitude you are beginning to develop that. 
Isn’t it correct that you have advertised or are calling for contracts 
for private instructors and private schools to train personnel ? 

Secretary Stevens. No; not as far as I know, not with schools, no. 
It may be there are such plans, but to my knowledge we are not now 
contracting with schools. 

The Cuatrman. Where do you train them and how do you train 
them then ? 

Secretary Stevens. The fixed-wing pilots are trained by the Air 
Force and a good many of the helicopter pilots, too, isn’t that correct 
(conversing with aide) 2 

The Air Force conducts all the fixed-wing primary training for 
Army aviators at Gary Air Force Base, San Marcos, Tex., and transi- 
tion training for commissioned officers from fixed-wing to reconnais- 
sance type rotary-wing. 

At Camp Rucker the Army conducts all advanced and tactical train- 
ing for fixed-wing pilots and all primary and advanced training for 
cargo helicopter ‘pilots. Also, several mechanics courses at Camp 
Rucker. 

The CuarrmMan. How long has that training program been on, and 
to what extent do you propose it and how many groups or wings or 
whatever you are going to classify them of the helicopters do you 
contemplate ? 

Secretary Srevens. Well, this program, Mr. Chairman, is one that 
has been carried on for years at Fort Sill. That is where the Army 
Aviation School was for many years. The only reason that the item 
is up at all here is because we had to move it away from Fort Sill on 
account of the range requirements of our guns out there and put it 
somewhere else. So we moved it to Camp Rucker. And it ts the 
same facility, both as far as fixed-wing and helicopter type planes are 
concerned. It is the same school. 

The Crarrman. Now, another item. Thank you for that infor 
mation. 

Now, another item I want to call your attention to is what you say 
here in regard to Fort Sill. Now, you propose to acquire some 31,000 
acres, and when we have the officer who handles that, we will go in 
considerable detail. But ] nn to state that there have been a great 
many communications and a great many people coming up here in 
opposition to this large scquicitions: You can rest assured that we 
will give it most careful consideration. 
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Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, if I may at this point! 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Brooks. I would like to ask the Secretary this: 

I notice the use there of Camp Rucker and other places; are there 
any plans now to use any portion of Camp Polk in Louisiana ‘ 

Secretary Srevens. Mr. Congressman, only for the armored division 
maneuvers. 

Mr. Brooks. When will they occur / 

Secretary Srevens. That I believe will start about midsummer; we 
will be moving in. 

Mr. Brooxs. That will be maneuvers from Fort Hood in ‘Texas ‘ 

Secretary Srevens. That is right. 

Mr. Brooxs. And what other ¢ 

Secretary Stevens. Just from Fort Hood. There will be a division 
move over from Fort Hood and have an armored exercise and maneu- 
ver in the area of Camp Polk. 

Mr. Brooks. You have no other plans, though, to use the facilities 
for the time being, there ? 

Secretary Stevens. Not at the present time, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. I notice you have a good deal here for housing, new 
housing and all of that. That housing is still being maintained in 
good shape, isn’t it ? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. And the camp is still in status where it is ready to 
be used at any moment / 

Secretary Srevens. That is right. It is a fine property, there is no 
question about it. 

The Cuarman. Now, in this portion of your statement, right at 
the very beginning, about additional Nike guided missile sites, do you 
contemplate establishing new ones or are those that are already 
established ? 

Secretary Stevens. Well, we have our plans, Mr. Chairman, and 
we simply would carry out and implement those existing plans, 

The CHairMan. Then it is just a continuation of the plan? 

Secretary STEVENS. That is right, sir. 

The CuairmMan. Now—— 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. Could I ask a question ¢ 

The CHARMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jonnson. Mr. Secretary, I notice on page 4 of your statement 
you discuss the matter of Okinawa. 

Secretary STEVENS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. And the acquisition of 52,000 acres of land. 

Secretary STEVENS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JoHnson. Several years ago—a year and a half ago—some of us 
who are members of this committee were out on Okinawa and the 
Okinawans protested very vigorously to the acquisition of any more 
land by the military on the island. 

Now, what is this 52,000 acres ¢ 

Secretary STEvENs. Well, this represents the land, Mr. Congress 
man, primarily that our installations are already located on. 

The CuatrMan. I may say in that connection 
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Mr. JoHNsON. Just a moment. There must be some more besides 
what the installations are on now, because that was paid for when 
the installations were made, when we were there. 

Secretary STEVENS. No, sir; it has not. It has never been settled. 
This hangs over from wartime, 10 years ago. 

The Cuamman. Let me say, Mr. Johnson and Mr. Secretary, there 
ure representatives from the ‘local government who asked permission 
to appear from Okinawa, and we have granted them the permission 
tocome in. And we will go into that most carefully. They are rais- 
ing the point, Mr. Secretary, that it is not healthy for their economy 
for the Government to acquire this large acreage. But we will look 
into that. 

Now, what day have you set them down to be heard ¢ 

Mr. KeLLeneER. It would probably be best when we take up that 
item, whenever that is. I would say about 3 days from now. 

The CuarrMan. All right. They will be heard at that time. 

Mr. Jounson. They protested very violently. 

The CuHaArrRMAN. We will go into that in detail. 

Secretary STEVENS. I have been out there and talked to Mayor Higa 
and some of the other officials, too. But here we have the gfeat 
installations of the Air Force and the Army and to a lesser extent the 
Navy, and many of those installations are well built, but the land on 
which they stand has never been adjudicated, and that has never been 
done. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, that was the protest that we filed in one of our 
committee reports, that we were using property we had no title to 
and building millions and tens of millions of dollars worth of con- 
struction on it. 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. This would clear that up. 

Secretary STEVENS. Yes, sir. 

The CHarmMan. Mr. Kelleher, any questions ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes; I have one, Mr. Chairman. 

I don’t know if I understood you correctly, Mr. Secretary, but I 
thought you said for the helicopter training you were not inviting 
contracts and having that done at schools. 

Secretary Stevens. No. We are inviting helicopter—I don’t think 
we have any existing contracts, but I think we have inquired. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes; you have, as I understand, invited 38 companies 
to bid. 

Secretary Srevens. That is right. 

Mr. Kerzener. And received 11 proposals. 

Secretary Srevens. I don’t know about the proposals. I am not 
aware of any contracts that we actually have, although I have just been 
informed that we have asked for proposals on helicopter training. 

Mr. Ketiener. And you will do your own helicopter training, then, 
that is, under these contracts? The Air Force won’t be involved in 
this at all? 

Secretary Stevens. Not in this particular phase of it. 

Mr. Ketiener. All right. 

The Cuarmman. Then you do propose to receive bids and scrutinize 
them with reference to helicopter training ? 

Secretary Stevens. That is right. 
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The Cuairman. And some 30 proposals were submitted to you? 

Mr. Ke.tener. 38 companies have been invited to bid, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Secretary Stevens. Well they haven’t been submitted to me person- 
ally. I didn’t know of the invitations until Mr. Kelleher mentioned it, 
and Colonel Shuler informed me that we have asked for proposals on 
helicopter training. 

Mr. Bennerr. That won't require installations at any new bases 

Secretary Stevens. No, sir. There are a ~~ I think you can call 
them satellite strips, around the Rucker area, but no bases at all. 
Using some of the smaller municipal + sonsadting 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question about heli- 
copters ¢ 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Jounson. Out where I live they have been talking about plac- 
ing headquarters for helicopters first in Utah and then they decided 
to move to Sharpe General Depot because the weather conditions were 
better. We had more dry days and not very bad wind there. Now, 
what is the situation there with reference to that 2 

The Cuamman. Where is that last place you said ? 

Mr. Jounson. Sharpe General Depot, which is the biggest depot out 
in the West, near Stockton, in California. 

The Cuarrman. You know what Talbott said. Mr. Talbott said 
there is so much in California now 

Mr. Jounson. I say it right there. They don’t have to acquire all 
the land. They have the land. It has been there since the war. 

Mr. Brooks. It is a question of water. 

Secretary Stevens. [ think you are talking about the maintenance 
mission, which is a subject which is under discussion between the Air 
Force and the Army. It has not been decided. 

Mr. Jounson. I thought they said it was going to be a permanent 
place for them and also maybe a training place for them. 

Secretary Stevens. Nothing definitely decided, Mr. Johnson. 

The Caiman. All right. 

Now, Mr. Secretary, I want to ask you another question of a general 
nature. Now, with reference to a study being made to declare camps 
permanent—you see, this bill involves large expenditures and we are 
being called upon constantly to make expenditures at camps which 
haven't been officially declared permanent. While it is all right to do 
so, it gives them a little better standing if they are made permanent. 
Now, what is likely as to the restudy or any decision in the near 
future in making more camps perm: ment ? 

Secretary Stevens. Well, Mr. Chairman, I don’t think there is a 
great likelihood of it, particularly at the present time, when the size 
of the Army is decreasing. The question of permanent camps is one 
that is under constant study, detailed staff studies going on all the 
time about this matter. 

The Cuatrrman. Now, Mr. Secretary, there is no indication where 
the strength of the Army is going to decrease. It has been fixed for 
the next fiscal year, the end of the fiscal year, at 1,027,600. 

Secretary Stevens. I mean the figures of the total strength that have 
been in existence in the Army for the last several years—— 

The Coarmman. I know. 
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Secretary STEVENS. It is down to a considerable extent. 

The Cuarman. You heard the testimony of the Secretary of De- 
fense, Mr. Wilson, and the testimony of Admiral Radford, Chairman 
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. They said we must. maintain—and it is 
your own views—‘We must maintain for an indefinite period of time 
at least 1,027,000 men.” 

Secretary Srevens. That is right. 

The Cuarman. That is what all of you testified to here, and that 
is what you are trying to level off to, at least for the next 4 years any- 
way, because that is the period of the draft when we passed it. 

Now, noting that fact, why wouldn’t it be proper to increase some 
of the permanent establishments of the Army and fix it based around 
1,027,000 men as a mere minimum 4 

Secretary STevens. Well, you see the Army was up to a million and 
a half, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Oh, yes, I know that. 

Secretary Srevens. And the fact that it is coming down to 1,027,000 
does not make this a time when you would be increasing the number 
of permanent installations. 

The CHamman. Well, am I warranted in this inference from that 
that if it stands at 1,027,000 that we should close some camps ? 

Secretary SrevENs. Well, as you know, we have had to close some 
camps in the last couple of years, and it may be necessary to inactivate 
others. 

The Cuatrman. I am frank to say I can’t see why there should be 
a hesitancy when you know a camp has a particular military mission 
nud it is designed for that purpose and you are appropriating money 
constantly for that camp, why it shouldn’t be classified a permanent 
institution and let the Army know that that camp is permanent. And 
then it builds around and increases its activities and those things, 
and we make permanent structures on it instead of temporary. 

To be frank, I have been a little disappointed that you haven’t been 
declaring more of these camps permanent institutions. 

Secretary Stevens. Well, we are taking another look at a number of 
camps at the present time. 

The Cuarrman. Now, you see, we are in this position: You are 
putting us in this position: You come along here and say, for instance, 
“At camp X we want $7 million or $8 million or $10 million spent at 
camp X.” Now, we say, “All right, we will spend that.” But it 
might so happen that you will say,“Well, Lam not going to make that 
a permanent camp.” And we are pouring in that camp and it is not 
- ade permanent. And then you might abandon that. Then it would 

be declared into sur plus, like a great many of these other things, and 
sold or just stand there in caret: aker cus stody. 

Now, I am a little bit disturbed about spending large — of money 
at places that are not definitely known are going to be permanent 
inatitedions: 

Secretary Srevens. [ think, Mr. ¢ sunnah, you will find relatively 
small items in this bill that are going to camps that are classified as 
other than permanent. 

The Cuarrman. What is that? 

Secretary Srevens. You will find a relatively small amount of 
money going to camps that are other than permanent. 
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The CHarmman. Well, it may be small in proportion to the total 
authorization of $455 million, but nevertheless it runs into several 
millions of dollars. 

Secretary STEvENS. It isa relatively small amount. I can’t give you 
out of my head exactly what it is, but there are not large sums of money 
being spent. 

The Cuatrman. Well, we can find out as we go through the bill line 
by line. 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Then that may cause the committee to hesitate to go 
ahead. Because we will say, “Why, we don’t know how long this camp 
is going to be in existence.” 

Secretary STEVENS. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. “What is it going to build houses here and what is 
the use of doing this, that or the other here? This camp might fold 
up.” 

Now, when we come to a camp that is not going to fold up, why, we 
know that the Army is committed to that camp. We are then on firm 
ground, But we are on doubtful ground when we are spending money 
when the camp hasn’t been made permanent. You recognize that. 

Secretary STEVENS. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMan. So therefore-——— 

Secretary Stevens. But I think you will find very little money in 
this request for the kind of situation that you are talking about, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The Cuamman. Then if there was a hesitancy on the part of the 
committee to make available at camps that haven't been declared 
permanent, you wouldn’t have much complaint, would you / 

Secretary Stevens. Well, it would depend on my mind on what the 
item is and what is going on at the camp now. 

The Cuatrrman. How many permanent camps have you? 

Secretary Stevens. Well, I havea list of them here, 1 am sure. 

The CHairmMan. Well, here they are. I have them right here. 
Permanent Department of the Army installations, effective July 1, 
1954. Read them out, Mr. Kelleher. Just read them out for the 
record. 

Mr. Kriitener. Camp Carson, Colo., effective July 1, 1954; Camp 
Crowder, Mo., July 1, 1954: Aberdeen Proving Ground, Md.; Annis- 
ton Ordnance Depot, Ala.: Army Chemical Center, Md.; Army Map 
Service, Washington, D. C.; Atlanta General Depot, United States 
Army, Georgia: Auburn General Depot, United States Army, Wash- 
ington; Fort Belvoir, Va.; Benicia Arsenal, Calif.; Fort Benning, 
Ga.: Black Hills, Ordnance Depot, S. Dak.: Fort Bliss, Tex.; Blue 
Grass Ordnance Depot, Ky.: Fort Bragg, N. C.; Branch United States 
Disciplinary Barracks, Calif.; Brooklyn Army Base, N. Y.; Cameron 
Station, Va.; Fort Campbell, Ky.; Carlisle Barracks, Pa.; Fort Car 
son, Colo.; Charleston Transportation Depot, S. C.: Columbus Gen- 
eral Depot, United States Army, Ohio; Fort Crowder, Mo.; Decatur 
Signal Depot, Ill.; Deseret Chemical Depot, Utah; Camp Detrick, 
Md.: Detroit Arsenal, Mich.: Fort Devens, Mass.: Fort Dix. N. J.: 
Dugway Proving Ground, Utah; Erie Ordnance Depot, Ohio; Fort 
Kustis, Va.: Fort Worth Quartermaster Depot, Tex.: Frankford 
Arsenal, Pa.; Granite City Engineer Depot, Ill.; Miltary Personnel 
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Records Center, Mo.; Quartermaster Research and Development Cen- 
ter, Mass.; Fitzsimons Army Hospital, Colo.; Fort Hamilton, N. Y.; 
Fort Benjamin Harrison, Ind.; Fort Holabird, Md. 

The Cuamman. Well, wait 1 minute. We will put all that in the 
record as we get along. 

(The list is as follows :) 


CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES INSTALLATIONS 


Aberdeen Proving Ground, Md. 

Anniston Ordnance Depot, Ala. 

Army Chemical Center, Md. 

Army Map Service, Washington, D. C. 
Atlanta General Depot, United States Army, Georgia 
Auburn General Depot, United States Army, Washington 
Belvoir, Fort, Va. 

Senicia Arsenal, Calif. 

Benning, Fort, Ga. 

Black Hills, Ordnance Depot, 8S. Dak. 
Bliss, Fort, Tex. 

Blue Grass Ordnance Depot, Ky. 

Bragg, Fort, N. C. 

Branch United States Disciplinary Barracks, Calif. 
Brooklyn Army Base, N. Y. 
Cameron Station, Va. 

Campbell, Fort, Ky. 

Carlisle Barracks, Pa. 
Carson, Fort, Colo. 
Charleston Transportation Depot, S. C. 
Columbus General Depot, United States Army, Ohio 
Crowder, Fort, Mo. 

Decatur Signal Depot, Ill. 

Deseret Chemical Depot, Utah 

Detrick, Camp, Md. 

Detroit Arsenal, Mich. 

Devens, Fort, Mass. 

Dix, Fort, N. J. 

Dugway Proving Ground, Utah 

Erie Ordnance Depot, Ohio 

Eustis, Fort, Va. 

Fort Worth Quartermaster Depot, Tex. 
Frankford Arsenal, Pa. 
Granite City Engineer Depot, III. 
Military Personnel Records Center, Mo. 
Quartermaster Research and Development Center, Mass. 
Fitzsimons Army Hospital, Colo. 
Hamilton, Fort, N. Y. 

Harrison, Fort Benjamin, Ind. 
Holabird, Fort, Md. 

Hood, Fort, Tex. 

Houston, Fort Sam, Tex. 

Huachuca, Fort, Ariz. 
Jeffersonville Quartermaster Depot, Ind. 
Jet Propulsion Laboratory, California 
Joliet Arsenal, Ill. 

Kansas City Records Center, Missouri 
Knox, Fort, Ky. 

Lake City Arsenal, Mo. 

Leavenworth, Fort, Kans. 

Lee, Fort, Va. 

Letterkenny Ordnance Depot, Pa. 

Lewis, Fort, Wash. 

Lexington Signal Depot, Ky. 

Lima Ordnance Depot, Ohio 

Lordstown Ordnance Depot, Ohio 
Marion Engineer Depot, Ohio 
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Mason, Fort, Calif. 

McClellan, Fort, Ala. 

MeNair, Fort Lesley J., Washington, D. C. 

McPherson, Fort, Ga. 

Meade, Fort George G., Md. 

Memphis General Depot, United States Army, Tennessee 
Milan Arsenal, Tenn. 

Miller Field, N. Y. 

Monmouth, Fort, N. J. 

Monroe, Fort, Va. 

Monterey, Presidio of, Calif. 

Mt. Rainier Ordnance Depot, Wash. 

Myer, Fort, Va. 

Navajo Ordnance Depot, Ariz. 
New Cumberland General Depot, United States Army, Pennsylvani 
New Orleans Army Base, La. 

Oakland Army Base, Calif. 

Ord, Fort, Calif. 

Philadelphia Quartermaster Depot, Pa. 

Picatinny Arsenal, N. J. 

Pine Bluff Arsenal, Ark. 

Pueblo Ordnance Depot, Colo. 

Raritan Arsenal, N. J. 

Red River Arsenal, Tex. 

Redstone Arsenal, Ala. 

Riéhmond Quartermaster Depot, Va. 

Riley, Fort, Kans. 

Ritchie, Fort, Md. 

Rock Island Arsenal, Il. 

Rocky Mountain Arsenal, Colo. 

Rossford Ordnance Depot, Ohio 

Sacramento Signal Depot, Calif. 

San Francisco, Presidio of, Calif. 

San Jacinto Ordnance Depot, Tex. 

Sandia Base, N. Mex. 

Savanna Ordnance Depot, Il. 

Schenectady General Depot, United States Army, New York 
Seneca Ordnance Depot, N. Y. 

Sharpe General Depot, United States Army, California 
Sheridan, Fort, Il. 

Sierra Ordnance Depot, Calif. 

Signal Corps Pictorial Center, New York 

Sill, Fort, Okla. 

Sioux Ordnance Depot, Nebr. 

Slocum, Fort, N. Y. 

Springfield Armory, Mass. 

Tobyhanna Signal Depot, Pa. 

Tooele Ordnance Depot, Utah 

Totten, Fort, N. Y. 

Two Rock Ranch Station, Calif. 

Umatilla Ordnance Depot, Oreg. 

United States Military Academy, N. Y. 

Utah General Depot, United States Army, Utah 

Vint Hill Farm Station, Va. 

Wadsworth, Fort, N. Y. 

Walter Reed Army Medical Center, District of Columbia 
Watertown Arsenal, Mass. 

Watervliet Arsenal, N. Y. 

Wingate Ordnance Depot, N. Mex. 


OVERSEAS INSTALLATIONS 


Big Delta, Alaska 
Brooke, Fort, P. R. 
Buchanan, Fort, P. R. 
Clayton, Fort, C. Z. 
Henry Barracks, P. R. 
Kobbe, Fort, C. Z. 
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Port of Whittier, Alaska 
Post of Corozal, C. Z. 
Richardson, Fort, Alaska 
Schofield Barracks, T. H. 
Tripler Army Hospital, T. H. 
Wildwood Station, Alaska 
Quarry Heights, C. Z. 

[AG 323.3 (12 Aug 54)] 

Mr. Hess. Let me ask a question on that, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooks. What is that, a list of the permanent bases ? 

Secretary Srevens. That is right, Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman. 

Camp Polk at one time certainly was recommended permanent. 
‘That makes no difference. When you get to declare a base permanent, 
the Army still has authority to close it, don’t they ¢ 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. I am sure Camp Polk was recommended a permanent 
base, and all the people down there felt like it was permanent. They 
spent millions of dollars thinking they had a permanent base. And 
that is the danger if you go too far in reference to making these bases 
permanent. 

Secretary STEVENS. Yes. 

Mr. Hess. May I ask a question, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cramman. Yes. 

Mr. Brooks. They have been hurt pretty bad there. 

Mr. Hess. Mr. Secretary, are we to understand that when the desig- 
nation “camp,” for a facility—when it is referred to as a “camp” then 
it Is not a permanent installation / 

Secretary Srevens. That is usually the case. When it is permanent, 

is called a fort. 

Mr. Hess. Fort? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Now, that is the difference. If it is a camp, it is 
just there—— 

Secretary Srevens. Well, in general that is true? 

Phe Cuamman. Well, in general ? 

Secretary STevENS. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamrman. Then when we refer to them as a camp, why, we 
don’t know how long before it is going to fold up and it is not perma- 
nent. And if it isa fort, why, it is anchored, is that correct ? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes. There are some exceptions, but—— 

The Cuarrman. Now, how many 

Mr. Brooks. What are the exceptions? I would like to hear them. 

Secretary Stevens. I couldn’t tell you, Mr. Brooks. I will get the 
Information for you. 

(The information requested is as follows :) 

Aside from the technical installations, such as arsenals, depots, hospitals, ports, 
and bases (e. g. Oakland Army Base), the following are permanent Army installa 
tions not designated as “Fort”: 

Camp Detrick, Md. 

l’residio of Monterey, Calif. 

Vresidio of San Francisco, Calif. 

Sandia Base, N. Mex. 

Signal Corps pictorial center, New York. 
Two Rock Ranch Station, Calif, 

United States Military Academy, N. Y. 
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Vint Hill Farm Station, Va. 
Big Delta, Alaska. 

Henry Barracks, P. R. 

Post of Corozal, C. Z. 
Schofield Barracks, Hawaii. 
Wildwood Station, Alaska. 

The CuarrMan. Now, how many big camps are there that you have 
hesitated to make forts? 

Secretary Stevens. I don’t think there are many, that I know of. 

Mr. Hess. How about Camp Rucker / 

The CuairMan. There are a great many camps that you don’t have 
as permanent. 

Secretary Stevens. That one is being processed as a permanent 
installation. 

Mr. Hess. It will be changed then to Fort Rucker, will it? 

Secretary Srevens. That is right. That is the aviation school. 

The CHarrMan. Now, have you a list of camps that you are using 
that haven’t been made permanent with you? Have you a list there 
with you? 

Secretary Stevens. I am sure we have a list here of camps that are 
not permanent. 

The CuarrmMan. That is what I want to know. I want to see how 
many big installations that we are constantly spending money on 

Secretary Srevens. I will furnish that list, Mr. Chairman. I don’t 
have it here. I have the list of the permanent installations, but I don’t 
have—— 

The Cuatrman. I will call your attention to two of them down in 
Georgia. One is Camp Gordon— 

Secretary SrevEeNs. That is right. 

The CHarrmMan. And the other is Camp Stewart. I know there are 
others all over the country. 

Secretary Srevens. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. And you say that you are disturbed because you 
have only 1,027,000 men and that hems you in from making more 
camps permanent ¢ 

Secretary STevENS. I say that it isn’t a particular time in the cycle 
of the military where you would be enlarging your permanent in- 
stallations by any substantial number. It is not that particular time 
ilk my opinion. 

The Cuarrman. Well, I can’t follow you because the Army is going 
to be with us as long as the Government, and it is going to have mis- 
sions and going to have training carried on at different places. Even 
if you have 1,027,000 men for an indefinite period of time, and you 
have to have particular types of training, why, it looks like to me 
you are fully warranted in saying that this installation 

Secretary Stevens. Mr. Chairman, we have a list of three pages of 
permanent installations already, you see. 

The Cuarrman, Yes, I have the list here. But a great many of them 
are exceedingly small installations compared to these big camps. 

Secretary Srrvens. That is right. 

The CHatrMan. Exceedingly small. 

Secretary STEVENS. Some of them are. 

The CHarrMan. Yes. Oh, well, they are awfully small compared 
to these big camps. 
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Now, from what you said, unless we go up to 1,500,000 or a large 
standing Army—and the whole theory of the Government is to get 
away from a large standing Army by having a large Reserve. I hope 
whenever we get 2,900,000 reservists, why, we might be in position, 
if world conditions are not too disturbing, probably to have a new 
look to see whether we need 1,027,000. And of course it takes 4 
years under the plan to ever get your 2,900,000 reservists. So from 
the way you are concluding, there is never any hope to make these 
large camps permanent. 

Secretary Srevens. No, sir, I certainly don’t want to leave that 
impression, Mr. Chairman. As I said, this is something that a detailed 
staff study is going on all the time. And there are several of these 
camps that are under consideration right now. The question of 
Rucker has been raised by Mr. Hess. Other camps are constantly 
being studied, but there are certain criteria that are used. It doesn’t 
mean that we are not going to make any more camps permanent. But 
there isn’t any project on foot right now for that, making a lot more 
permanent at this time. 

The Cuaiman. Now, what is the—can you put in the record the 
criteria, the yardstick that guides your staff in reaching a decision as 
to whether a camp should be permanent ? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, we can furnish information as to the things 
that are taken into account. 

(The information requested is as follows :) 


Army installations 


Number of ConUS installations (May 31, 1955) 


Total permanent installations 
Separate installations__._._._------_~ (113) 
NS ae 

Total temporary installations 


Active 
Inactive 


Number of temporary installations being considered for designation as 
permanent 


ARMY’S CRITERIA FOR DECLARING A STATION PERMANENT 


It is the policy of the Department of the Army, in selecting installations to be 
permanently retained, to consider the requirements of the Army in peacetime and 
for its expansion through the first 6 months of a general mobilization. In gen- 
eral, the policy is to select an installation for permanent retention on the basis 
of its relative suitability for the mission or purpose in question as determined by 
due consideration of the following factors: 

(a) Location with respect to: 

(1) The activities or areas served by the installation. 

(2) The activities or areas which support the installation. 
(83) The overall distribution of installations of similar type. 
(4) Health. 

(b) Location, communications, and accessibility with respect to the principal 
centers of population. 

(c) Communications, accessibility, and distances with respect to the principal 
operations performed from, or by, the installation. 

(d) Logistical problems involved in the transportation of personnel, supplies, 
and munitions to and from the installation. 

(e) Size, terrain, and other physical characteristics, climate and water supply. 

(f) Capability of expanding firing areas to accommodate increases in range 
of weapons without excessive costs for land acquisition. 
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(g) Feasibility of constructing permanent facilities (if a permanent installa- 
tion) in accordance with the master plan and with minimum destruction of, or 
by economical relocation of, existing mobilization type (World War I1) facilities. 

(h) Present state of development and costs of future development. 

(i) Economy of operation and maintenance. 

(j) Ability of the local community to support the installation with respect to 
dependent housing, schools, churches, retail stores, and recreation. 

(k) Availability of power and local civilian labor. 
ale degree and type of development, and value of real estate in the 

(m) Civil interest in its utilization for nonmilitary purposes. 

(n) Impact on the civilian economy in the locality. 

(o) Strategic and tactical considerations. 

The CHarrMan. Now, is there anywhere in this bill any housing 
being asked for, to be appropriated by the Government for family 
quarters, on temporary camps ¢ 

Secretary Stevens. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Ali the houses are designated for permanent 
camps? 

Secretary STeveNs. Permanent, that is correct. 

The Cuaikman. The Wherry people can’t go except to permanent 
installations. 

Secretary Stevens. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Then these large camps that are not permanent and 
troops are stationed there and they have no benefit of family quarters. 

Secretary STEVENS. That is true, except to the extent 

The CuairmMan. Wouldn’t it affect the morale of those troops? 

Secretary Stevens. For the community to take care of them. 

The Cuatrman. If you afforded them the same privilege as you do 
those on those that are made permanent? The theory in building 
houses is to help the morale. Yet this one group you say, “We will 
help the morale,” and to another group, “We won’t help you, but we 
will put you there, and you and your family has to live the best you 
can.” 

Secretary Srevens. Of course we don’t like that, Mr. Chairman, 
but we can’t do everything. It just isn’t within the capability of the 
country to do everything. 

The CHAIRMAN. a, agreed 

Secretary STEVENs. We feel that you expect us to spend these funds 
at these permanent installations that are likely to be in active use for 
as far ahead as we can see. And as you pointed out yourself, it 
wouldn’t do to put a large amount of funds into camps which could 
be inactivated. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, but at least do the other thing, then. Tf you 
are not going to make them permanent, then close them up. What is 
the use, then, of sending a large detail of men and their families to a 
camp and make them go through the hardship of having no family 
quarters? For just the reason why you say we are not going to make 
it permanent, why not just say, “Well, we will close this camp up.” 
And get rid of the camp and give everybody an equal opportunity to 
at least have some quarters to live in. 

Secretary Stevens. Well, it just in my opinion, Mr. Chairman, is 
not possible to pick out the precise amount of permanent installations 
vou ought to have and figure that that is going to be it for an indefinite 
period of years. I think it varies from year to year. 
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The CuarrMman. Well, it may be true, it may be most difficult to do it, 
but where you have a large camp and a large investment and a large 
personnel, it looks like to me—and you know you have to use it in the 
future because you have been using it for the last 5 or6 years. It looks 
like there should be no hesitancy to make them permanent. 

Secretary Stevens. I know of one camp that probably will have to 
be inactivated in the fiscal year 1957. Now, I don’t think it would be a 
logical thing for us to ask for funds to spend on that particular camp 
in 1956. 

The CHarrmMan. Well—— 

Secretary Srevens. And I certainly don’t think it would be a good 
thing to make that a permanent installation. Because then we would 
encourage people to come in and spend money in the community and 
all that sort of thing and then turn around and inactivate the camp. 

The Cuarrman. Well, Mr. Kelleher, give me the information about 
Camp Gordon. 

Mr. Jounson. Military police. 

The Cuamman. Yes. I want to show him how much money has 
been invested here, and the same thing all over the United States. 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman, can [ ask him a question? 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Jounson. Do you use any of these camps for National Guard 
training? 

Secretary Srrvens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jonmnson. Is that the major use that is being made of these 
temporary installations ? 

Secretary Srrvens. No, sir: it is not the major use; but it is an 
important use in some of them. 

Mr. Jonnson. Well, the National Guard now is in good condition, 
isn’t it—healthy and they have their summer encampments and every- 
thing, all the time? 

Secretary Srevens. Oh, yes; they are holding—they are getting a 
very good turnout. 

Mr. Jounson. How many of those are good for that purpose? A1- 
inost one ina State: wouldn’t that be true? 

Secretary Stevens. Well, some of the guard units go to permanent 
installations. Most of them will go to permanent installations, and 
probably some might go, or a few might go to nonpermanent. But 
most of them will go for their summer training on permanent 
installations. 

The Caiman. You say there is not very much in this bill in refer- 
ence to camps that you have not yet been advised by your staff that 
they have reached the decision to make permanent ? 

Secretary Srevens. That is right. 

The Carman. Then if the committee failed to make any appro- 
priation, then, for what amount is in there for camps that are not 
permanent, it would not hurt the Department very much at all, then; 
world it ? 

Secretary Srevens. I think it would depend on the individual item, 
Mr. Chairman. Supposing we had a nonpermanent station which we 
were using as a replacement training center and then supposing the 
water pipe, for example, rusted out—— 

The Cratmman. Well, the maintenance. But suppose it is for 
building barracks. 
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Secretary Srevens. Well, I wouldn’t think so, for building barracks. 
There might be some modification of an existing barracks, but nothing 
of any permanent nature. 

The CuHarrman. Then the committee can understand that 
tically all of this is for expenditures at permanent places / 

Secretary Stevens. The vast, big percentage of it is. 

The Cuarman. Did you say 50 percent / 

Secretary Srevens. No; the vast, big percentage of it is; very high 
percentage. 

Mr. JonHnson. Could I ask another question, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHairrMan,. Yes. 

Mr. Jounson. The Presidio at San Francisco. 

Secretary SreveNs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jonnson. Of course that is a very permanent place. 

Secretary Stevens. That is right. 

Mr. Jounson. Well, do they have any troops there / 

Secretary Stevens. A few. 

Mr. Jounson. What kind? Infantry? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes. I would say there is probably—perhaps 
a battalion possibly. 

Mr. Foster. 5,000 troops. 

Colonel Suter. 5,657 enlisted. 

Secretary STevENS. 5,657 enlisted men. 

Colonel SuHuter. 1,000 officers and 2,827 civilians. 

The Cuairman. Now, Mr. Secretary, if you please, let’s refer for 
the record to Camp Gordon, near Augusta, Ga. 

There you have a total investment of $39,308,538. 
January 1, 1955. 

Now, the number of troops there in March 1955—we get a report 
every quarter—was 25,868. You have 55,607 acres of ground. You 
have 628 barracks buildings and which have a gross capacity of 14,896 
enlisted personnel. There are 82 bachelor officers’ quarters with a 
capacity of 1,800 officers; 172 buildings used for family housing, with 
a capacity of 295 families. There is a 1,233-bed hospital on the 
reservation which currently has a 500-bed operation. With regard 
to storage space, there are 534,841 square feet of covered storage; 
21,453 square feet of cold storage; 17,468 square feet of ammunition 
storage; 74,488 square yards of open storage. 

Now, in regard to your recreation facilities, there are 2 fieldhouses, 
6 theaters, 2 guesthouses, 3 service clubs, 15 recreation halls, 3 baseball 
diamonds, 16 softball fields, 118 basketball courts, 4 tennis courts, 8 
valleyball courts, 6-iane bowling alley, and 3 swimming pools. 

Now, it looks like to me, with all that money invested—and this 
camp has been maintained since 1942 on an average—in September 
1942 there were 27,000 men; in September 19438 there were 34,000 men: 
in September 1944 there were 11,253 men; in September of 45, 29,000 
men; in September 48 there were 6,813—no, 133; in 1949 there were 
6,813; in 1950, 2,339; in September 1951 there were 23,000; in 1952 
there were 21,000; in 1953, 26,000, and in September 1954 there were 
29,000. 

Now, a camp with a population as large as that, on an average, and 
with all this investment, it certainly looks like to me that there would 
be no doubt that this is an institution of some permanent character. 
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And if it hasn’t been made of permanent character, it certainly should 
be given most careful consideration. 

Now, take the next one down there in Georgia. Now, you take down 
in Camp Stewart. Now, at Camp Stewart you have an investment of 
$23,465,000. And you have—let me see how many acres of ground you 
have there—two-hundred-and-some-odd thousand. You got 280,375 
acres of ground, and you have cantonment areas containing 1,055 
Luildings. Nine barracks buildings, with a designed capacity of 600 
enlisted personnel. Well, there is no use going on. We will put all 
this in the record. Pyt this in the record. 

(The information follows :) 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY, 
OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY CHIEF OF STAFF FOR LOGISTICS, 
Washington, D. C. 
LOG/N2 23960 

1. Question: What is the Government’s total investment in Camp Gordon? 

Answer: As of January 1, 1955, real property at Camp Gordon had cost the 
Government $39,308,538, broken down as follows: 


(a) Land __ ee Aon SAT ae eee eh ae set asl ‘ $1, 290, 678 
(6) Improvements__------- eed d pats as _.. 38, 017, 860 


(ce) Dotal .... ee 39, 308, 538 


Source: Inventory of Army military real property, CONUS, Jan. 1, 1955, and includes 
Oliver area. 


2. Question: What was the largest number [approximately] of troops sta 
tioned there or in training during World War II? 

Answer: The peak strength at Camp Gordon was reached in March 1943 when 
the assigned strength was 43,478 military personnel. 

3. Question: How many troops [soldiers] have utilized Camp Gordon from 
1941 to date? 

Answer. The Department of the Army does not maintain records showing the 
total number of personnel which have passed through an installation. The 
following is a tabulation of military personnel who were assigned to Camp Gordon 
at the end of each quarter during the period September 1942 to March 1955. 
This tabulation gives a fair sampling of the extent to which Camp Gordon has 
been utilized during the period: 


| | | | 
} 1942 | 1943 1944 1945 
| 
March 43,478 | 27,041 | 21, 207 
June 35, 620 | 27,696 | 32,784 
September 27,930 | 34,463 | 11,253 | 29,054 
December -- 31,084 | 28,729 | 19, 800 7, 468 


| 1919 | 1950 | 195 952 | 1953 


March 6, 781 4,99) 21. 988 
June 8, 229 4, 820 , 24,475 
Septem ber 6,813 | 10,360 23,936) 21,151 | 26.013 


6. 


December 5,034 , 12, 507 2, O75 22, 14 27,474 


4. Question: Give general description of physical facilities that are now at 
Camp Gordon, such as barracks, mess halls, ete. 

Answer: The principal portion of Camp Gordon, Ga., is located in Richmond 
County, Ga., approximately 11 miles west of Augusta. This area consists of 
55,607.6 acres of Government-owned land and 66.1 acres which are leased at : 
cost of $5 per year. 

The cantonment area contains 2,203 builldings and is located in the northeast 
portion of the reservation. The buildings are predominantly of temporary type 
which is classified by the Army modified emergency construction. 

Camp Gordon has 628 barracks buildings which have a gross capacity of 41,896 
enlisted personnel. There are 82 bachelor officers quarters with a capacity of 
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1,801 officers and 172 buildings used for family housing with a capacity of 295 
families. 

There is a 1,233-bed hospital on the reservation which currently has 500 beds 
operating. 

There is a laundry and commissary at Camp Gordon. 

With regard to storage space, there are 534,841 square feet of covered storage, 
21,453 square feet of cold storage, 17,468 square feet of ammunition storage, and 
74,488 square yards of open storage on the installation. 

With regard to recreational facilities, there are 2 field houses, 6 theaters, 2 
guest houses, 3 service clubs, 15 recreation halls, 3 baseball diamonds, 16 softball 
fields, 118 basketball courts, 4 tennis courts, 80 volleyball courts, a 6-lane bowling 
alley, and 3 swimming pools. 

The post contains the standard training ranges and can accommodate the firing 
of 155 mm. howitzers. Tank and antiaircraft firing cannot be accommodated. 

The remaining portion of Camp Gordon is known as the Oliver area and is 
located northeast of Augusta, the Oliver area consists of 310.4 acres of Govern- 
ment-owned land. The area is the site of the former Oliver Army General 
Hospital, a portion of which was transferred to the Veterans’ Administration 
for use as a veterans’ hospital. The remainder of the installation is used as a 
storage and recreation area for Camp Gordon. 


INFORMATION FOR THE CHAIRMAN, ARMED SERVICES COMMITTEE, HOUSE OF 
RERESENTATIVES, PERTAINING TO CAMP STEWART, GA, 


1. Question: When was it established? 

Answer: Camp Stewart was established on January 10, 1941. The camp was 
inactivated on September 30, 1945, and reactivated on August 9, 1950. 

2. Question: When was it first considered for establishment as a permanent 
establishment? 

Answer: Camp Stewart was first considered for establishment as a permanent 
installation by the War Department Installations Board in 1946. The Board 
considered the permanent status of all installations in the United States and 
did not recommend the retention of Camp Stewart as a permanent installation. 
The permanent status of the installation together with all other installations 
was again considered by the Department of the Army Installations Board in 
1952. 

3. Question: When did the Board make its recommendation to the Secretary 
that it be made permanent? 

Answer: In their report of August 30, 1952, the Department of the Army 
Installations Board recommended to the Secretary of the Army that Camp 
Stewart be designated as a permanent installation. 

t. Question: The reasons why the recommendations of the Board have not 
been followed. 

Answer: The Secretary of the Army approved the recommendation of the 
Board for planning purposes only. 

5. Question: What is the present status of the proposed establishment 
permanent installation? 

Answer: The Army Staff is now studying the long-range requirement for 
Camp Stewart. 

6. Question: What are the future plans of the Army with respect to its 
designation as a permanent establishment? 

Answer: If the Army determines that a long-range requirement exists for 
Camp Stewart, the camp will be designated as a permanent installation. 

7. Question: What is the Government’s total investment in Camp Stewart? 

Answer: As of January 1, 1955, real property at Camp Stewart had cost the 
Government $23,461,269, broken down as follows: 


as 


$ }, 707, 359 
18, 753, 910 


: cnt ct aokticks | tet Eg ee 
_&. Question: What was the largest number (approximately) of troops sta- 
tioned there or in training during World War II? 
Answer : The peak strength at Camp Stewart was reached in July 1948 when 
the assigned strength was 47,144 military personnel. 


(Cc) 
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9. Question: How many troops (soldiers) have utilized Camp Stewart from 
1941 to date? 

Answer: The Department of the Army does not maintain records showing the 
total number of personnel which have passed through an installation. The 
following is a tabulation of military personnel who were assigned to Camp 
Stewart at the end of each quarter during the period September 1942 to March 
1955. This tabulation gives a fair sampling of the extent to which Camp Stewart 
has been utilized during the period: 


1942 1943 | 1944 | 1945 
March__ ic dais pd 29, 249 | 37, 462 3, 248 
June_.- ere eae eat 4 47, 067 38, 369 948 
September_. 11, 953 36, 293 43, 317 (‘) 
December... : 21, 220 35, 074 12, 324 (‘) 


1 Camp Stewart inactive during period Sept. 30, 1945-Aug. 9, 1950. 


1950 | 1951 1952 1953 1954 1955 ! 
March , | 13, 261 5, 596 3, 461 2, 602 2, 635 
June nina . 9, 958 4,945 4, 507 2, 767 
September. ; 2, 867 9, 563 5, 122 3, 575 2, 874 
December-_-- 10,141 | 9, 182 | 6,316 | 2,185 2,718 
| 


‘In the summer of 1955, approximately 23,000 Reserve and National Guard personnel will train at 
Camp Stewart. 


10. Question: Give general description of physical facilities that are now at 
(‘amp Stewart, such as barracks, mess halls, ete. 

Answer: Camp Stewart, Ga., is located in portions of Liberty, Long, Bryan, 
Evans, and Tatnall Counties, approximately 43 miles southwest of Savannah. 
The reservation consists of 270,375.9 acres of Government-owned land. 

The cantonment area contains 1,055 buildings and is located in the south- 
central portion of the reservation. Construction is predominantly of a temporary 
type classified by the Army as modified emergency construction. 

Camp Stewart has 9 barracks buildings which have a designed capacity for 
600 enlisted personnel. In addition, the camp has sufficient site facilities to 
accommodate an additional 15,935 personnel. There are 19 bachelor officer 
quarters with a designed capacity of 220 officers and 13 family housing units. 
In addition, military personnel currently occupy 101 units of Lanham Act 
housing. 

The post has a 502-bed hospital which currently has 50 beds operating. 

There is a laundry and commissary at Camp Stewart. 

With regard to storage space, there are 379,085 square feet of covered storage, 
22.871 square feet of cold storage, 27,922 square feet of ammunition storage and 
619,863 square yards of open storage on the installation. 

There is an airfield in the post which has two 5,000-foot paved runways. 

With regard to recreational facilities: there are 1 field house, 4 theaters, 3 
guest houses, 2 service clubs, 2 baseball diamonds, 1 softball field, 1 basketball 
court, 3 tennis courts, 38 volleyball courts, 1 nine-hole golf course and 1 swimming 
pool. 

The post contains the standard firing ranges. The firing of 120-millimeter AA 
guns, 120-millimeter tank guns, and all types of field artillery can be accommo- 
dated on the range. 

The mission of Camp Stewart is to support an antiaircraft and tank firing 
center. All of the antiaircraft and armored units in the Third Army area and 
some from the First and Second Armies utilize Camp Stewart for short periods 
of intensive field training and range firing. 


The Cuatrman. Now, it looks like to me, Mr. Secretary, that the 
most careful study should be made visualizing these camps and the 
part they play in it, from the standpoint of the total Army require- 
ments, and reach a decision as to whether or not these camps should 
be made permanent. If they are not going to be made permanent, 
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then we ought not to begin to spend any more money on these camps. 
We ought to slow down. 

Secretary Srevens. There is, I am sure, less than one-half of 1 
percent of the funds that I have talked about this morning that would 
be earmarked for other than permanent installations. 

The CHarrman. All right. 

Any questions from any members of the committee 

Mr. Hess. Along those lines right there, Mr. Chairman, I note that 
in these field forces you have only $1,540,000 for camps that are not 
permanent installations. 

Mr. WickersHam. Mr. Chairman, I just want to state I agree with 
you. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes 

The CHairman. Now, wait 1 minute. Now, here we are. We have 
280,000 acres of ground down near Savannah. Now, you are asking 
for 31,000 acres out in Fort Sill. Now, that camp was established 
for the purpose of range firing. Now, instead of buying land—and you 
have all the facilities there, instead of building up facilities at Fort 
Sill, why not transfer a portion of it to a camp that is already in 
existence? [Laughter | 

And not being fully utilized? We are all trying to save money. 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir; we certainly are. 

Mr. Brooks. I agree with you, Mr. Chairman, on that. And I 
wish that the record would show also, in addition to the 2 Georgia 
camps, the 1 Louisiana camp that has an investment of over $50 mil- 
lion. 

The CuarrMan. Is that temporary ? 

Mr. Brooks. It istemporary. ThatisCamp Polk. It is in standby 
shape. We are building housing here all over the United States for 
troops. The housiig is there. As the Secretary says, it is in perfect 
shape to move in ina moment. All the facilities are right there. I 
think the record ought to show that, too. 

(The information is as follows:) 





DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY, 
OFFICE OF THE Deputy CHIEF OF STAFF FOR LOGISTICS, 
Washington 25, D. C. 


INFORMATION FOR THE CHAIRMAN, ARMED SERVICES COMMITTER, HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES, PERTAINING TO CAMP PoLK, LOUISIANA 


1. Question: When was it established? 

Answer: 1941. 

2. Question: When was it first considered for establishment as a permanent 
establishment? 

Answer: Camp Polk was first considered for establishment as a permanent 
installation by the Department of the Army Installations Board in 1946. The 
Board considered the permanent status of all installations in the United States 
and did not recommend the retention of Camp Polk as a permanent installation 
The permanent status of the installation, together with all other installations, 
was again considered by the Department of the Army Installations Board in 
1952. 

3. Question: When did the Board make its recommendation to the Secretary 
that it be made permanent? 

Answer: In their report of August 30, 1952, the Department of the Army 
Installations Board recommended to the Secretary of the Army that Camp Polk 
be designated as a permanent installation. 

4. Question: The reasons why the recommendations of the Board have not 
been followed. 
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Answer: The Secretary of the Army approved the recommendation of the 
Board for planning purposes only. 

5. Question: What is the present status of its proposed establishment as a 
permanent installation? 

Answer: Subsequent study by the Army Staff determined that there was no 
requirement for Camp Polk, except in the event of a mobilization, and the 
installation was inactivated on June 30, 1954. 

6. Question: What are the future plans of the Army with respect to its 
designation as a permanent establishment? 

Answer: The Staff is currently studying the activation of Camp Polk in con- 
nection with the procurement of a large-scale maneuver area on a long-term 
basis. The outcome of this study cannot be predicted at this time. 

7. Question: What is the Government’s total investment in Camp Polk? 

Answer: As of January 1, 1955, the real property at Camp Polk had cost the 
Government $52,383,800, broken down as follows: 


I i a a oe cnatgubbindulokanmee tes ae $610, 572 
Cee | i TE ee Se EE) PSs ee eee ea 51, 773, 228 
(ec) i SEE RR ETE Eee eee Oe ee ne ee Oe ee eee 52, 383, 800 

8. Question: What was the largest number (approximately) of troops sta- 
tioned there or in training during World War II? 

Answer: approximately 84,000. 

9. Question: How many troops (soldiers) have utilized Camp Polk from 1941 to 
date? 

Answer: The Department of the Army does not maintain records showing the 
total number of personnel which have passed through an installation. The 
following is a tabulation of military personnel who were assigned to Camp Polk 
at the end of each quarter during the period September 1941 to June 1954. This 
tabulation gives a fair sampling of the extent to which Camp Polk has been 
utilized during the period: 


1941 1942 1943 1944 1945 1946 
March. a 31, 113 38, 980 83, 884 8, 424 5, 392 
June. 31,004 40, 910 35, 224 4, 807 34, 410 
Septem ber. j : 12, 881 23, 349 47, 433 | 30, 715 11,673 18, 469 
December ‘ 13, 098 38, 812 56, 199 15, 058 | 3,712 989 


Nore.—Camp Polk inactive during period Dec. 31, 1946 to Aug. 1, 1950. 


| 1950 | 1951 | 1952 1953 | 1954 
SNe RRR abies WeseAANE FARR RST RA: GRO 
March____- p me De P bee werk: 21, 653 26, 151 15, 954 19, 106 
June * : 4 aiieth 18, 008 23, 008 19, 255 55 
September : : 8, 797 14, 599 20, 614 19, 760 (!) 
December 24, 515 14, 224 17, 104 19, 132 


1 Inactive June 30, 1954. 


10. Question: Give general description of physical facilities that are now at 
Camp Polk, such as barracks, messhalls, etc. 

Answer: Camp Polk, La., is located in portions of Vernon, Sabine and Natchi- 
toches Parishes in west central Louisiana, approximately 7 miles southeast of 
Leesville. The reservation contains 140,955 acres, of which 139,178 are Govern- 
ment-owned and 1,777 are leased at the annual cost of $1,690. The cantonment 
area located in the western portion of the reservation is divided into two separate 
areas which are designated as north and south camp. Each of these camps 
(approximately 5 miles apart) is complete in itself, and each may be operated 
independently of the other. The cantonment area contains 1,944 buildings. The 
buildings are predominantly of temporary-type construction which is classified 
by the Army as modified-emergency construction. Camp Polk contains 538 
barracks buildings which have a designed capacity of 36,880 personnel. There 
are 85 bachelor officer quarters with the designed capacity of 2,288 officers. There 
is no Army family housing at Camp Polk. 

The station hospital has a designed capacity for 1,878 beds. 

There is a laundry and commissary at Camp Polk. 
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With regard to storage space, there are 519,262 square feet of covered storage, 
34,244 square feet of cold storage, and 22,994 square feet of ammunition storage. 

With regard to recreational facilities, Camp Polk has the following: 2 field 
houses, 1 gymnasium, 6 theaters, 4 guest houses, 3 service clubs, 2 baseball fields, 
11 softball fields, 16 tennis courts, bowling alley (16 lanes) and 2 swimming pools. 

The post has the standard firing ranges and can accommodate the firing of 
heavy artillery. 


The CuarrMan. Then I think the committee would be derelict in not 
looking into that to see whether we could put this expansion at Fort 
Sill at that camp. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

The CuarMan. The only question in Fort Sill is a longer range to 
fire guns, and if you have places already in existence, why, it doesn’t 
take them long to get from one headquarters to another headquarters. 
We will explore all these questions when we come to this bill. 

Mr. Brooks. You have over 100,000 acres of land down there lying 
idle. 

Secretary Stevens. Mr. Chairman, at Fort Sill, as the Congressman 
knows, and as you know, there is an artillery school. 

The CHarrMan, Yes, sir. 

Secretary Srevens. The Artillery Center. 

The Cuarrman, That is right. 

Secretary Srevens. All the artillery activity is centered around 
that school. 

The Cuarrman. Of a certain type. And you,are proposing to ex- 
pand it. And by expanding it, you have to have more acreage. 

Secretary Stevens. That is right. 

The Cuarmman, All right. Then you could carry on at Fort Sill 
what you have been doing in the past, but on account of the different 
type of training and instruction, go to some of these bases that you 
already own 

Secretary ‘Srevens. It is not 

The SHamman. And we won’t have to spend any money, because 
we have the land. 

Secretary Stevens. It is not a different type of training instruction. 
It is all tied in with the artillery school there. 

The Cuairman, It may be tied into it, but he is shooting a different 
gun and he has to learn to shoot that gun from the one he is using 
today. If you can’t shoot it at that place and you have other camps 
that have acreage, why isn’t it good business to go and put that type 
of training at the other camp? 

Secretary Srevens. Well, I can assure you, sir, that this is some- 
thing that has been gone into most thoroughly so as to see whether we 
had another facility to use. 

The Cuamman. Now, we have plenty of land. We have plenty 
of land all over the United States at these camps that we are not ‘diien 
much with. And before we buy any more land, we certainly ought 
to exhaust and make a thorough study and see if we have some facility. 
It is not going to hurt any thing to move a little training from one 
base to another base. 

The CHatmman. And we are having trouble here to hold them 
down. 

Mr. WickersHam. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 

The Cuatrman. Surely. 
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Mr. WickersHam. Mr. Secretary. 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wickersuam. You are familiar with the replies to the ques- 
tions I asked. 

Secretary Stevens. Yes. I don’t have every single answer in mind, 
Mr. Congressman. In general, yes. 

Mr. Wickersuam. It is your contention, though, that even to carry 
on the present operations, that for the safety and everything else and 
for the new weapons—I mean even the ones that you are using there 
now, for the artillery field that you have to have—that is the mini- 
mum that you have asked. 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WickxersHaM. That is your contention. 

Secretary Stevens. That is including the Honest John and the 280, 
Mr. Congressman. 

The CHarrman. Yes; that is true, no doubt. If they enlarge the 
facilities, then they enlarge the training. And we will have to get 
31,000 acres and the people have already been protesting against it. 

Now, here at Camp Stewart and this camp Mr. Brooks talked 
about 

Mr. Brooxs. Camp Polk. 

Mr. WickersHAM. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. And other camps, you will find you have sufficient 
area there. It is no§ going to hurt anything to have one portion of 
the training being in one place and one at another. Because my 
observation has been officers are moved so fast they hardly get ac- 
quainted with the locality before they move somewhere else. I know 
that is true in the Navy and I at least hope the Army has a better 
record. 

Secretary Srevens. I think the faculty of the schools 

The Cuarman. It is not going to hurt anything to have more people 
knowing how to instruct than just one group. Because we would be 
in terrible shape if the atomic bomb came along and knocked out one 
faculty. There is nothing to that, Mr. Secretary. 

Now, we are going to look into all these things. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, I want to agree with you, because we 
just had a hearing where we are taking land away from people and 
really it appes aled to me very strongly, from the sympathetic view- 
point, that we are taking too much land aw: ay from our people. 

The CuarrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. Throughout the United States. And there at Camp 
Polk you have over 600,000 acres of land, and are doing nothing with it 
at all. And yet these services, all of them, need more land at different 
places all the time, but can’t use what they have available. 

The CuarrMan. Well, itis up tous. We 

Mr. Brooks. That Camp Polk was chosen originally as an artillery 
camp. And it is adapt able to artillery. 

The Cuarrman. Well, Mr. Brooks, you knew and we all know they 
can’t buy 1 foot of land unless we O. K. it. So it is up to us to scrutin- 
ize this bill in such manner so that we won’t have to acquire any more 
land if it is possible to get by without doing so. Certainly when we 
come to these line items, I am going to make the Army justify buying 
this land when we have these large camps all over the country. It is 
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not going to hurt the Army to have a headquarters here and a head- 
quarters there and a group here and a group there. It will do good 
for them to get out of the rut, because you do get in a rut when every- 
body gets together in one place. That is the reason we have to go 
home. 

Secretary Stevens. Mr. Chairman, we can’t very well do that with 
the reduced size of the Army. We have to make the maximum use of 
the manpower we have and we just can’t duplicate facilities. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Secretary, some land down at Fort Holabird has 
been declared in excess of the needs of the Signal Corps, and that 
happened several—oh, probably a couple of months ago. How long 
does it take to process that through the Department of the Army and 
then through the various other departments to find out if anybody 
else needs the land ? 

Secretary STevENS. Well, General, in my opinion it takes much too 
long. There should be some way of streamlining the thing, which we 
haven’t yet discovered how to do. I would say it would take in the 
normal course of events somewheres around 6 to 9 months. 

Mr. Derverevx. It seems to me that that is way too long. 

Secretary STEVENS. It is, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. And public relationswise, I think it would be an 
excellent thing. How about the Department of the Army? You can 
speed it up in the Department of the Army, can’t you ¢ 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir, we can. 

Mr. Dreverrux. On that particular project 

Secretary Stevens. We certainly can. 

Mr. Deverrux. And where we can give up land it will certainly be 
of value public relations-wise. 

Secretary Srevens. I agree with that 100 percent. 

Mr. Benner. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Bennett. 

Mr. Bennerr. I would like to ask you if this Reserve program we 
have before us in Congress passes, what new public works will be 
required as a result of that? 

Secretary Stevens. You mean in these camps and so forth ? 

Mr. Bennerr. Whatever public works the Army might bring forth. 

Secretary Srevens. | think we can handle the program of the size 
that was contemplated in the National Reserve Plan without any sub- 
stantial increase. 

Mr. Bennerr. And there is nothing in this bill ? 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Bennerr. To add to the public works of the Army which is 
based upon the passage of the Reserve bill, is there / 

Secretary Stevens. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Nota bit. If we pass the Reserve bill, why, the 

Army has the facilities to take care of everything. 

Secretary Srevens. That is right. 

Mr. Bennerr. I just wanted that for the record. 

The Cuarrman. Now, are there any other questions of the Secre- 
tary? 

(No response. ) 

The Cuamrman. If not, thank you, Mr. Secretary. 
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Now, let me ask you this: Who else, now, is here to testify of a 
general nature? 

Secretary Stevens. Colonel Shuler. 

The Craran. All right, Colonel. All right. 

Mr. Ketiener. You have his statement. 

The CHarrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Secretary. It is a 
pleasure to have had you here this morning. 

Secretary Srevens. Thank you. 

The Cnarrman. And we will scrutinize the bill very carefully. 
And I want to compliment you publicly and officially for the con- 
structive and magnificent manner in the way you are discharging the 
responsibilities placed upon you as Secretary of the Army. 

Secretary Srevens. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. And I 
appreciate that greatly. 

Goodby. 

The Cuatrman. Now, Colonel, let’s hear you. 

Mr. Ketiener. Colonel Shuler. 

The Cuarrman. Colonel Shuler. 

Have you a statement? 

The Cuatrman. Now, Colonel, you are not going to talk about any 
individual items, are you ¢ 

Colonel Suvuter. Mr. Chairman, I have a statement, and at the end 
of the statement I would like to analyze the authorization and appro- 
priation situation with a chart. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Go ahead now. Let’s go ahead with 
his statement. 

Colonel SHuter. Mr. Chairman, I am Col. William R. Shuler, Chief, 
Construction Division, Deputy Chief of Staff for Logistics, Depart- 
ment of the Army. 

The Cnatrman. All right, proceed, Colonel, with your statement. 

Colonel Sauter. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, as stated by the 
Secretary, the Department of the Army is requesting $498,365,000 of 
the $543,365,000 included for military public works authorization 
under the provisions of title I of H. R. 5700. 

The $45 million difference is for work not under the jurisdiction of 
the Army and will not be covered in my presentation. 

Before proceeding to a detailed review of the proposed Army con- 
struction and land acquisition items, I believe it would be helpful 
to outline the content of the Army portion of title I by categories, 
to discuss the status of planning and the criteria used, and to outline 
the method of presentation proposed by the Department of the Army. 

The Army portion of title I is divided between $321,538,000 in the 
continental United States, $166,827,000 outside the continental United 
States, and $10 million for emergency construction which may be 
applied either in the continental United States or overseas. We have 
divided these amounts—excepting emergency construction—into nine 
ee categories, each of which groups facilities of identical or simi- 

aruse. The nine categories are: 
1. Operational and training facilities. 
2. Maintenance and production facilities. 
3. Research, development, and test facilities. 
4. Supply facilities 
Hospital and medical facilities 
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6. Administrative facilities 
7. Housing and community facilities 
. Utilities and ground improvements 

9. Real estate 

Under the general heading, “Operational and Training Facilities,” 
I include our “Nike” operational requirements, communications facili- 
ties, waterfront facilities, training facilities of all types, airfield pave- 
ments and other buildings and facilities directly involved in opera- 
tions and training. Title I includes $118,719,000 in continental 
United States and $75,553,000 outside continent al United States, or a 
total of $194,272,000 in this category. 

The second category, “Maintenance and Production Facilities,” 
includes shops and other maintenance facilities at depots, posts, 
camps, and stations. This category amounts to $15,176,000 in con- 
tinental United States and $3,637 000 overseas. 

Category 3, “Research and Development and Test Facilities,” is 
self-explanatory. All of the construction proposed under title I for 
this category is in continental United States, $9,088,000. 

“Supply Facilities” may be defined simply as storage facilities: 
warehousing, cold storage, ammunition storage, and fuel storage. 
The progr am under review includes $3,781,000 and $6,593,000 inside 
the United States and overseas, respectively, under this heading. 

The category, “Hospital and Medical Facilities,” is also self- 
explanatory as to its coverage. We have included under title I $7,- 
440,000 in the United States and $884,000 overseas for hospital and 
medical facilities. 

“Administrative Facilities,” the sixth category, includes headquar- 
ters accommodations. These are mainly office type buildings and in 
this program consist of administrative facilities for regiments and 
smaller units. Title I includes $2,848,000 and $1,096,000 for the 
continental United States and overseas, respectively. 

The seventh category, “Housing and Community Facilities,” in- 
cludes all housing, barracks, bachelor officers’ quarters, and family 
housing—and_ those facilities providing for personnel support, 
morale, welfare, and recreation. The fiscal year 1956 program, as the 
Secretary stated, includes a large increment of barracks and family 
housing. The dollar totals under title I are $141,169,000 in the con- 
tinental United States and $40,425,000 overseas. 

The eighth category, “Utilities and Ground Improvement,” is pri- 
marily concerned with the various utilities systems and with roads, 
streets, and railroads. Title I includes $15,564,000 in the continental 
U —_ States and $8,139,000 overseas under this heading. 

Last of all, the ategory “Real Estate” includes the projects for fee 
acquisition of real property. The Secretary outlined the major ele- 
ments of our land-acquisition proposals. The dollar amounts in- 
volved are $7,773,000 in the continental United States and $30,500,000 
in Okinawa. 

The Secretary has already stated that this military construction 
program has undergone numerous exhaustive reviews. He also men- 
tioned the use of preliminary designs as a means of defining quantita- 
tive requirements and establishing realistic construction cost 
estimates, 

The committee may be interested to know that the program repre- 
sented in title I was developed initially in the Department of the Army 








3640 


in July 1954 and was submitted to the Secretary of Defense on 
October 1,1954. The review by the Office of the Secretary of Defense 
was sufficiently conclusive by January 1955 to permit the initiation of 
engineering and architectural design of these projects to preliminary 
stage. 

This work was accomplished under the technical supervision of the 
Chief of Engineers and with a few exceptions, the estimates of cost 
contained in title I are predicated upon such design. Representatives 
of the Chief of Engineers will be present throughout the hearings 
to answer any question the committee may have with respect to design, 
construction methods, or costs. 

The committee will be interested in the overall status of Army 
military construction authorizations and appropriations. We have 
prepared a chart for the period fiscal year 1950 to date indicating 
cumulative authorizations, appropriations, obligations, and expendi- 
tures. We will discuss this chart at the conclusion of this statement. 

Before concluding, there is one additional point I wish to emphasize. 
The Department of the Army has established in Army Regulations 
allowance of space for most common-use buildings and facilities. 
These regulations, Army Regulation 415-31, are usually referred to 
in individual project justification sheets as the factor on which the 
requirement was computed. We have used, with increasing success, 
this system of prescribed criteria as a means of insuring uniformity 
in Army facilities. 

I do not contend that these criteria are perfect, but they are the 
result of many months of study, represent the overwhelming con- 
sensus of senior commanders, and are an excellent yardstick against 
which construction needs may be measured. I will be happy to furnish 
members of the committee with a copy of these criteria for their 
information is so desired. 

With the permission of the committee, I propose to begin the review 
of the program with facilities for the Ordnance Corps, followed by 
those of the other technical services, then by the continental armies, 
and conclude with the overseas theaters. This presentation follows 
the language of title I. 

From time to time it may be necessary to introduce supporting 
witnesses as experts in particular fields but in the main, I will handle 
the presentation. 

I must ask your indulgence in the fact that justifications for family 
housing are contained in a separate volume, labeled “Book 4,” which 
will have to be read in conjunction with Books 1, 2, and 3, respectively. 
This stems from an earlier draft from the public-works bill which 
included family housing under a separate title and time has not per- 
mitted the Army to consolidate and republish these justification books. 

If there are no general questions, Mr. Chairman, may I now discuss 
the chart on authorizations and appropriations? 

The CHarrMAN. Thank you very much, Colonel. I want to compli- 
ment you on the precise manner in which you prepared your statement. 
It gives us the information we want. And we will get right down 
to business just as soon as we finish with the chart. But I would like 
to ask this question before we start. 

Colonel Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The CHairmMan. Now, with reference to the land, can you tell the 
committee how many acres of land the bill calls for, in continental 
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United States and not over in Okinawa? What is the total number of 
acres? You want to spend $7 million. 

Colonel Suvuter. I 11 get the information, sir, just as soon as I get 
one book out of my briefcase. 

The Cuarrman. While you are looking that up, I want- 

Colonel Sauter. I have it, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. All right, what is it? 

Colonel SHuter. Twenty-nine acres at Pine Bluff Arsenal, Ark.; 
22360 acres for the West Coast Ammunition Terminal, Potrero Hills, 
Calif.; 31,020 acres at Fort Sill, Okla. 

Now, those, sir, are the total land acquisition requests in the United 
States. 

The Cuarrman. Three items. 

Colonel SHuter. Except for Nike, sir, which 

The CHarrman. Well, I understand that. 

Colonel Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The CuHatrMan. What is the total there, Mr. Kelleher / 

Mr. Keviener. 53,000 acres, Mr. Chairman. 

Colonel SHuner. 53,409 acres, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrM an. 53,000; and the large item is Fort Sill. Where is 
the next item ¢ 

Colonel SHuter. The west coast ammunition terminal. 

And may I state on that, Mr. Chairman, that a good portion of that 
is restrictive easement and not fee acquisition. 

The CuatrmMan. Fort Sill, and what is the other place ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Potrero Hills, west coast ammunition outloading 
facilities. 

Colonel Suuter. The third one is Pine Bluff Arsenal, Ark., 29 acres. 

The CuHarrman. All right. I see you have the information that 
you should have whenever you ask Congress to authorize things. You 
made some kind of engineering and architectural survey of each one 
of these projects ? 

Colonel Suvu.er. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And that is the first time I have ever seen that 
happen. Because you said this: 

This work was accomplished under the technical supervision of the Chief of 
Engineers with few exceptions. The estimates of cost contained in title I is 
predicated upon such designs. 

Colonel SHuter. Yes, sir. 

I would say, sir, this year that the cost estimates are much better 
than they have ever been before, sir, on account of that system. 

The CHarrmMan. All right. 

Well, you started off remarkably well. I hope you will end up as 
well as you started. | Laughter. | 

Now, let’s see what you have done. 

Colonel Suu er. I will ask Mr. Foster to point to these various lines 
and numbers on the chart, sir, because I am certain you can’t see them 
too well from that distance. 

The Cuatrman. We can see them pretty well. 

Colonel Suvver. This chart, titled “Worldwide MCA”, applies 
with one exception, which I shall discuss, to the appropriation, mili- 
tary construction, Army. This is the Army appropriation which 
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finances military public works approved by this committee and au- 
thorized by the Congress. 

We believe that this chart is in a sense a report of the Army steward- 
ship in the field of public works authorization and funds. 

The chart also includes an estimate of work to be accomplished dur- 
ing the next fiscal year. 

As you can see, we have plotted on a cumulative basis authoriza- 
tions, appropriations, obligations, and expenditures in dollars, begin- 
ning January 1, 1951. Postwar authorizations and appropriations 
under the MCA heading began in June 1948 but quantitatively there 
was only slight progress during the period not shown on this chart. 

The green line at the top of the chart is the progressive dollar total 
of military works authorized by the Congress through the last session. 

The drop in this green line during 1953 represents the result of 
rescissions effected in Public Law 209, 83d Congress. 

The broken line to the right is the forecast and represents H. R. 5700, 
the bill now under consideration. If enacted, it would raise the net 
total authorization to $3,318,500,000. 

The black line is a similar plot of cumulative appropriations. 

In fiscal year 1952 and fiscal year 1953 authorizations and appro- 
priations having outdistanced obligations, the Department of the 
Army sought no new appropriations in fiscal years 1954 and 1955. This 
accounts for the flat section of the black line on the chart. 

This brings me to the one exception to which I referred earlier. 
In fiscal year 1955 the Congress authorized family housing for the mil- 
itary departments, but the appropriation was made to the Secretary 
of Defense. The Secretary of Defense, in turn, allocated these funds 
to the military departments. Technically, the $34 million which has 
been made available to the Army is not MCA money and should not 
be shown on this chart. 

We felt, however, that the committee would wish to see the whole 
military public-works picture and we have shown the authorization 
and appropriation for the Army’s share of family housing on this 
chart. This accounts for the slight increase in the appropriations 
total shown for fiscal year 1955. 

The projection through fiscal year 1956 represents the appropria- 
tion which will be requested of the Congress under present plans. It 
would increase the appropriation total to $2,862,700,000. 

The red and blue lines on the chart are the cumulative obligations 
and expenditures of MCA funds. 

The large red and blue figures on these curves are the totals for the 
indicated fiscal years. 

For example, in fiscal year 1952, $554 million was obligated, and 
4343 million was expended. 

Corresponding figures for the current fiscal year are estimated to 
be $400 million and $348 million, respectively. 

Our estimates for the fiscal year 1956 are $525 million in obligations 
and $400 million in expenditures. 

There are two important aspects of this fiscal progress which I wish 
to emphasize. pil : sare! 

First, the large unobligated appropriation which existed in fiscal 
vears 1952 and 1953 no longer exist. At the end of this fiscal year 
only 10 percent of total appropriations will remain unobligated. 
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It is mandatory therefore that new appropriations be granted the 
Army if military construction is to continue. 

The second element I would call to your attention is the phenomenon 
in the relationship of total obligations to total expenditures. 

The nature of construction is such that approximately 1 year elapses 
before the expenditure total reaches a corresponding point on the ob- 
ligations curve. This is shown most graphically by comparing obli- 
gations and expenditures for successive years. 

Note that expenditures in fiscal year 1953 were $517 million and 
obligations in the preceding year were $554 million. 

Similarly, expenditures in fiscal year 1954 were within $7 million of 
the total obligations in fiscal year 1953. This is a relationship which 
holds fairly constant. 

The committee will note that this chart does not project any rescis- 
sion contemplated in the current bill. The only change which this 
would effect would be the lowering of the broken green line, by the 
amount of the rescission. It would not affect other portions of the 
chart. | 

Last of all, the committee might ask why projected obligations do 
not reach the projected total fund availability at the end of fiscal year. 
The answer lies in the necessity for efficient operation of a minimum 
carryover of unobligated balances at the end of each year. If this is 
not done, the momentum of this very large program is lost. Time 
must be allowed for the processing of new appropriations to the con- 
struction agencies in the field and the carryover at the end of the fiscal 
year bridges the gap which would otherwise exist. Continuity of a 
stable level of operations is essential to efficient and economical 
construction. 

In order to hold this essential carryover to a minimum, the Army 
has improved its program of advance design. 

Utilizing the authority and funds granted by the Congress for this 
purpose, the Army has virtually all projects in the bill before you 
designed a preliminary stage. Those which must be placed under 
contract this fall or those which are complex have been designed to 
final stage, and these can be advertised for bids within 30 days after 
receipt of authorization and funds in the field. 

This is an additional benefit from the initial result of advanced 
design in the funding requirements and the improving of accuracy 
of projects estimates. 

Are there any questions, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuamman. Well, that is very enlightening. It is a good, clear 
statement, showing how your appropriations and your authorizations 
and your contracts are running hand in hand. 

Now, I want to find out this: Have you brought up any rescission 
of any previous authorizations? 

Colonel SHuter. Mr. Chairman, we are willing to rescind $170 mil- 
lion worth of items which will be automatically rescinded by the 
language of this bill. We have another $25 million worth which 
would 

The Cuarrman. Then is it set out in this bill so we know they will 
be equivalent to $195 million rescissions ? 

Mr. Ketiener. No, sir. Section 510, the rescinding section, will 
rescind all the authorizations prior to June of °51 if funds aren’t 
obligated. 











3644 


The Cuatrman. That applies to all three services. 

Mr. Keitiener. Yes, sir. 

Colonel SHuer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. But I think you ought.to do this, ( Xolonel. I think 
you ought to break down, just like the other two services sent up here, 
line items for various projects, showing where you are asking for 
rescission of $195 million. 

Colonel Suuter. I have that right here, sir, and I will deliver it to 
Mr. Kelleher, sir. 

The Cuairman. That is just on one sheet of paper / 

Colonel Suuter. No, sir; several sheets. 

The Cuarrman. All right, good. 

Well, now, you give that to Mr. Kelleher. 

I didn’t hardly think you would get $195 million on one sheet of 
paper in rescissions, line items. 

(The information is as follows :) 

Section 510 of H. R. 5700 of the 84th Congress proposes automatic recission 
on July 1, 1956, of all authorizations for public-works projects which were 
granted prior to October 1, 1951; and, for which appropriated funds have not 
been obligated as of July 1, 1956. As of June 1, 1955, this provision would 
affect $170,180,673 of existing Army authorization under Public Laws 420, 
Sist Congress; 564, Sist Congress; 910, Sist Congress: and 155, 82d Congress. 
The term “residual authorization” as used below refers to authorization re- 
maining on projects physically completed at lower than authorized cost. 


Pusiic Law 420, 8ist Cona. 


Outside continental United States 





Chinn wa > TOslaaal Baie... tt $130, 836 
Total unfunded Public Law 420, 8lst Cong_-_--__--__--__-- 130, 836 


Pusiic Law 564, 8lst Cone. 


Continental United States 





Camp Hanford, Wash.: Residual authorization_____.___--________ $67, 588 
Midwest Chemical Depot, Ark.: Residual authorization__________ 5,110 
Brooklyn Army Base, N. Y.: Residual authorization______________ 3, 310 
Marion Engineer Depot, Ohio: Residual authorization___________~_ 60, 771 

Total unfunded Public Law 564, 81st Cong______--_-______--_ 136, 779 


Pusiic Law 910, 8lst Cone. 
Continental United States 
Facilities for Army Field Force Stations: Training facilities____- $2, 725, 519 
Outside continental United States 


SONA = TEC DUO IO oii id i ee ee a iste 2, 334, 516 


Total unfunded Public Law 910, 8ist Cong-_________-______ 5, 060, 035 
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Pusiic Law 155, 82p Cone. 


Continental United States 


Fort Dix, N. J.: Acquisition of land and residual authorization_-__- 
Camp Kilmer, N. J.: Acquisition of land and residual authorization 
Fort Knox, Ky.: Residual authorization______-__._____-_-~- a ndgee 
Fort Benning, Ga.: Residual authorization___________---------- - 
Fort Bragg. N. C.: Residual authorization__ ee oe 
Fort McClellan, Ala. : Guardhouse and residui ul authoriz ition 
Fort Bliss, Tex.: Residual authorization________-__- th SE oo 
Camp Bowie, Tex.: Roads and residual authorization______--__-~ 
Camp Chaffee, Ark.: Training facility____-_--~- ees : 
Fort Hood, Tex.: Supplemental operational fac ilities pitticcimecattalenin 
Camp Irwin, Calif.: Residual authorization__--_______________--- 
Fort Lewis, Wash.: Operational facilities and residual authoriza- 
ES PE SR SE ES A EE Se Sa ee ane 
Fort Ord, Calif. : >: Resiaual authorization—_......—_._....- +...» = 
Yuma Test Station, Calif.: Administrative and operational ‘facili- 
| See pothieet Neale Sih out oN AR RIS ASAE The Sa ASE Rae ee CO re 
Black Hills Ordnance Depot, S. D.: Ammunition maintenance 
facility and residual authorization__--_-________-____--___-_ aa 
Erie Ordnance Depot, Ohio: Administrative and operational facili- 
ties and residual authorization__________--___-- 
Letterkenny Ordnance Depot, Pa.: Storage and opers ation: a] fac ili- 
. ties and residual authorization - a eee ae : ‘ 
Mount Rainier Ordnance Depot, W ash. : Storage and maintenance 
facilities and residual authorization______- eee ; 
Pueblo Ordnance Depot, Colo. : Residual author ization___________- 
Ravenna Arsenal, Ohio: Ammunition maintenance facility_______ 
Red River Arsenal, Tex.: Training facility and residual author- 
RNR «. Sh eh as, sactoeapakeneied xs ae ae _ 
Redstone Arsenal, Ala.: Research and devel opment facilities and 
residual authorization Sane ee a a a a ra oe S 
Terra Haute Ordnance Depot, Ind.: Utilities__________--________ 
Tooele Ordnance Depot, Utah: Residual authorization. : 
Umatilla Ordnance Depot, Oreg.: Ammunition maintenance 
I I ROL ER ee ee ee a 
Belle Meade General Depot, N. J.: Storage facilities_____.________ 
New Cumberland Depot, Pa.: Residual authorization_______~ ee 
Sharpe General Depot, Calif.: Residual authorization__________~ 
Fort Worth Quartermaster Depot, Tex.: Residual authorization 
Decatur Signal Depot, I1.: a authorization___ seabh nibs: 
Sacramento Signal Depot, Calif.: Residual authorization_- 
Baton Rouge Engineer Depot, La.: Residual authorization___ ; 
Fort Eustis, Va.: Troop housing and supporting facilities, land 
acquisition, and residual authorization_ bee Va ware 
Military Personnel Records Center, Mo.: Residu: ul authori ization_ 
Emergency Construction, continental United States: Unprogramed 
rs eR ad eee SS een eee See 


Outside continental United States 


gga general: Residual authorization___________- 

Big Delta, Alaska: Troop housing, operational, and tr: lining x facili- 
ties, utilities and residual authorization______- 

Ladd Air Force Base, Alaska: Troop housing and suppor ting facili- 
ties, utilities, and residual authorization = 

Fort Richardson, Alaska: Operational and storage facilities, utili- 
ties, and residual authorization______- hn era iS aieheenes nee 


SEC. 102 


Classified military installations and facilities_____.__-_-___._-_____ 


55066 
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SEC. 401 
Joint military installations: Classified joint project____._._-_-___-_- $2, 000, 000 
Total Unfunded Public Law 155, 82d Cong___-_-_--_-__ ay ee $164, 853, 023 


In addition to the rescissions which will result from the enactment of section 510 
of H. R. 5700, the Department of the Army has outstanding authorizations which 
are no longer required. The following list of such authorizations has been 
reported to the Secretary of Defense by the Department of the Army: 


Pusiic LAw 534, 82p Cone. 


Continental United States 


Fort Campbell, Ky.: Residual authorization____._.________________ $110, 000 
RR a ie Rpg RA 6, 495, 000 
Fort McClellan, Ala.: Acquisition of land__........______._..__ 95, 000 
Port Bliss, Tex: : Residual authorisation... ..=............. 1, 705, 300 
Port pu, Okis, : emer eurormeaton 258, 000 
Camp Hanford, Wash.: Troop-supporting facilities___._....___._____ 176, 550 
Fort Huachuca, Ariz.: Residual authorization____________________ 55, 000 
Yuma Test Station, Ariz.: Maintenance and operational facilities 

Senne tee: hop aes eee ae EL TAR ET ERIS EN SAB Ges ee 425, 248 
Aberdeen Proving Ground, Md.: Residual authorization___________ 765, 400 
California Institute of Technology, Calif.: Research and develop- 

woke Tei Ag 2” RRR A RS Ae RL Sa 22, 000 
Malta Test Station, N. Y.: Research and development facilities, 

ce I eR Ge A EPA 433, 000 
Redstone Arsenal, Ala.: Research and development facilities_____~_ 665, 000 
White Sands Proving Ground, N. Mex.: Research and development 

faciiity and residual autormauon 686, 000 
Camp Detrick, Md.: Research and development facility__._____-_ 240, 000 
Dugway Proving Ground, Utah: Research and development facility_ 378, 000 
Fort Terry, N. Y.: Research and development facilities and utilities. 5, 279, 200 
Fort Dustis, Va.: Residual authorimetion 2. 421, 209 
Walter Reed Army Medical Center, District of Columbia: Residual 

5 panicle cel rc A ee Ne i Sa Ah a AE ge ee Ee bln! IS oD 46, 780 
Madigan Army Hospital, Wash.: Utility......_.....-..-..._- 169, 000 

Outside continental United States 

Big Delta, Alaska: Residual authorization____.___________________ $1, 273, 300 
Fort Richardson, Alaska: Storage and operational facilities and 

oe i 8 2 Es ee Ree er ter eee 2, 064, 966 

SEC. 102 

Classified military installations and facilities__._._._c-_._..__._._______ $1, 959, 311 





Total unfunded Public Law 534, 82d Cong__---____-________ 23, 723, 264 
Pus.iic Law 209, 8838p Cone. 


Continental United States 


Fort Wadsworth, N. Y.: Maintenance facility.__.........._..______ $342, 000 
Camp Perry, Ohio: Residual authorization__________ ts > wit ce Maen Se Pte 139, 000 
= ort Benning, Ga.: Residual authorization.____..___--___________ 42, 000 
Came eee, SA. 2 AIRED DE BR iri ns ke 67, 000 
Camp Claybanks, Mich.: Troop housing, administrative and opera- 
ST Gal gc er 472, 000 


Outside continental United States 


Gkinawa +t Residual .authorisationco. ok al eae $576, 000 
Total unfunded, Public Law 200, 88d Cong. ..---_..___._______ 1, 638, 000 
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Summary 

IN EE IEE LAA LLL LLL LLL AE LOA $130, 836 
co ag gg" ERR 2 ral I ES 5 A A De et Le 136, 779 
ee ee ee pee eee ee ee a 5, 060, 035 
Pupec Law ioe, Gen COR... eb bind cee sa ettincnblcmdacettel 164, 853, 023 
po EI OEE SS ES EY SEER peeee © eee anwar eee < oenen 23, 723, 264 
a wencsanrnanmsepabinipninmiuneepes 1, 638, 000 

nt GE By Py RL ED Se NEE Ss REE ip OR Ee ee eee ee ee EF Aes 195, 541, 937 


Mr. Wickersuam. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask him one ques- 
tion. 

Colonel Shuler, have you personally gone over each one of these 
requests 4 

Colonel Suter. The items in the bill, sir? 

Mr. WicKERSHAM. Yes. 

Colonel Suter. Yes, sir; I would say probably about 55 times, sir. 

Mr. WickersHam. On the land acquisition at Fort Sill 

Colonel Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WickersHaM. Do you feel that that is the absolute minimum 
that you have to have? 

Colonel Souter. I certainly do, sir. Ihave given a number of brief- 
ings to generals on the subject, sir, and I am familiar with it. And I 
feel that if these guns are fired at Fort Sill—— 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Colonel Suuter. That they must have this additional acreage. 

The Cuairman. You made a good statement: “If,” “If these guns 
are fired at Fort Sill.” 

Mr. Wickersuam. Mr. Chairman. 

That includes several guns, doesn’t it? 

Colonel SuHuter. Several? That includes a list of guns which I 
have here, sir, but I would say over 10 types of weapons, and the 2 that 
are giving us the most difficulty are the 280-millimeter gun and the 
Honest John rocket, which have large increases in range over the 
weapons as we knew them in World War IJ, sir. 

Mr. Wickersuam. In addition to that, then you have 6 or 10 other 
guns, even smaller ones ? 

Colonel Suuter. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, I would like for you to get information to 
oe ise the committee why this firing couldn’t take pi: ice at Camp Polk 
or Camp Stewart and be ready to give us full information as to why 
you couldn’t carry on this training at these two places as well as Fort 
Sill, and not by buying any more land at Fort Sill. 

Colonel Suvter. I will furnish that to the committee, sir, when we 
get to Fort Sill in the bill. 

The CuAtrman. All right. 

As I said, you made a good statement. It is just right down my line 
of the way I like to see statements submitted. It covers it clearly and 
gives you what we have to figure out. 

Now, anyone else here to make a general statement ? 

Colonel Suuter. No, sir. 

Mr. Doyte. Mr. Chairman, may I ask two questions? 

Mr. CHarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Doyte. Colonel, on page 3, line 3, the first paragraph, what 
items do you include in the terms “personnel support, morale, welfare, 
and recreation”? How do you 





































3648 





Colonel Suv.ter. On page 3, line 3, sir? 
Mr. Doyir. Yes. What type of facilities / 
Colonel Suvter. I will have Mr. Foster read you some samples, 
sir, from this list for the record. I have some samples of them here. 

Mr. Doyte. 7 ell, just give me the type. 

Mr. Fosrer. First of all, sir, there are all types of housing—bar- 
racks, bachelor aioes quarters, and family housing. 

Mr. Doyir. No, I am not referring to housing. I am referring to 
the four terms: “personnel support, morale, welfare, and recreation” 

Mr. Fosrer. Sample items, Mr. Doyle, are: gymnasia, field houses, 
community center buildings, pastry and bs ker y shops, elementary 
schools, commisaries, service clubs, theaters, and other morale, welfare, 
and community support type facilities, 

Mr. Dorie. What total money are you spending for those types of 
facilities in the subdivision “Community facilities”? 

Mr. Fosrer. Well 

The CHarrmMan. You mean throughout the whole bill ? 

Mr. Doyite. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

Colonel Suvter. If you please, sir, I will have to break that out for 
you, and I will be very glad to do it and can furnish it for the record. 

The Cuamman. All “right, break that down and get that informa- 
tion. Because that will help a great deal. 
Colonel Suuter. Yes, sir. 
(The information requested is as follows :) 





DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY Fiscat YEAR 1956 PusLtic WorKS PROGRAM 
Summary of community, welfare, and morale projects, Mar. 28, 1955 


{In asenearan 














a F | Prior author- ua ve New author- Proposed 
Installation and project | ivation | tsation | “funding 
--—_—____|———— 
Ordnance: 
Aberdeen Proving Ground, Md.: 
138 Swim pool with bathhouse -_- planet | 150 | 0 1) 
Redstone Arsenal, Ala.: 
119 Chapel with religious education facilities : 171 171 
120 Main post exchange _--- ’ 149 149 
Seneca Ordnance Depot, N. Y.: 
28 Enlisted men’s service club_..__..--_---- aves ° 129 129 
Subtotal, Ordnance- ee ES a 4 " 150 449 449 
Quartermaster: 
Fort Lee, Va. 
50 Br: unch PX a A) - 93 93 
Signal Corps: 
Foit Monmouth, N. J.: 
57 Branch PX ‘ ‘ 82 82 
58 Chapel with religious educs tion facilities _- 533 533 
fFubtotal, Signal. _- wht Citdeiiipe cake 615 615 
ASA, CONUS: 
Two Rock Ranch Station, Calif.: 
12 Gym with bowling alleys__---- : ‘ 244 244 
30 Special service building 88 88 
31 Enlisted men’s and noncommissioned officer’s 
service club with guesthouse , ; 163 163 
Subtotal, ASA, CONUS_-. . 495 495 
Vint Efill Farms Station, 'Ve....---. 6006556... 8. pebai oi 328 328 
25 Noncommissioned officer’s open mess ; 123 123 
23 Enlisted men’s service club, with recreation center. 205 205 
—— > > = = 
Subtotal, ASA, CON US......-.......-...-. 
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Summary of community, welfare, and morale projects, Mar. 28, 1955—Continued 


[In thousands] 






a a Prior author-| New author- Proposed 
Installation and project ization ination Cianitien 
Fngineers: 
Fort Belvoir, Va.: 
2 Commissary 312 312 
Transportation: 
Fort Eustis, Va... _----- A Pee a ae 3, 488 3, 488 
35 Main post exchange---- : 340 340 
43 Chapel with religious educ: ation facilities 527 927 
166 Office open mess with swimming pool_-__- 575 575 
171 Noncommissioned officers’ open mess with swim- 
EE SS 633 633 
3 Enlisted men’s service “club, final increase_- 421 421 
162 Fieldhouse_- a ee: 909 909 
176 Branch post exch: Ee : 83 83 
Oaklana Army Base, Calif.: 
22 Enlisted men’s service club with library. se 2065 296 
44 Bowling center and craft sid building 159 159 
46 Theater__- ‘wai ; : 371 371 
4 Subtotal, transportation. ___- 4,314 4,314 
Subtotal, technical services. -- ro 5 150 7,101 7,101 
First Army: 
Fort Dix, N. J.: 
16 2 branch PX’s 166 166 
92 Main PX. 615 0 ( 
104 Fieldhouse--- 1, 357 0 ( 
90 Enlisted men’s service club_ 489 489 
Subtotal, First Army eed ve : 1, 972 655 655 
Second Army: 
Fort Knox, Ky_-__-- - F 615 615 
42 Addition to officers’ open mess and pool--__- 478 478 
10 2 branch PX’s miei . 137 137 
Fort George G. Meade, Md.-..____- 245 245 
7 Branch PX ae 68 68 
10 Regiment chapel-_---___- 3 177 177 
Subtotal, Second Army------ : 860 860 
Third Army: 
Fort Benning. — ae . 517 517 
29 Theater without stage, 1,004-seat_- 359 359 
23 42 branch PX’s 137 137 
203 Storehouse addition to officers’ club-- 21 21 
Peet Denes: «5 3c<~<5s = —— - 339 818 818 
27 Main PX with cafeteria___- . 467 467 
28 3 branch PX’s . ; 203 203 
29 Regimental chapel--_- x 148 148 
160 Bowling center __- 122 0 () 
131 Addition to officers’ open mess-- 217 0 ( 
poy t ll UL ee ; 714 714 
11 Regimental chapel, 300-seat _--- 148 148 
8 3 branch PX’s_- 197 197 
13 Theater with stage, 1,004-seat_____--- 369 369 
Camp Gordon, Ga.: 
14. Chapel ae A F ; : 261 261 
Fort McClellan,.Ala______- . 272 272 
48 2 PX’s, WAC and CCTC._.. art 118 118 
110 C hapel__ a —— . ; 154 154 
Subtotal, Third Army--_-- ; ; 339 2, 582 2, 582 


EEE iba ae ne 
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Summary of community, welfare, and morale projects, Mar. 28, 1955—Continued 


[In thousands] 





jipatia Ss ae | Prior author- | New author- Proposed 
Installation and project | ization | ization funding 





Fourth Army: 














OK ee ee ee eee ee ee ee ee oe ve: 235 | 235 
55 Regimental omen, AR EEE oe 2 a ee a sae te tiamiese 170 | 170 
CS ER RCA IE LE SEE a sinthiceeia : | 65 | 65 

ee 3 wees oe ene DA > Lae 
nr ere I 5S eee baled bedes 465 | 465 
182 Noncommissioned officers’ open mess and pool-_-__|_...........-- 515 | 515 
133 2 branch PX’s. SEE CEs SOA Ss ae A a See Toes 119 | 119 
ee ee ET ee ee oe : 149 | 149 

on aE LEER SPL en Pe ae) Rae Sey Soe PA aa tk ae 


16 
18 





Fifth Army: 
Fort Carson, Colo 





TE Fe ae a aa a 574 | 574 
a a a cic cncthiaenabiose bake ont 72 72 
13 Enlisted men’s service club.__.______.--_------__- a 502 502 


Camp Lucas, Mich.: 
5 Gymnasium. 





Fort Riley, Kans_-._-_- s eticealdeadiaiamased csilesa ink nish aatags Ware 
eo. a Se a ae ee eee cid 2 
72 Enlisted men’s service club__________--____- ch eae 462 462 
66 Theater without stage, 1,004-seat_______- : on 331 331 
ee ee ee AE Ee, FON oki et 1,584 5 7, - <a 


Sixth Army: 
Fort Lewis, Wash 


TE oe es ae A en ieee 1,079 +, Ore 
22 Regimental chapel, 300-seat es Se ee ee a Ke 159 159 
23 Theater without stage, 1,004- “SS REE, Riise RODE EE 335 | 335 
60 2 branch P X’s PDT EE: — aa = i | 142 | 142 
29 Enlisted men’s service club___--__--- : ‘ 443 445 
ft ee ae - 1,089 1,089 
61 Chapel with religious educational facilities. __...-.|___- ees 491 491 
7 Branch PX. = Ris <= : 68 68 
51 Regimental ch: apel, a aE pal aa Leg 171 171 
24 Theater. " a ‘ > : — 359 359 
STE) RES Sods cawnwosesicewins : 184 184 
15 Post chapel, 150-seat__-_---- eee SEAT «x 125 | 125 
21 Post exchange - - ee fe oer : ‘ 59 | 59 
ee ee ees ee 2, 352 | 2, 352 
Subtotal, continental armies. -. ; : 2,311 | 9, 732 9, 732 

USMA: 
21 Noncommissioned officers open mess-.- 211 211 
fg, ne 2, 871 2, 871 
7 chapels... Sn a ol lite ec ERE Bod = 1,075 | 1,075 
6 bowling centers 273 273 
5 enlisted men’s service clubs_._- an ees = 683 | 683 
Officers open mess Ea ees ; 124 | 124 
DIES i « Soke ce cuss alin tli ease te encarin irene : 63 | 63 
Gymnasium -__. sanicennceidins sea onli enone caaixinies 460 | 460 
Exchange cafeteria. 7 eae : 193 193 


a ee LSS ee eee ee 2461 "19,915 | —«:19, 915 
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Summary of community, welfare, and morale projects, Mar. 28, 1955—Continued 


[In thousands] 





Prior author- | New author- Proposed 


Installation and project ization ization funding 





Overseas: 
Alaska: 
Big Delta 


29 Noncommissioned officers open mess---- 
54 Hobby shop 


ES I a Rae ee 


50 Noncommissioned officers open mess-.- 

109 Community center building : 
Whittier: 

53 Swim pool, addition to gymnasium. 
Wildwood Station (Kenai): 

28 Chapel with religious educational facilities _- 


Subtotal, Alaska 


Okinawa: 
Fort Buckner 


245 Chapel, with — educational facilities, 
A! aa 


Pacific: 
Schofield Barracks, TH........-...-..--- ; 


1 Commissary 
4 Service club 


Waiawa (Waipio) radio transmission station, TH: 
ee ee eS eS enna 


Subtotal, Pacific 


ASA classified (O/S): 
Location 13 


Officer open mess with bachelor officers’ quarters_ -_! - 
Community center building -- _- 

Enlisted men and non-commissioned officers club_- 
Athletic facilities 

Commissary 

Chapel 

Auditorium 


Location 19 


16 Officers open mess with bachelor officers’ quarters- 
19 Community center building---- 

24 Enlisted men and non-commissioned officers club 
25 Athletic facilities ___..............--- 
0 See a Re a ed hat 
ee, NEE PP eee : 


Location 23 


19 Community center building ---- 

24 Enlisted men and non-commissioned officers club_- 
25 Athletic facilities 

RS conccigavadkeiaiew 

29 Commissary 


Location 91: 
15 Officers open mess with bachelor officers’ quarters 


Location 99 


15 Officers’ open mess with bachelor officers’ quarters 

18 Community center building - 

28 Enlisted men’s and noncommissioned officers’ 
club... _- KR i —- 

24 Athletic facilities 
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Summary of community, welfare, and morale projects, Mar. 28, 1955—Continued 


[In thousands] 





Prior author- | New author- Proposed 


Installation and project ization ization funding 





ASA classified (O/S)—Con. 
Location 99—Con. 
Se I sei nciac tanrensiee ancaauaie 
28 Theater with stage_-- 








Subtotal, ASA classified O/S- 








a 





Grand total 


! To be funded from savings. 


The CuairMan. In this thing. 

Mr. Doyie. As you know, Mr. Chairman, I have had a special in- 
terest as I have traveled over the world for the committee to notice the 
sad lack of many, many places of adequate facilities such as you have 
named. I hope that you are not neglecting that program in the future 
as much as it has been in the past. 

Colonel Suuter. I believe [ can say, sir, that we have increased em- 
phasis on that part of our program in this year. 

Mr. WickersHAm. Just one question, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHairman. Yes. 

Mr. WickersHam. One more question : 

Is there any chance that the school, helicopter school, might be 
returned to Fort Sill? 

Colonel Suuter. You mean, sir, the Army Aviation Center ? 

Mr. WickrrsHAM. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Suuter. That is now at Rucker? 

Mr. Wickrrsuam. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Suuter. No, sir, because we moved away from Sill because 
of the conflict between ground and airspace availability with the 
Artillery School mission. We just could not operate the two at Sill. 
That is the reason we had to find another place. And that is the reason 
we moved to Camp Rucker, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Well, let’s don’t go into Sill, 1 may suggest to our 
good friend from Oklahoma now. We are going into it very thor- 
oughly. We will go into it so thoroughly when it gets through, if it 
goes through, he will say he won. But I don’t know whether—— 

Mr. WickersHamM. I won't take any credit either way. I want what 
is best for the country. 

The Cuairman. Now, any further questions of the colonel ? 

(No response. ) 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much, Colonel. 

Now, we are ready, then, to read the bill, is that correct 

Colonel Suuter. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, let’s start off fresh tomorrow morning and 
read the bill item by item. And you have all the people here that is 
necessary to answer any question that runs through the minds of 37 
men. 

Colonel Suvter. Yes, sir. 
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The Cuairman. We will take a recess until Monday morning at 10 
o'clock. 

Colonel Sucter. Thank you, sir. 

(Whereupon, at 11:55 a. m., the committee recessed until 10 a. m., 
Monday, June 6, 1955.) 


Hovust oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEB ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Monday, June 6, 1955. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman, pre- 
siding. 

The CuatrmMan. Let the committee come to order. 

This is a continuation of the hearing on H. R. 5700. 

We are on title I, the Army section. 

Now, we finished Friday with the general statement from the 
Secretary and the other responsible heads of the Department of the 
Army. So we will open this morning by reading the bill. . 

On page 2, Continental United States. Technical services facili- 
ties. Ordnance Corps. Aberdeen Proving Ground, Md. Troop 
housing, community facilities, utilities, and family housing. 

Now, since the 80th Congress we have authorized $22,853,000. They 
have let contracts for $9,974,489 at Aberdeen Proving Ground, and in 
addition thereto they are asking now for $1,736,000. 

Now, tell us about family housing. How many units do you pro- 
pose to build there ? 


Colonel Suuter. Mr. Chairman, we are asking now for new author- 
ization to build 36 sets of noncommissioned officers quarters at Aber- 
deen Proving Ground. 

The Cuamman. Thirty-six quarters. 

Colonel SuHuter. Noncommissioned officers quarters, sir. 

These quarters, Mr. Chairman, are for noncommissioned officers who 
‘annot afford the Wherry housing because of the pay they get ES 


month to house themselves, or because their families are so large that 


they cannot fit into the Wherry house. 

I would like to take just a minute, Mr. Chairman, to give the com- 
mittee the unit costs on this housing, to show you how we are figuring. 

The Cuatrman,. All right. 

Colonel Suvter. The square footage that we use in designing these 
quarters, sir, are in accordance with Public Law 626 of the 80th Con- 
gress. The average cost of these quarters, including all utilities, runs 
$11.20 a square foot. If we add in the collateral equipment; that. is, 
the stove, refrigerator, telephone, and so forth, it will run $11.70 a 
square foot. 

The CHarrman. Now, that is throughout the whole bill, is it, or 
just 

Colonel Suvuter. No, sir; that is just at this one station. And 
throughout the bill they run pretty much like that, for noncommis- 
sioned officer-type quarters, family housing. 

The CHatrman. Now, then, as an average, throughout the bill, 
At amare te officers’ family housing is around about $12 a square 

oot ? 
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Colonel Sauter. That is correct, sir. And I might add, Mr. Chair- 
man, that of course the bidding system that is used by the Corps of 
Engineers, competitive bidding, will determine the actual price, and 
if the pricing is within the law, the existing law, that is the price we 
will finally use. 

The CHarrMAn. What is the square footage, the average square 
footage / 

Colonel Sauter. The square footage on these size quarters, the 
maximum size, is 1,080 square feet. 

The CHarrMan. 1,080 square feet. Running around $12 a square 
foot, makes it about $13,000 per house, then ? 

Colonel Sauter. Yes, sir; actually $12,675, sir. 

The CuarrMan. $12,675. 

Colonel SuHuter. That is the average cost. 

The CHarrmMan. Put down $12,675. Now, that includes all of the 
utilities, and that includes the paving of the street and everything, 
or is that in addition ? 

Colonel Sauter. That includes absolutely everything, Mr. Chair- 
man, including the stove, refrigerator, telephone service, the paving, 
all utilities and the house. 

The CyHarmrMan. On an average, what is the width of the street 
upon which these houses will be built ? 

Off the record. 

(Statement off the record.) 

The CHarrMan. About how wide are your streets going to be in a 
project, for instance, at Aberdeen? When you lay out these, how wide 
are your streets ¢ 

Colonel Sauter. The Corps of Engineers tells me about 22 feet, sir. 

The CHarrman. Then 

Colonel Suuter. At this particular station. 

The CHatrMAN. Wait 1 minute, now. If the house—if the street 
is only 22 feet, it won’t be as wide as this room, because this room is 
30 feet. And where is a man going to park his automobile? You are 
going to have garages? 

Colonel Sauter. There will be no garages for these houses. 

The CHarrman. Then how is he going to park his automobile? 

Mr. Heészerr. You can park it. 

The CuarrMan. You can’t park automobiles on both sides and have 
anything to go in the middle. 

Colonel SuHuter. Mr. Chairman, that is exactly right, and if the 
streets are as narrow as 22 feet, we will have to park them off the 
street, off-street parking. 

Mr. Devereux. Would they be one-way streets? 

Colonel SHuter. No, sir, these would be two-way streets. 

The CHatRMAn. Well, what are you going to do? Are you going 
to make the street wider or say, “Park down at the foot of the hill or 
down the hill’? 

Colonel SHuter. No, sir, speaking from where I last lived, at 
Carlisle Barracks, we had a macadam driveway without any garage 
where we parked our car, and it was between the two houses. There- 
fore, you did not park your car on the street. 

Now, I do not wish to state that the 22 feet is absolutely what the 
width of the street will be, sir. That is the information that the Chief 
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of Engineers’ representative gave me, but it may be a little wider 
than that. 

The CuatrmMan. Of course the wider the street the more your cost 
on each unit will be. 

Colonel SHuter. That is right, sir. 

The CHarrman. And that is the reason you are trying to hold it 
down to $12,675, by just having a little narrow street. 

Now, what type houses are they going to be—wood or brick or what ? 
Now, you take 1,000 square feet. And it is going to be a brick house 
or is it going to be a wood house ? 

Colonel Suuter. Sir, the only houses we have designed and have 
under construction right now at Fort Lewis are brick on the first story 
and wood frame on the second story. And we try to use the material 
that is suitable to the area. 

The CuHatrman. All right. Have you a standard form to use 
throughout the country, or are you going to draw different plans for 
every station ¢ 

Colonel Suuter. Yes, sir. We have a standard floor plan, but the 
architectural treatment, sir, will be different for the various geo- 
graphical areas of the United States. For instance—— 

The Cuatrman. The Corps of Engineers have a sketch of the type 
of house they are going to build ? 

Colonel Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrMan. Now, let the committee see that sketch. Now, this 
is applied all over the country now ? 

Well, if you haven’t it now, bring it up here and let’s look at it and 
see what kind of houses you are building. We are all inclined to bea 
little architecturally minded. 

Colonel Suuter. I will furnish this committee, Mr. Chairman, 
pictures of the Fort Lewis housing. 

The CuatrMan. Fort what? Fort Lewis? 

Colonel Suuter. Fort Lewis, 800 units which we have under con- 
tract now. 

The Cuatrman. All right. And you are going to build that same 
kind of house practically through the service ? 

Colonel Suuter. It won’t be exactly the same. It will be given 
different architectural treatment, depending upon whether it is in the 
cold climate or warm climate. But it will be somewhat similar. 

The CHatrman. Now, do these houses have basements in them ? 
Where is the Corps of Engineers? Let the Chief of Engineers come 
around over here, please, sir, whoever he is. Who is testifying? 

Mr. Ketiener. Colonel Malevich. 

Colonel Matevicu. Colonel Malevich, Sir 

The CHatrman. You are with the Corps of Engineers ? 

Colonel Matevicn. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Are you familiar with the type of houses contem- 
plated to be built ? 

Colonel Matevicn. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrMan. Now, it has been testified here that one reason why 
they have these figures in here is because the Corps of Engineers prac- 
tically had the architect’s plans and specifications drawn. So I as- 
sume that you know and the engineers know what type of family houses 
you propose to build as referred to in this bill, is that correct 
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Colonel Matevicu. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, what type houses are they? Now, give us a 
brief breakdown about it. 

Colonel Matevicu. The houses are slab on grade houses. They 
have no basements. They have utilities in a small utility room off 
the kitchen. They are in general two-story houses. The living 
room— 

The CHatrMAN. How large is the living room? Well, I will tell 
you what you do. Now, you get briefed up on this tomorrow morning 
about all these houses. We will have to get some more accurate 
information about it. Find out how large a living room and how 
large the bedrooms are and what kind of heating system you are 
going to have and all those things. : 

Colonel MALEvIcH. Yes, sir. 

The CHairMAN. Get all that information in the morning. Then 
we will go back on this. 

All right. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrMan. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. Colonel, how many bedrooms do you have in this house / 

Colonel MAtevicn. Mr. Bates, one, two, and three bedrooms. 

Mr. Bares. Are they all 1,080 square feet ? 

Colonel MAtevicu. Average. We have some up to 1,225 square 
feet and some down around approximately 900 square feet. 

Mr. Bares. Now, the committee, in going around the country, as a 
matter of fact, in going around the world, saw a lot of these apart- 
ments. Sometimes you have two-bedroom apartments which have 
the same number of square feet as you have for a three-bedroom. And 
the cost of the entire house is almost the same, just about a hundred 
dollars difference. Because you have a little cardboard separation 
there between two rooms. 

Now, what is the plan here? What is the square feet you are going 
to have for a two-, three- and four-bedroom house ? 

Colonel MatevicH. The three-bedroom house has 1,250 square feet 
space. 

Mr. Bates. Allright. Now, what are you going to have for a two? 

Colonel Matevicu. Pardon ? 

Mr. Bares. What are you going to have for a two? 

Colonel Matevicn. Nine hundred and fifty square feet. 

Mr. Bares. Nine hundred and fifty ? 

Colonel MAtevicn. For the smallest. 

Mr. Bares. Are you going to have any ones or fours ¢ 

Colonel Matevicu. We are going to have one-bedroom units I don’t 
believe they—we will be able to get four bedrooms in on any of these 
combinations. We are authorized a small percentage of four-bed- 
room houses per station. But within these limitations we can’t prac- 
tically crowd four bedrooms into the 1,250 maximum we have been 
using. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, the only reason I brought the point up 
is up in Alaska, when we went up there, we had three-bedroom apart- 
ments and two-bedroom apartments, and the number of square feet 
was identical, and the difference in the cost was $100 between one and 
the other. 
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The CHairMAn. I figure these bedrooms would be about 12 by 12, 
and 1,080 total floor space. That would be a room 12 by 12. 

Colonel MALEvicu. That is about right. 

The CHArrMAN. What? 

Colonel MAtEvicu. There may be one bedroom smaller than that 
in a three-bedroom combination, perhaps a small—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, you get up all the information about these 
houses. 

Mr. JoHnson. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Mitter. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. JoHNsON. May I ask a question ? 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Johnson. 

Mr. Mutter. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatRMAN. One second. 

Mr. JoHnson. How do you people figure out what kind of houses 
you are going to have? Do you hire an architect to do it or do you 
lo it yourself ¢ 

Colonel Matevicu. We hire architect-engineers to do the design. 

Now, on these—this year’s housing program, we started advance 
designing our houses before last year’s authorization bills and appro- 
priation bills were passed. So we gave advance design funds to each 
of our divisions—not each of the 9 divisions, but of the 9, we gave 5 
of the division engineers the job of designing housing specifically for 
their geographical area. That is, on the Pacific Northwest we had 
one type of housing and in the Southwest part of the country we had 
another design. 

Mr. Jounson. Do you indicate what your needs are and what you 
want, what the engineers want / 

Colonel Matevicu. We indicated to them the criteria that were 
given to us by the Department of the Army as to size, square-foot area, 
the number of bedrooms authorized, and instructed the division engi- 
neers to design housing within these limitations for this specific area 
within the appropriate general cost braket. 

Mr. Jounson. Those are private people / 

Colonel Matevicu. Those are private architects. 

Mr. Jounson. On the west coast ? 

Colonel Matevicn. Who are experts or authorities on housing in 
that general area. 

The CHarrMANn. Well, let me ask you this, now: 

Mr. Miller, you want to ask him a question / 

Mr. Miniter. Mr. Chairman. 

He mentioned that this included telephones. Last week we had 
quite an argument here on how telephones were paid for. And I 
would like to find out in the Army whether they use the same system 
that the Navy uses or whether this matter, which is rather contro- 
versial between the three services—— 

Colonel Suu er. I will state how the Army does it, sir. 

We assign $300 per set of family quarters to pay for the telephone 
lines and everything to do with the telephone, and install the telephone. 
We assign another $300 for stoves and refrigerators. 

Now, that is the collateral equipment which we charge against MCA 
funds for each set of quarters—$600. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 
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Now, in regard to the telephones—— 

Take this off the record. 

(Statement off the record.) 

The Cuatrman. Are any telephones being abandoned as far as the 
Army is concerned and transferred to private enterprise / 

Mr. Fosrer. It is my understanding, Mr. Chairman, that there are 
some systems in use in the Army which will be turned over to private 
telephone companies to operate. 

About 2 years ago the Secretary of Defense directed the services to 
do that in all practical cases. There would be exceptions where it 
would be necessary to train Signal Corps personnel. But I want to 
point out, sir, that that pertains to the operation and maintenance of 
the phone systems and not their original installation. 

The CHarrMan. I just wanted to run through and see if we are 
providing the telephones and charging $300 against each unit and 
then we are turning all that over to private enterprise. Why shouldn't 
private enterprise be permitted to go in in the first instance and not 
charge that $300 ? 

Mr. Fosrrer. They would charge the Government that and possibly 
more, Mr. Chairman, if they were to go in after these houses were 
built to install telephone lines. 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, these are not built. Why should we put any 
money in the bill for telephones when we are going to later on turn 
it over to private enterprise. Let private enterprise do it in the 
first instance. 

Mr. Fosrrer. It would cost the same, approximately, if not more, 
sir. If we requested the Bell Telephone Co. to come into Aberdeen 
Proving Ground and install phone lines and phone instruments in 
these houses, they would pay the same price that the Government 
would pay for cable, for instance, for instruments, and for pole lines, 
plus a profit for their installation. 

The Cuarrman. Now—— 

Mr. Minter. Mr. Chairman 

(Further chorus of “Mr. Chairman”.) 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Miller. 

Mr. Mitzer. I started it. 

The CHarrMaAn. Yes, you started it and I thought I finished it. 
| Laughter. | 

Mr. Minter. Suppose a private company is to make a subdivision of 
500 houses adjacent to Washington, say right out here near Andrews 
Field, or any military installation. Would the telephone company 
require that all of the initial installations be paid for by the con- 
tractor, or by the private contractor, or would they go in and put in 
the lines and include that in their cost of operations ? 

Mr. Fosrrr. They include that, I understand, sir, in the cost of op- 
eration, of course. 

Mr. Minier. All right. Now, how about rates? Does the Govern- 
ment get a favorable rate on its telephone because we supply a part 
of the capital investment through the telephone company ? 

Mr. Foster. I have been told so, Mr. Miller. I can’t substantiate it. 

Mr. Mitier. Mr. Chairman, in view of that answer, I would like 
to have soinething put into the record very definitely showing whether 
or not—I asked him—the answer to my question, if a private company 
subdivided this, if the telephone company would pay for it. Then I 
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asked him if the Government got any reduction in rates by virtue of 
the fact that it makes the capital investment for the telephone com- 
pany, and he tells me he can’t definitely answer. I would like to have 
that answer firm in the record. 

The Cuatrman. Well, of course they don’t get any reduction. 

Mr. Miter. All right. 

The CuarrmMan. Not any more than we do when we invest $25 mil- 
lion or $30 million in building a plant. We furnish the facilities to 
manufacture airplanes or any other equipment and we pay the same 
price as if the capital investment had been made by the corporation. 

Mr. Mitzer. Why shouldn't we, Mr. Chairman? They don’t do it 
in the case of private subdividers. Why should the Government have 
to pay this additional capital investment on which they base their 
rates! I would like to get that firmly established. 

The CuHairMan. All right, put it in the record. 

(The information requested is as follows :) 


1. If the commercial telephone company were to furnish telephone service to 
on-post quarters direct from the commercial exchange, the cost would be borne 
by the private subscriber. However, since most of the calls desired would be to 
post installations served by the military exchange, the Government would have 
to increase the trunking capability from the post switchboard to the commercial 
exchange at an additional cost to the Government for which no reimbursement 
would be received. Where the service is provided from the post switchboard, 
the initial cost to the Government is covered by the $300 MCA collateral money 
for which the Government realizes a monthly return from each subscriber which 
includes amortization of the initial cost. 

2. The $300 collateral money is used to defray cost of material and its installa- 
tion to provide distribution plant and station equipment for the individual hous- 
ing unit where the system is Government owned. When the telephone system is 
rented, the $300 collateral money is used to defray the cost of the nonrecurring 
installation charge made by the telephone company for installing the distribution 
plant. 

3. In answer to Mr. Miller’s question, it is not a matter of rates but rather a 
matter of cost to the Government. If the distribution system were telephone- 
company owned, the Government would pay a nonrecurring installation charge 
amounting to approximately 75 percent of the cost plus a monthly rental which 
would include amortization of the company’s capital investment and a profit 
element. The monthly rental is paid from “Maintenance and operations, Army,” 
and the nonrecurring installation charge (approximately 75 percent) from 
“Military construction, Army,” appropriations. Where the distribution system is 
Government-owned, neither the nonrecurring charge nor the monthly rental 
charge for the distribution system is paid to the telephone company since the 
Government made the capital investment. The final result of this is that, in the 
case of a Government-owned system, the Government is accruing an interest in its 
own system rather than amortizing the capital investment of the telephone 
company. This is borne out by the fact that when the Government leases a 
system from the telephone company, one of the elements of the contract is a 
termination clause, in which the Government agrees to pay the telephone company 
a stipulated amount should the service be discontinued prior to expiration of a 
specified period of time which normally covers the amortization of the capital 
investment. 

4. When the Government sells a telephone system to a commercial company, the 
Government receives fair worth for the system in being. One of the considera- 
tions in negotiating the sale price is the initial cost of the system together with 
depreciation factors. This initial cost includes the $300 MCA collateral money. 

The Cuarrman. I can tell you what it is going to be now; that you 
are going to pay the same rates as if the private corporation made the 
capital investment. The Government never gets any credit, not at all. 

Mr. Wickersuam. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarmman. That is the very point. Out in California, where 
they manufacture airplanes, why, we have invested millions and mil- 











3660 


hons of dollars in plants. Then when they finish the product, they are 
sold at the same price as if we hadn’t invested a penny. 

Mr. Miter. That is not a public utility. 

The Cuarrman. Oh, well, it is the same thing. It is private enter- 
prise. We are buying an airplane, for, say, $8 million, and we put in 
10 percent of the facilities. Why, you get no credit for your 40 per- 
cent. I have been trying to get that through for 20 years, but have 
never been able todo it. Wherever the Government puts in the money 
for somebody to do business, why, it is just helping that along that 
much. It isan indirect subsidy. But that has been going on. 

Mr. WickersHam. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask him a question 
on another matter for just a moment. 

In view of the fact that on the base houses that you are asking for is 
not sufficient to meet all your needs, what is the Army’s position rela- 
tive to the supplying of the needs of other servicemen and civilians 
from title 8 or title 9, the extension of it? In other words, are you 
for the extension of titles 8 and 9 in view of the fact that this bill will 
not meet all your needs ? 

Colonel Suuter. Sir, taking title 8, the Army’s position is for a 
1-year extension of title 8 in order to allow us to clean up the project 
that we now have in, that we want to get through. 

Mr. WickrersuHam. What about Title 9: Defense Housing, in addi- 
tion to the needs that you are asking for here? In other words, if 
some of the civilians and some of the servicemen are not able to get 
sufficient houses from these other base housing, are you for or against 
the extension of Title 9: Defense Housing ? 

Colonel Suuer. If we can’t get sufficient housing, sir, adequate 
quarters and quarters that we can maintain at a reasonable rate on the 
post, then naturally we want some kind of housing that is suitable. 
And of course we use community housing. Naturally, a large group 
of our people can’t afford to pay for the community housing at the 
rentals and the cost of buying. 

In the case of Wherry, the rental rates for Wherry are above what 
our junior officers and noncommissioned officers can afford to pay. 
And the space criteria is such that a senior officer is entitled to more 
space than the Wherry housing affords. All you have to do is go to 
look at a set of Wherry quarters. I just lived in a set. 

Mr. Wickersuam. That is right. 

Colonel Suuter. I know exactly what they are like. And I built 
a number of them. They meet the needs of the majors and the lieu- 
tenant colonels, the people who can afford to pay and who are not 
entitled to more space. But they fall short on the junior officers from 
the standpoint of their pay, and the senior officers from the standpoint 
of space. 

Now, all of our family housing requirements that we list on our 
68—C forms—the justification forms before the committee—those re- 
quirements are a result of a recent field survey all over the United 
States. They take into account community support. They take into 
account all assets, including Wherry housing, all our permanent quar- 
ters on the post. They list the substandard quarters which we would 
like to get out of as soon as we can and give the people something 
decent to live in. And I might state right now, Mr. Chairman, that 
60 percent of this housing request is a replacement for those sub- 
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standard-type quarters. The other 40 percent are additional re- 
quirements. 

The CuatrmMan. You made the complete survey of what local com- 
munities were able to do, what Wherry housing was able to do, and 


what any other 

Colonel Suuter. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. What FHA was doing? 

Colonel Suuter. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. Then you decided that 40 percent should be new 
construction in those areas 

Colonel Suuter. New assets. 

The Cuatrman. It is not in competition with any private building 
at all? 

Colonel Suuter. Well, neither is the other 60 percent, sir. It is a 
replacement for 

The CuarrMan. The other 60 is merely replacement; is that correct ? 

Colonel Suuter. For substandard quarters. 

The Cuarrman. Now, let’s get this in the record. 

Now, 1,080 square feet is for the noncommissioned officers and their 
families; is that correct ? 

Colonel SHuter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, it varies, does it not, with rank ? 

Colonel Suuter. May I refer, sir, to the public law in which the 
1,080 square feet is specified for enlisted men, company-grade officers 
1,250, field-grade officers 1,400 square feet, colonels 1,670, and gen- 
erals 2,100. 

Now, all of our housing is based on the —— 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Colonel SHuter. Space requirements in that law, sir. 

The Ciairman. That is right. 

That is the same in the Navy, is it not, Mr. Kelleher ? 

Mr. Ke_iener. Yes; it is. 

Mr. Parrerson. Mr. Chairman. 

Are all of these houses, Colonel, built on slabs ? 

Colonel SHuter. I would say the vast majority. I am not certain 
whether there are a few outside of that category or not. 

Colonel Maevicu. In the continental United States; yes. 

Colonel Suuter. All continental United States, so far all will be 
built that way, sir. 

Mr. Patrerson. Regardless of the section of the country they are in? 

Colonel Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Patrrerson. What kind of heating do you use? 

Mr. Zacknrison. In general we use individual heating. 

Mr. Patrerson. I mean what type. 

Mr. Zackrison. It would be forced warm air, gas or oil as a fuel— 
forced warm air is usually what we use. 

Mr. Parrerson. Forced warm air? 

Mr. Zacxrison. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now 

Mr. Parrerson. You want to go ahead? 

The Cuatrman. I want you to go ahead. I have something—— 

Mr. Parrerson. I just wanted to follow one little idea. 

















55066—55—No. 20-———49 


| 

4 
ea 
“a 
a 

























3662 


On this noncom’s house, of the square footage of 1,080; what is the 
unit cost for heating that house? 

Mr. Foster. Is that in dollars per year cost of heating operation ? 

Mr. Parrerson. The individual unit. How much would it cost for 
you to put a heating unit in that particular house? 

Colonel SuHuter. About $500, sir, I am informed by the Corps of 
Engineers’ representative. 

Mr. Patrerson. $500. And that consists of how many rooms? 

Colonel Suuter. It could consist of from 1-bedroom units to 3-bed- 
room units. 

Mr. Pavrerson. Yes. 

Colonel SuHuter. 1-bedroom, 2-bedroom, and 3-bedroom units. That 
would be—what, from 4 to 6 rooms? 

Colonel Matevicn. 4 to 6 rooms. 

Mr. Parrerson. And that is hot air, oil, or gas? It all depends 
on the particular location ? 

Colonel SuHuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Parrerson. Now, what does a general’s quarters cost? You 
say it is 1,600 square feet. 

Mr. Ketiener. 2,100 square feet. 

Mr. Parrerson. 2,100. 

Colonel Suvuter. 2,100. 

While they are looking that up, sir, I would like to give you some 
figures from experience 

Mr. Parrerson. Is that, again, hot forced air? 

Colonel Suvuter. It probably would be; yes, sir. Generally speak- 
ing, but not necessarily. I mean, we might design something else, 
depending on the area it was in. 

Mr. Parrerson. If you designed something else, then there would 
have to be something like base radiant or ceiling radiant. How much 
does a unit like that cost in one of these homes, Colonel ? 

Colonel Suuter. It costs slightly more, sir, than the figure I gave 
you for warm air. I would say at least greater than $500. 

Mr. Patrerson. It would cost you about $2,000? 

Colonel Suuter. I don’t believe that much, Mr. Congressman. 

Mr. Patrerson. Well, I am just a layman. 

The Cuatrman. Well, may I 

Mr. Parrerson. I think we should know these prices. 

The CuarrMan. Well, I may call your attention to this? 

A Wherry house costs $8,100. It costs $54,000 to support it by the 
time we get the title for it. 

That is exactly what Wherry housing costs. 

Colonel Suuter. May I add a statement, Mr. Chairman? 

I lived in a Wherry house just before I was assigned to my present 
assignment. My heat bills during the winter were $54 a month. 
And the reason for that was that the heat all went from the inside 
of the house to the outside. That is the reason we can’t build a decent 
house for $10,000 or $11,000 to give you efficient heating. 

The Cuarrman. Well, now, I think this. I think you can. And 
before I make that statement I want to call your attention to the fact 
that here is an analysis of the family-housing requirements of installa- 
tions where there is existing Wherry projects. 

Now you will see—Aberdeen Proving Ground. 
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The family requirement is 1,442. You have 796 Wherry houses. 
And you have 73 Government houses. That is a net deficit of 373 
houses. And in this bill we are providing for 36 houses. So, there 
is a complete breakdown. ut 

Now getting back to your other proposition. 

Now $10,000 or $12,000 is a pretty good sum of money. I don’t care 
what kind of job you have—and I know it is going to take you some 
time to save it. 

People have an idea that money grows on trees, but it does not. It 
takes time to accumulate it. It takes a lifetime for a great many people 
to accumulate that amount of money, and then some can’t do it. 

Now, I know all through the South they are building what is called 
prefabricated houses. They are selling them out to the people. And 
it is around a three-bedroom house. 

There are no cellars. You don’t have to build any cellars down 
there. The average price is $8,000 and $9,000. And they have heat- 
ing systems in them and they are nice houses. 

Now why doesn’t the Government look into those things, the Depart- 
ment of the Army at least, and see if you can’t contract with people 
to put in what is known as prefabricated houses where the whole 
thing—the foundation is laid and then they bring the unit in trucks 
und they will set up the whole thing. And it meets the requirements 
of FHA, because every one of them are insured by FHA. 

Now, I know all through my section they are paying $8,000, $9,000, 
and they are nice little houses. ? 

They have different designs. They sell them. And the FHA in- 
surance insures them all. 

Now why couldn’t you do something like that and try to get a good 
house 4 

Because $12,000—now, what is the earning of a man that gets a 
1 ,080-square-foot house ? 

Now what would be his rank? He would be a private. 

Colonel Suutrer. He would be a non—— 

The Cuarrman. Wait a minute. He would be a private that had 
a family. 

Colonel Suvier. Not a private, Mr. Chairman. He would be a 
noncommissioned officer. 

The Carman. All right. 

What is the lowest. grade, then ? 

Colonel Sauter. The lowest grade would be a corporal with 7 
years’ service. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

How much is his total income? 

Colonel Suuter. Well, the NCO’s—let’s take with two dependents— 
draws $77.10 per month for quarters. 

The CuarrMan. Well, what is his income? 

What is the income of his pay ? 

Now he is a corporal with 7 years 

Colonel Suter. You mean his total pay, sir, or his quarters pay ! 

Mr. Ke_iener. His total pay. , 


Phe Cuairrman. What is his total pay, as a corporal with 7 years 
service ? 
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Colonel Suuter. I am afraid, sir, we have with us only the old pay 
table and not the new table which the Congress so kindly established, 
sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Get up some table. He won’t be making $3,000 a year, will he? 

Colonel Siruter. I will have to furnish the pay scale for the record, 
sir. 

(The information requested is as follows :) 

The base pay of a corporal with 7 years service is $167.60 per month. In 
addition he is entitled to a basic allowance for quarters of $77.10 per month 
with 1 or 2 dependents and $96.90 per month with 3 or more dependents. 

The Crarrman. Well, approximately how much would he be 
making ¢ 

Now he is going to have a house that is going to cost the Government 
around $10,000—around $12,600. 

Now I just want to show that a man with that income could not 
afford privately buying it, working with an income of that type, to 
own a house costing $12,600. 

Could he? 

So therefore industry is trying to meet that boy and trying to pro- 
vide him a home. So they are constructing houses at a cost, to sell 
to him, of around seven and eight and nine thousand dollars. 

And the streets sare paved. They are not 50-foot streets, they are 
75- and 80-foot streets. Sewers are put in, electric lights are put in, 
stoves are put in and everything is put in—hardwood floors and all. 

And they meet every requirement of FHA, for FHA insures it. 
That is what the Government ought to do. 

Mr. Parrerson. I want to ask a question right there, Mr. Chairman. 

In these homes that you have referred to, Colonel, when they are 
on a slab, do they put asphalt tiling in them or do they put sleepers in 
and then actually build a wood floor, as the chairman has said 4 

Colonel Suuter. Would you explain that, Mr. Zackrison ? 

Mr. Zackrison. Generally speaking, it will be asphalt tile directly 
placed on the concrete slab. 

Mr. Parrerson. Then is there a covering over that? 

Mr. Zackrison. No, sir. 

Mr. Parrerson. Because they can be pretty tough on a family living 
in it. 

Mr. Zacxnrison. It is a minimum house. 

Mr. Patrerson. Now these houses that the chairman referred to: 
If they have sleepers in and then a hardwood floor, I think you should 
look into that situation. 

The CHarrman. Why 

Mr. Parrerson. You are going to be confronted, Mr. Chairman, 
with asphalt tile on concrete. You are going to have a rough, tough 
house on a person who is living in there. 

The CHatrmMan. Well, I doubt that. Because if the cement is laid 
into it smooth, it would be more economical. 

Mr. Hess. It is going to be cold. 

Mr. Parrerson. Now if you are walking on it every day of your 
life, all day long—— 

The CnatrmMan. If you put asphalt tile—— 

Mr. Parrerson. It is like walking on the sidewalk. 
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The CHairman. And you put some rug on top of it, you have a 
pretty good floor. 
Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman—— 
Colonel SHuter. Mr. Chairman ¢ 
The CHarrMan. Wait 1 minute. 
General Devereux has been trying to get recognized. 
Mr. Deverevx. Colonel, am I to understand that a corporal with 
7 years of service is entitled to quarters ? 
Colonel SruLer. May I say, sir, that master sergeants, sergeants 
i first-class, sergeants, and corporals with at least—with 7 years’ service 
und above are entitled to family quarters. 

May I have just a minute, sir, to address myself to the reason why 
we want these quarters for these noncoms ? 

The CuairmMan. No. We know the reason why. It helps the morale. 
They are entitled to quarters. I am not raising that peint. ‘They are 
entitled to quarters. 

Mr. Devereux. A corporal, then, with 7 years’ service is entitled to 
: quarters. How much quarters allowance does he get 
: Do you have that? 

Colonel Suuter. Sir, I have the figure for a noncom with two 
dependents, of $77. 
{ would just make a guess that he gets probably around $70 a 


MAT Se YS: 


month. 
Mr. Devereux. And Wherry housing for the same number of 
bedrooms——— 


Colonel SuHuter. I believe the rents on Wherry housing—I know I 
was paying $104 a month. I think the least he could probably pay 
would be around $90 a month. 

Mr. Devereux. Thank you. 

The CHamman. Well, I know- 

Colonel Suuter. And then he has to pay utilities on top of that. 
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r The CuarrMan. I feel confident that if you would advertise to give 
{ people an opportunity to build these houses for you, at so much square 


feet, and meet all the requirements of FHA—and FHA requirements 
are very strict today. 

They are not putting up any shoddy houses. I looked at some that 
were being built and the joists are 2 by 10s. 

All fine lumber, from the Northwest. No little old 2 by 4’s, moulded, 
black-bluelooking, second growth pine. 

It is all good timber. And I examined some of these houses. That 
is what the Army ought to do. 

Mr. Gavin. Georgia pines / 

The Cuarrman. And they will get nice houses, pretty houses. 

Colonel Sauter. Mr. Chairman ¢ 
: Mr. Parrerson. No Georgia swampwood ¢ 
Colonel Suuter. Mr. Chairman, may I have the opportunity to put 
in the record—Mr. Chairman, may I read into the record the Army’s 
recapitulation of the Aberdeen family housing requirements, because 
we do not 

The Cuairman. We will get back to that. 

Don’t be in too big a hurry. We were just trying to get some gen- 
eral information in regard to the houses, your housing situation, so 
we won't have to go over it on each of the items. 
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Now, of course, you want 36 units at Aberdeen; is that correct ‘ 

Colonel Suvuter. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Now we want a little bit more information from the engineers in 
regard to that. 

Now tell us this: How do you propose to build these houses, now ? 

Colonel Shuler. By contract, sir. 

The Cuarrman. By contract ? 

Colonel Suu.er. By competitive bidding. 

The Cuamrman. And you will let the contract to bidder ? 

Is it a negotiated contract ? 

Colonel Suuxer. No, sir. A competitive bid to the lowest respon- 
sible bidder, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And you give him the plans and specifications? 

Colonel Suuter. He bids on the plans and specifications, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And you had the architects to draw them up? 

Colonel Suuter. That is right, sir. 

The Cuairman. And you try to standardize it as much as possible ? 

Colonel Suuter. And we are staying within the law. 

The Cuarrman. And he knows that we go up to $12,875 for 1,080 
square-foot houses, is that correct ? 

That is what the appropriation is for, isn’t it ? 

Colonel Suuter. He does, but he does not know just how high the 
other bidders will go and it does not-—— 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

All of them know that we figure that the house is going to cost 
$12,675. 

Colonel Suvwer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Then if he has a large unit, then he knows how to 
make his bid. 

Mr. Parrerson. Mr. Chairman, is there a performance bond re- 
quired ¢ 

The CuarrMan. Oh, yes, sir, yes. 

Colonel Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Oh, yes, they require all that. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one question here? 

Is it possible to proceed along the lines that they are doing in North 
Aftica, by giving out general bids and specifications and then ‘s@ying 
“What can you furnish for this price?” 

Colonel Suvuner. You mean allow the contractor to put in his own 
type of structure? 

Mr. Devereux. Yes. 

Colonel Suuver. Bid on his own type of structure / 

Sir, I have been a district engineer for the Los Angeles district, and 
I have been the executive officer in the Seattle district. And I would 
say in the United States you would never be able to make an award 
because you would have a number of bidders all arguing about their 
product, what it should be worth, how good it is. 

In order for the responsible contracting officer of the Government 
to make the award, it would take him so long to assure himself that 
he was meeting the Government specifications that I think it would 
just be impossible, sir, to do that. 

Mr. Devereux. Thank you. 
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Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman ¢ 

I know what General Devereux talked about. Because we were 
over there a year andahalfago, We found there that the Air Corps— 
I am not criticizing the United States engineers, because I have always 
been a very strong supporter of the United States engineers. 

But the fact is that the Air Corps were constructing housing and 
other buildings out of nonappropriated funds. 

In other words, they were building them. Their cost was phenome- 
nally low. We went into some detail as to how they were able to build 
that cheap. It was never entirely clear. 

As General Devereux stated, they did find out what they could 
produce in that area, that is, their construction plans. : 

I was amazed that an index of their costs showed a cost of 40 percent 
of what the United States engineers costs were for similar buildings. 

I realize their cost index was not exactly correct because you figure 
more into your costs than they do. | 

Colonel Suuter. We charge everything to the job. 

Mr. Bray. The committee talked with the United States engineers 
on that. It has never been clear to me. But I could not help but 
feel strongly impressed that there was some method by which you 
could produce just as good a house at materially less money. Just 
like the chairman has been mentioning. 

How I do not know whether you went into that situation at Sidi 
Slimane and one or two of those bases in Africa. 

We went into the details of the construction cost and it was phenom- 
enally low. 

The Cuarrman. All right. We have a good bit of information, 
general information, on the housing situation. 

Mr. CunnincHam. Mr. Chairman, could I make one word ? 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

Mr. CuNNINGHAM. I was impressed a moment ago by what our 
chairman said. If we established a fixed price, say $12,600 for a house 
of a certain size. How can we expect to gain much by competitive 
bidding when the bidders know what we have authorized, and is there 
anyway to get around that? 

What is your experience on that? 

I think, Mr. Chairman, you put your finger on the nub of the whole 
thing right there. 

Colonel SHuter. Mr. Congressman, if I were a bidder and had to 
compete with 8 or 9 other bidders and I knew the Government could 
not go above a certain price, I don’t think that would help me very 
much in getting that bid, sir, because I would still have to be the 
low successful bidder. 

Mr. CunnincHam. At the same time you would try to figure how 
close you could go to that price and still be the low bidder, wouldn’t 
you? 

Colonel Suuter. That is right, but that is not very easy, sir. And 
I have seen it happen time and time again where a bidder lost the bid. 

_Mr. Cunnincuam. What is your experience as to what the average 
bid amounts to that you had in the past ? 

That is what I am getting at. 
Colonel Suuter. All right. 
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Mr. Cunntncuam. Say you have 8 or 10 bidders and the price is 
$12,600 authorized. 

What is the average bid that you get? 

Colonel Suter. May I present very briefly, sir, the only job we 
have awarded thus far? 

Eight hundred units at Fort Lewis, Wash., for 560 noncommissioned 
officers and 240 junior-grade officers, 49 buildings of 8 units each, 28 
buildings of 6 units each, and 40 buildings of 6 units each for the 
junior officers. 

Now, there were 16 bidders. The low bid was $8,245,622. 

Mr. Cunnrncuam. What isthe figure per unit ! 

Colonel Suuter. That is the State of Washington ? 

Per unit ? 

The CuarrMan. Yes; that is what we want. 

Colonel Suuter. I will give you at theend. I repeat the low bidder 
was $8,245,622, a contractor from the State of Texas bidding in 
Seattle, Wash. 

The next low bidder was $8,373,628, also a Texas contractor. 

The third one—and then I will skip to the high bidder 
$8,425,880, a Seattle, Wash., firm. 

And the high bidder is a Seattle, Wash., firm, of $9,840,878. 

Now the line item authorization was $10,686,000. 

Now every one of those bidders was under that, as you can see it, 
considerably. 

Mr. Cunnrnenam. Actually it would be under it, but I figure it 
would keep them up close to it since they knew the authorization. 

Colonel Suuter. Sir, may I point out, out of $10,686,000 authorized, 
the low bidder was $8,244,000, which is a good distance below it, sir. 

Mr. Hess. Twenty percent below. 

Colonel Suvter. And that is the way bidders will bid. They go 
way down to get a b'd sometime. 

The Cuatrman. How much does it cost a unit ? 

Colonel Suuter. Now the average cost of unit construction to the 
5-foot line, which would be the first figure, averaged $9.2 a square 
foot. The overall cost of everything was $10.2 a square foot. 

Now I would like to point out a couple of things, Mr. Chairman. 

Fort Lewis—I have been stationed there. It has good foundation 
conditions, it has good weather conditions, it has good local material. 
We got 16 bidders. We got a good price on this. 

The price of our houses ran right up against the maximum price in 
the law. In other words, for enlisted men, a maximum of $10,040, 
and company-grade, $11,040, and then of course we have to meet our 
$13,500 overall average, including utilities and everything, on all 
family housing across the program. 

But we did save a lot on the utilities. We saved almost $1 million 
on this contract. And I attribute it a lot to the points I mentioned, 
sir. And I am confident that on the next jobs we open this month— 
we have seven different stations to open this month, Mr. Chairman. 
I am confident some of those are not going to be awardable because 
they are going to run higher than the law allows us to pay. 

But this first one did go very nicely, sir. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Colonel 
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The Cuatrrman. That made the house cost, then, the unit including 
the fixtures and everything 

Colonel Suuter. Everything. 

The Cuarrman. Around about how much? 

Colonel Suuter. $10.2——— 

The CuHarrmMan. $10? 

Colonel Sauter. Allright. The $10.2 per square foot. 

But the cost per house was $10,750 for enlisted men, that is NCO’s, 
and $12,500 for company-grade. 

Now that is the overall cost, including everything, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Well, that is just about right. That is just about 
what the FHA would insure that type of house for, along that line. 

Now of course 800 houses 

Colonel Suuter. That is a big contract. 

The Cuairman. That is a big job. 

Colonel Suuter. Right. 

The Cuamman. Now you can’t get as good a price on 36 houses 
down here at Aberdeen. But when you get up to 150 and on up there, 
you can get good contracts. 

Colonel Suuuer. Yes, sir. 

The CuarMan. Because it takes a year for a man to build that 
number of houses. 

All right now. 

Mr. CuNNINGHAM. Just one more question, Mr. Chairman. 

Along that line, Colonel, they—apparently their goal was “How 
low do 1 have to go below $12,600 to be the lowest bidder.” 

The point I am making is: With this authorization in here, that is, 
the attitude the bidder will take, instead of “How low can I bid and 
make a profit and give a good job?” 

Colonel Suter. Mr. Cunningham ? 

Mr. CunnincHAM. We get completely away from that? 

It is our fault here and not your fault, when we put the fixed amount 
in the law. 

Colonel SuHuter. Yes, sir. 

May I say, Mr. Cunningham, that it would be best never to tell the 
contractor what your maximum money is. 

Mr. CunnincHam. That is right. 

Colonel Suvuxer. That is correct. However, I have even seen con- 
tractors deliberately bid below profit level in order to get the job. 

He wanted it, period. He did not care whether he made a profit or 
not. 

The Cuatrrman. Competition is very keen. But I do think you 
should call on, by all means, prefabricated builders, people who have 
built plants, and which they are building all over the Southeast—I 
know they are in the Southeast. I guarantee they can put you up a 
house quicker and meet every requirement of FHA. 

Now do you require anything more than the FHA ? 

Colonel Suuter. I would require more than a Wherry house, yes, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarman. I am not talking about the Wherry houses. 

T am talking about the FHA. 

With Wherry houses, it was entirely a different setup. 

Wherry houses are insured too. 




















3670 


Colonel Suuter. I believe they meet FFLA, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Colonel Suv er. I am sorry to state 

The Cuarrman. These houses that you are going to build now are 
better than the Wherry houses ¢ 

Colonel Suu ter. Yes, sir; because we consider most Wherry houses 
as tending toward the substandard. 

The Cuamrman. Well, that may be true. But they checked up on 
the FHA construction now and I want to say to the credit of our former 
colleague doing a superb job and he is making them build houses 
right. 

There weer a great many shoddy houses being built in the past, but 
they are building good houses now. 

Are you going to ask for bids from prefab people, or are you just 
going to merely confine it to a contract ? 

Colonel Suvter. Sir, I have already stated our position on that. 
I will state it again. 

The Crarrman. I did not hear you. 

Colonel Suvter. I believe you were talking to Mr. Kelleher, sir. 
I stated that in my experience as a contracting officer, a district engi- 
neer, that we pretty much have had to get away from allowing bidders 
to b'd on their own specifications because you get a job that has to be 
done and you have a schedule to meet and you need the work done. 

You get 6 or 7 types of material bid on. They all make their claim 
as to what it willdo. It takes a contracting officer too much time, sir. 
He has to go to a laboratory analysis, and carefully analyze every- 
thing to evaluate these things. 

And he is responsible for making this award for the Government. 
And that is the trouble we have with bidding on alternates. 

Now if they can meet all the specifications that we put in on custom, 
built houses, that is as to the heat transfer in the wall, the space 
arrangement, the type of heating plant and all that, and we could 
evaluate them, Mr. Chairman, I would say that we could consider 
them. 

The Cuarmman. Well, are you going to send them invitations to 
bid ? 

Colonel Suuter. Yes, sir. 

But they would have to bid on the custom-built house. Because it 
would take us—it is just almost an indeterminable thing to evaluate 
6 or 7 different kinds of prefabricated houses. 

The Cuatrman. Well, for instance, suppose you say “I want to 
build these out of brick.” 

Or “TI want to build them out of wood.” 

You can specify what type wood and all those details, as well as 
the dimensions of the different pieces of lumber used in the house. 

That is all you do with a contractor, isn’t it? 

Mr. Gavin. Yes, but your plans and specifications are not set up 
for prefab houses, are they ? 

Colonel Suvuter. No, sir, they are not set up for that at all. 

The Cuarrman. Well, then, why don’t you set them up to get strong 
competition ? ; 

Mr. Hess. You could not because they are all different. 
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Colonel SuHutrer. They all make their own prefab according to the 
way they design them, sir. 

The CuarrMan. You can determine what kind. 

For instance, I see down here one place here you are going to build 
400 units. 

Why a man would adjust his plant to get a contract for 400 units; 
400 units is nearly $2 million worth of houses. 

Colonel Suuter. Mr. Chairman, we tried it 4 years ago and—4 
years ago we could not evaluate the bids. 

I am talking about the Corps of Engineers, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Of course you can so fix it that you can throw 
them out. You can have your criteria so strong that they will say 
“No, we are not going to do that.” 

But I will guarantee you one thing: You can get a house that will 
meet your requirements and you can get it a good deal cheaper. 

Because I have seen them. 

Mr. Fosrer. Mr, Chairman 

The CuHarrmMan. And meet every requirement and every specification 
you put in there. 

Why don’t you know a man with a prefab company would have been 
glad no doubt to have had an opportunity to build on 800 houses. 

Because 800 houses is a big job. $8 million worth of work. 

Colonel SuHuter. Mr. Chairman 

The CHarrMan. Here is all down tthe line—480 houses. 

Colonel Suvuter. I can only state, sir, we feel at Fort Lewis, the 
one 

The Carman. My point is this: I think you should extend the 
opportunity to prefab manufacturers as well as to contractors ? 

Colonel SHULER. We have tried to do that, sir, and 4 years ago we 
tried 

The CHairman. You just do it and I will be satisfied. 

Colonel Suuter. All right, sir. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. You can do that. 

Now I am going to expect you in the Southeast, if you have any- 
thing going down there—yes I see some at Camp Bragg and I see some 
at Benning and I see some at 

Mr. Héperr. Fort Benning. 

Colonel Suuter. In would like to raise the question, sir. 

I have had this happen to me. You get two perfectly good prefab 
houses as far as prefab houses go, and let’s say they are good. 

Now I am contracting officer. I have to decide between the two, 
and that ends up in Washington. 

Mr. Hess. That is right. 

Colonel Suuter. Both claim they have the goods. And I never 
get the thing awarded. 

The Cuarrman. That is right, and both of them may have. But 
you can’t give it to both of them. Give it to one and go on. 

Mr. Hess. Then you play favorites? 

Colonel Suuter. The other puts in a claim and I am involved in 
litigation. I have had it happen. 

The Carman. Litigation ? 

How can they litigate? 
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Colonel Suuter. It goes to the legal people to see who should have 
the bid. 

The Cuarrman. Under the contract ? 

Colonel Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarrmMan. You have the authority to say. It is entirely up 
to the contracting officer ; isn’t it ? 

Colonel Suuter. No, sir. If there is a claim submitted, sir—if 
you are about to award a bid and there is an official claim submitted 
by one of the unsuccessful bidders, that stops the thing right there 
and it comes clear into the lawyers in Washington, sir. 

It goes up to a board for decision. 

Mr. Bennett. May I ask a question, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHarrman. The board reaches the decision and that is the 
end of it? 

Colonel SHuter. It seems that it sometimes takes 6 or 7 months, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Of course. You can do it in 24 hours if you 
wanted to. 

Mr. Bennett. Colonel, I was just wondering if it would not be 
possible to have a conference with some of these prefab people to 
determine what it is that they have that could be adjusted to the 
specification which you might draw up. 

As a result of that conference you might find that you might be 
able to draw your specifications in such a manner that it could apply 
to prefab people, of different types of prefab people, and the custom- 
made houses. 

Then you could have competition between custom-made houses 
against prefab houses and prefab houses against prefab houses. 

It does not seem to me that it would be necessary for you to just 
say the house would be a prefab house. It would seem to me that 
you ought to be able to draw up specifications that could be met by 
either, and then you have them competitive bid. Then there would 
not be any litigation under those circumstances; would there? 

Colonel Suuter. Sir, I do not believe the prefab people are willing 
to design a house to tailor to our specifications. 

I think they design their prefab housing 

Mr. Gavin. Not for 36 houses. 

Mr. Bennett. Not for 36. But if you buy what you wanted 
couldn’t you have a conference and arrive at something for general 
use ¢ 

Colonel Suurer. Yes, sir; we have such conferences all the time. 

The CuatrmMan. He has the same thing in reference to blocks and 
bricks. 

Colonel Suuter. That is correct. 

The CuarrMan. All that comes in. 

Every time you go to build a unit, why you have a fuss between the 
cinder-block people and the brick people. 

Colonel SuHuter. Yes, sir. 

We are perfectly willing to have a conference and we will, Mr. 
Congressmen. And these people in the Corps of Engineers—— 

The Cuarrman. Then it is understood 

Colonel SHuter. Have them every day on similar matters. 

But we will, I promise you, look into that, specifically on prefab 
housing, and see what we can work out. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 
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Mr. Hess. May I ask a question, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hess. As I understand it, Colonel, you have a standard plan 
now for these houses, a 1-bedroom, 2-bedroom, or 3-bedroom ? 

Colonel Souter. Standard floor plan, sir. 

Mr. Hess. Is there anything to prevent these prefab people from 
designing a prefab house along the lines of your plans? 

Colonel Suuter. They could meet the plan, but they could not meet 
the specification except with great difficulty on a great number of 
things. 

In other words, the heat transfer through the wall, the type of heat, 
the type of materials, the maintenance life of the structure, and a 
great many things—— 

Mr. Hess. In your specification you could say “or equal”; right ? 

Colonel Suuter. That is right. 

Mr. Hess. “Such and such a design or equal” 

Colonel Souter. That is what we do, sir. 

Mr. Hess. All right, then they certainly could meet your specifica- 
tions? 

Colonel SiruLer. [I—— 

The Cuarrman. Colonel, I think I would be inclined—it is lost mo- 
tion because it looks like you made up your mind. 

I think you ought to give them all another chance. 

Colonel SHuter. Yes, sir. 

The CuHatrman. And build these houses a great deal cheaper than 
$12,000 for 1,080. 

Mr. Parrerson. There is only one question there, Mr. Chairman. 

For instance, these prefabs—I was just listening to the Colonel. 
For instance, a prefab is made on jigs in their factory. It probably 
will us a 2 by 4. 

Where the specifications and the code in a given locality would call 
for a 2 by 4. 

Now that automatically throws the prefabricated people out of 
gear, unless they change their whole jig system. 

Is that correct, Colonel ? 

Colonel Suuter. Of course, the answer is it costs them more to meet 
our specifications than if they built their normal prefab house. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, it happens, Colonel, that you are in error 
on that. 

I have had a little experience some years ago in the way they oper- 
ate—it is very personal, you know—in making the changes. 

I know on a subdivision in the town where I live there were certain 
changes they wanted to make. I forget what regulations made it nec- 
essary. They did make it and made it very easily. 

So it is not the complicated matter that you gentleman seem to think 
it is. But your idea is that it could not be changed—it could be 
changed very well. I will say this: I was absolutely astonished at the 
price they were selling those houses—that is, the price they were 
getting for those houses. 

It seemed to me impossible. I did check on the material of them. 
I do not know whether it is built on Army bases or not. But they 
looked prety good to me, I will say that. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 
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Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 

I listened here at length. 

The Cuairman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. How many prefabricators of houses are in actual—I 
mean big operators today—in operation ? 

Mr. Parrerson. There is National 

Colonel Sauter. The engineers say 20 or 40 at least. 

Mr. Gavin. There are 30 or 40? 

Colonel Siuuer. Yes. 

Mr. Gavin. How many units in various areas have you constructed 
or been under your supervision ? 

Just approximately, and never mind getting the actual figure. 

How many houses have you built ? 

Colonel Suurer. The only contract that we have presently in force, 
sir, is the one I read off at Fort Lewis. We have 6 or 7 more we are 
awarding this month, if they meet the money limitations. 

As you know, sir, we have relied on Wherry for a good many years 
and we have not built any nonappropriated fund housing. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, your experience as a builder of houses—now 
what do you say ? 

Would you think the plans and specifications as developed by the 
Government is getting a good house for the amount of money we 
invested or do you think that this fabricating program that has been 
suggested here would be more satisfactory ? 

Colonel Suuter. I believe the former, sir. I believe that we are 
getting our money’s worth for what we are designing and the Depart- 
ment of the Army’s policy is not to build one single more substandard 
set of quarters because they cost us money in the long run on main- 
tenance. 

Mr. Gavin. What was that? 

Colonel Suuter. The Department of the Army policy is not to 
build a set of substandard quarters from now on out because it costs 
you very heavily in maintenance money. 

And being substandard, it is not what the man is entitled to. And 
for that reason, we are designing up against the space limitations and 
the money limitations of the law and try to get ourselves as decent a 
set of quarters as possible, sir. 

Now I can’t state that prefab family housing would be substandard 
at all. The only thing I state is the difficulty of trying to award a 
bid when you have a number of those people bidding. 

And if you get 800 units, you will have a good number of prefab 
housing contractors bidding. 

And they will not 

Mr. Gavrx. What would the life of a prefab house be in comparison 
with the house you are building? 

Colonel Suvter. Well, it will be less, sir, in my opinion. For 
instance, I am always amused at the so-called 50-year life of a Wherry 
house that they talk about. 

From the one I lived in, I doubt if it will be around for many more 
years. And it is only 3 years old now. 

’ Mr. Gavin. Well, the houses you are building now or propose to 
build here: What do you think the life of that dwelling would be? 
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Colonel Suuter. I would say, sir, 25 or 35 years, and I know of 
some in Fort Huachuca built out of adobe that are still being lived 
in since 1880. 

Mr. Gavin. What do you think the life of a prefab house would be? 

Colonel Suuter. That is a difficult question for me to answer. 

The CHarrMan. The guaranty makes it 25 years. The Government 
guaranty of the mortgage runs for 25 years. 

Colonel Suu.er. But the point is the maintenance you will be doing 
as you enter the latter part of that period, Mr. Chairman. 

I don’t know how to compare the two, but I would say—at least 
I know it is true on Wherry housing, that the maintenance costs are 
heavier as you enter the later part of the period than it would be for a 
set of brick quarters. 

The Cuairman. All right. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman, a question, please. 

The CuHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wixson. I would like to ask about the standardization. Now 
you said you had a standardized floor plan; is that right ? 

Colonel SHuuer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wuson. But you have different specifications for different 
houses according to climate and area, and so forth? 

Colonel Suuter. That is essentially correct; yes. 

Mr. Witson. How many different specifications, sets of specifica- 
tions, with the same floor plan, would you say you had? 

Colonel Suuter. We tried to divide the United States into about 
five geographical areas, the Northwest, the Los Angeles-Arizona, that 
type of area—through the South, up in New England and the Middle 
West. 

Mr. Wirson. Now one question about this for the Fort Lewis you 
spoke of. 

Didn’t you say you were building some 8 or 12 units? 

Colonel Suuter. They are row-type houses, two-story—brick bot- 
tom and frame top. 

Mr. Witson. Well, that type of design would not lend itself to pre- 
fabrication at all, would it? 

Colonel Suuter. Not that particular type; no, sir. 

Mr. Witson. Is that a general design that you use throughout the 
country ? 

Colonel Suuter. That was designed for the Pacific Northwest be- 
cause it lends itself to the local materials up there in the way of the 
wood frame. 

The Cuairman. All I want you to do is just to give everybody an 
equal opportunity. 

Colonel Suuer. Yes, we will, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrrmMan. Then another thing, and I will get away from it. 

Now last year we authorized 11,600 units for the 3 services. My 
recollection is the Army got about 5,000. , 

Now from what you just said here, you only let the contract for 800. 
How come you are so slow in building your family units? 

Colonel Suuter. Mr. Chairman, I don’t believe we are slow at all. 

The Cuarmman. Well, what are the factors? 

How much did you have from last year’s bill? 

Colonel Suuter. All right, sir. We have certified, the total num- 
ber of units certified, is 1,900. There are certified by the Secretary of 
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Defense on the three certifications that Congress put ii the bill, that 
you cannot get the housing by Wherry, you can’t get it in the com- 
munity and there is no other law you can use. 

The Cuairman. How many did we authorize you to build ? 

Mr. Foster. 4,212. 

The CHarrMan. 4,212? 

Colonel Suuter. That is right, and 800 are under contract. 

The Cuamman. Of that 4,212, how many can you contract for? 

Colonel Suuter. I might mention, sir, the 4,212 are not all financed. 

The CuAirman, I am just asking to get it for the record. 

Colonel Suu ter. All right, sir. 

The Cuamman. You have 4.212 given you by Congress last year. 

How many did you contract for in 1955 ¢ 

Colonel Suvter. We contracted for 800 units. 

The CuatrMan. Wait 1 minute. 

Out of 4,212, you only contracted for 800? 

Colonel Satter. We open bids this month, Mr. Chairman, on 30 
at Dugway Proving Ground, 207 at Fort Hood, Tex., 5 at Killeen 
Base, Tex. ,o at Sandia B: ase, N. Mex., 20 at Yuma Test Station, Ariz., 
300 at Fort Belvoir, V a., 300 at Fort Campbell, Ky., and 4 at Wilming- 
ton Ammunition Terminal, N.C. 

The Cuamman. How many is the total of that? 

Colonel Suuter. Will you add up, Mr. Foster, please? 

The Cuamrman. I just want to see how fast you are building the 
units now. 

Colonel Suuter. I believe that is 869 more, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Then that is 1,669 units, out of 4,212. 

Now how come you have not been building faster? 

Colonel Suuter. That is all we had funded, sir. 

The Cnarrman. All right. 

Now did you ask the Appropriations Committee for the money ? 

Colonel Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The Cnarrman. And they refused to give you the money ? 

Colonel Suuter. No, sir. I believe they funded a total of $ 
million for the 3 services, and the Department of Defense pave us 
originally $26 million and then increased it to $34 million when we 
went in and told them we were ready to go on some more contracts. 

They took the money away from the Air Force. 

The Cuarman. I did not catch it. 

Now the Congress appropriated $75 million for funding the 11,000 
units that we provided for last year, is that right, in round figures? 

Mr. Foster. A portion of those, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarman. What? 

Colonel Suvuter. A portion of them. 

The Cuatrman, All right. 

We authorized 11,600 for the three services; didn’t we? 

Mr. Foster. Yes, 

The Cuarrman,. Allright And 4,212 went to the Army ? 

Colonel Suvuter. Correct. 

The Cuatrman. Then the Appropriations Committee and Congress 
voted you $75 million for the three services ? 

Mr. Foster. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And of that $75 million the Army got $26 million ¢ 
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Colonel Suuter. Initially. 

And that was increased to 34——— 

The Cuarrman. You say who took some money away from you? 

Colonel Suuter. That was increased to $34 million on April 29 of 
this year. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Then you got $34 million in April? 

Colonel Suuter. Right. 

The Cuarrman. Then you got $34 million to your credit now? 

Colonel Suutrr. Total. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Colonel Suuter. Total; yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. To finish out your 4,212 houses? 

Colonel Sutter. No, sir; to finish out a portion of that. 

Mr. Smarr. How many houses will that build? 

Mr. Foster. That will build a little over 1,600 new houses, and we 
spent $12 million of it on rehabilitating existing public quarters. 

Colonel SHuter. The total—— 

Mr. Fosrrr. Excuse me, sir, I would like to get this in the record 
if I may. 

The total dollar authorization granted by Congress last year for 
the 11,000 houses and rehabilitation was $190 million for all three 
services. 

The appropriation against that was $75 million, or less than half. 
The Army share of the appropriation has reached a net total of $34 
million of which $12 million is being used to rehabilitate existing 
permanent housing, and the remainder will build about 1,600 new 
houses. 

The Cuatrman. Now, when, then, will you finish the 4,212 units? 

i ~ y var 

Colonel Suuter. If we get the money, we can contact it in this year, 
sir. 

The CHarrman. How many units provided for in this bill? 

Colonel Suvuter. I will read you the 

The Cuairman. No. Just give me the total. 

Mr. Gavin. 4,500. 

The Cuarrman, 4,500? 

Mr. Gavin. No—— 

Colonel Suuter. 5,765. 

The Cratrman. How many ? 

Colonel Suuter. 5,765. 

The Cuatrman, 5,765. And add to that 4,212. 

Mr. Ketieuer. 9,977. 

The Cuarrman. That is right; 9,977 

Now how much money are you asking for to take care of the total? 

Colonel Suuter. All right. 

The Cuarrman. How long is it going to take you? 

I just want to see whether we are warranted in authorizing any more 
until we catch up with what we already authorized. 

Colonel Suuter. The moneys we are asking for, sir, are $41,808,000 
to fund the remaining authorization in last year’s family-housing law. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Colonel Sruter. And 

The Cuarrman. $41 million will wind up your 4,212. 
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That is right? 

Mr. Gavin. Yes. 

Colonel Suuter. And $66,735,000 for new authorization for family 
quarters in continental United States in the present bill, sir. 

The Cuatrman. How much will you ask for in fiscal 1956 now? 

Colonel Suuter. The continental United States is $66,735,000, sir, 
plus $2,616,000 for additional rehabilitation of permanent family quar- 
ters, plus $18,967,000 for overseas family housing and utilities. 

That is a total amount of money, counting all that up, of $130,180,000. 

The CuatrrMan. Well, don’t you know the Appropriations Commit- 
tee is not going to make all that available for fiscal 1956 ? 

Colonel Suuter. We hope they will, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Colonel SHuter. We hope they will. 

The Cuatrman. Then that will be about $300—you just said nearly 
$400 million for the services for houses? 

Colonel Suvuier. About $350 million total, sir, I believe, for the 
three services. 

The Cuarrman. How much? 

Colonel Suuter. About $350 million for the three services, sir. 

The CuHarman. That is right. 

Mr. Bares. How many units did you say the Army gets out of this 
bill? 

Colonel Suvuter. The number of units that are unfinanced from 
last year’s law is 3,147. 

Mr. Bates. Under H. R. 5700, how many do you get ? 

Colonel Suuter. 5,765 units in new authorizations. 

Mr. Bares. Now what are these requirements here that you have 
given us on these sheets here? 

Mr. Ke.iener. I don’t think he has ever seen that sheet, sir. 

Colonel Suuter. I don’t know what sheet you have, sir. 

The CuarrMan,. This is the Wherry houses involved. 

This is not the total picture. 

Mr. Bares. What is this figure under the caption H. R. 57002 

The CHarrMANn. These are Wherry houses at these locations. 

Mr. Keviener. [ Aside to Mr. Bates. | 

The CuatrMan, That shows how many Wherry houses at that place. 

All right. 

I think we have a little background. 

Colonel Suuter. So far as the total at Aberdeen is concerned, we 
ure requesting authorization for $1,736,000. Aberdeen Proving 
Ground is located in Harford County, Md. The principal mission of 
the station is for ballistic research and development and engineering 
testing of all classes of ordnance materiel (except guided missiles and 
submarine mines) and ordnance training activities. Activities in- 
clude the Ordnance Training Command, Ordnance Board, and Aber- 
deen Ordnance Depot. 

The first project, expansion of electrical distribution system in the 
amount. of $458,000 is required to increase capacity which is essential 
to supply imminent load increases represented by more than $5 million 
of new facilities now under construction or proposed, and to main- 
tain continuity of electrical service to research, testing, and training 
activities. The present load of 5,200 kilovolt-amperes is being sup- 
plied by existing facilities with a capacity of 6,800 kilovolt-amperes ; 
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however, when current scheduled construction is completed on or about 
the fourth quarter of fiscal year 1935, a load of 11,800 kilovolt-am- 
peres will exist, which exceeds present capacity by 5,000 kilovolt- 
amperes. 

The next project is Spesutie Island Bridge for $210,000. The ex- 
isting bridge was constructed in 1943. The entire structure is of 
untreated wood with the exception of the pile bents. It has deterio- 
rated to the extent that it has become necessary to impose a load limit 
of 10 tons, which is only 50 percent of the required loading to meet 
operational needs, and there is serious danger that the bridge will 
completely collapse. This bridge is the only vehicular access to 
Spesutie Island where practically all of the research and development 
field work accomplished by the Ballistic Research Laboratories as well 
us fuse testing by development and proof services are conducted. 

The next project, enlisted men barracks in the amount of $611,000, 
is required to provide permanent housing for enlisted personnel now 
in mobilization-type structures. The existing barracks have exceeded 
their design life. Deteriorated floors, joists, and girders present an 
ever-increasing fire and safety hazard. 

These three, together with the jamily housing, account for the 
Aberdeen request. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, we approve Aberdeen. 

Now, we will go through the bill. Black Hills. 

Colonel Suuter. The only thing we are asking for is family hous- 
ing. 

The Cuairman. On page 2, right at the beginning, Mr. Kilday. 
I just started off. 

The committee cleaned up family houses. How many family houses 
are you going to build there? 

Colonel Suuter. We are asking for four sets of family quarters 
at Black Hills, sir, which is an isolated station, for key personnel. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, we approve Black Hills. 

Colonel SuHuter. We are requesting authorization for $509,000 for 
the Blue Grass Ordnance Depot in Madison County, Ky. The mis- 
sion of this station is receiving, storing, and issuing of ammunition 
to fulfill requirements with assigned distribution area (Kentucky 
and Ohio). Also serves as a reserve depot for Ordnance general 
supplies and ammunition and responsible for ammunition returned 
materiel. Performs ammunition renovation, fired brass processing, 
surveillance function testing, and reclamation of antifriction bearings 
and related items. 

The item, “Ammunition cleaning and painting building and facili- 
ties” for $509,000, provides facilities to accomplish abrasive and chemi- 
cal cleaning and spray painting of ammunition up to and including 
155-millimeter shells and associated inert components ; to release 8,000 
tons restricted ammunition storage space and to provide capacities 
required to preclude ammunition destruction due to deterioration. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, we approve that. 

Erie Ordnance Depot: Operation and maintenance facilities and 
utilities. We are on line 10, page 2. No houses in there. 

Colonel Suuter. We are requesting authorization in the amount of 
$1,933,000 for Erie Ordnance Depot which is located in Ottawa 
County, Ohio, which participates in storage and maintenance of 
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Nike and Corporal missile components. The principal mission of this 
depot is the receiving, storing, and issuance of ammunition. Is also 
responsible for maintenance of antiaircraft and mobile artillery, 
hydropneumatie recoil mechanisms and pneumatic equilibrators for 
antiaircraft and mobile artillery and fire control materiel. Responsi- 
ble for testing of artillery materiel and equipment. 

The first project is the dike protection system, $220,000. The 
extremely high water combined with strong northeasterly winds 
which existed in March 1954, seriously weakened the primary and 
secondary dikes which protect the depot from flooding. Approxi- 
mately three-fourths of the depot is below lake level. The primary 
dike is 577 feet high and in 1952 the high water level was 578.47 feet. 
A repairs and utilities allotment of $50,000 was necessary to cover 
cost of temporary sand bagging of the dike to prevent destruction 
of millions of dollars worth of ordnance equipment and materiel. 

The next item is the guided missile maintenance shop, $1,713,000. 
The function of the proposed shop will be depot maintenance (major 
repair, modification, and rebuild) of guided missile systems and their 
components exclusive of warheads and propellants, and exclusive of 
certain ground handling and control equipment which can be re- 
paired in the existing automotive or artillery rebuild shops at the 
same installation. Components maintained will include propulsion 
systems, internal guidance components and ground control equip- 
ment (except automotive-type components). Missiles maintained will 
include initially Nike and Corporal, and ultimately LaCross, Red- 
stone, and others now in the research and development stage. 

Che CHarrMan. We approve that. 

Frankford Arsenal; utilities. We approve that. 

Mr. Bares. What is in there, Mr. Chairman ? 

Colonel Sauter. On Frankford, sir? 

Mr. Bares. For the Frankford Arsenal, what type of utilities are in 
there ¢ 

The Cuamman. Utilities. 

Mr. Ke.iener. Storm drainage. 

The Cuarrman. Drainage. 

Colonel Suuter. That is to correct a storm drainage deficiency, sir, 
in the system. 

We are requesting authorization for $855,000 for the Frankford 
Arsenal located in Philadelphia County, Pa. The principal mission 
of this arsenal is the research and development, engineering, procure- 
ment, manufacturing, assembly, maintenance, and supply agency of 
the Ordnance Corps with respect to specific groups of end items. It 
is also responsible for operation of the nonferrous metallurgical lab, 
ordnance center for final inspection of gages, and package research lab 
for small arms ammunition. 

This project, storm drainage system, in the amount of $855,000, is 
required for the proper disposal of stormwaters and industrial wastes 
at this installation. In the past this type of sewage has been disposed 
of through the sanitary system, however, during heavy rains and peak 
loads the interceptor sewers from 6 to 15 inches diameter could not take 
the load thus causing floods in basements and back flows through the 
sanitary system. 

The Cuarrman. Any questions any member wishes to ask about 
them, we will do so. 
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Mr. Bares. The reason I do that: I don’t know what you have in 
mind for Frankford, but I know that Watertown, at Boston, they are 
just about getting ready to close the place and get back to pure research 
on it. 

Colonel Suuter. I had heard nothing about that, Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. I think 

Colonel Suuter. I can ask Mr. Van Kuren, here, to answer that 
question for you. He is in the Ordnance Corps. 

Mr. Bares. I understand now you have around 3,200 people there. 
You are going to cut it down to 770 to do pure research at Watertown. 

Mr. Van Koren. Sir, I don’t have the personnel figures for Water- 
town Arsenal. However, I can say this: W atertown is one of our 
oldest commodity arsenals in the Ordnance Corps, and its mission 
includes research and development plus industrial engineering, the 
development of manufacturing methods, pilot line production, and in 
the event of emergency, to pick up job shop type of emergency items 
that private industr y 1s not ready to take in an emergency. 

Mr. Bares. I understand that. 

Mr. Van Kuren. This mission will continue at Watertown. We 
have no intention of closing the place nor—— 

Mr. Bares. I certainly don’t understand that. 

Mr. Van Kuren. I beg pardon? 

Mr. Bares. I understand the situation at Watertown. You are 
going to cut it down from 3,200 to some 770 for research and engineer- 
ing and pilot production. Now, that is the situation up at Watertown, 

Mr. Van Kuren. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Is that right? 

Mr. Van Kvren. Now, the personnel figures I cannot vouch for. 
It seems like an unusually large cut. I would have to check that 
with our personnel people. 

Mr. Bates. Well, I have checked it. I have checked it. I was just 
wondering that we are going to spend a lot of money elsewhere when 
we have a plant that apparently is in pretty good shape. 

Mr. Van Kuren. Well, Frankford Arsenal is also one of the old 
line commodity arsenals. It has a commodity specialty in the field 
of fire control and mechanical time fuses. 

The Carman. Well, put it this way: Are you transferring any- 
thing from Watertown on account of this appropriation to F rankford ? 

Colonel Suuter. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Kuren. No, sir. 

The Cuairman. All right, that ends it. 

Mr. Gavin. Then why the discussion ? 

The Cuatrman. That is right, why the discussion ? 

Without objection, it is approved. 

The next item is Lordstown Ordnance. 

Colonel Suuter. We are requesting authorization for $875,000 for 
Lordstown Ordnance Depot, located in Trumbull County, Ohio. The 
principal mission of this depot is to maintain accountability and 
stock control functions for ordnance general supplies in its own depot 
stocks and for Black Hills Ordnance Depot, Redstone Arsenal, Seneca 
Ordnance Depot, and Sioux Ordnance Depot. Also responsible for 
maintaining reserve stock of general supplies. 

The project is for firewalls and sprinkler systems (7 buildings), 
$875,000 which at this time, approximately $200 million of materials 
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are stored in 7 temporary type sheds (5 are 180 multiplied by 960 feet 
equals 172,800 square feet each ; 2 are 180 multiplied by 600 feet equals 
108,000 square feet each) totaling 1,080,000 square feet. The material 
stored includes machinery, machine tools, shop equipment, hand tools 
and such other items necessary for the reserve storage of Rossford’s 
mission items which represent, in many instances, the entire stock 
within the ordnance supply system. 

The CuHamMan. Without objection, that is approved. 

Colonel Suvuter. Request authorization for the amount of $1,843,000 
for Pueblo Ordnance Depot, located in Pueblo County, Colo. The 
principal mission is: the depot receives, stores, and issues general 
supplies and ammunition for States of Arizona, Colorado, Kansas, 
Nebraska, New Mexico, North and South Dakota, Utah, and Wyoming. 
Also receives and stores guided missile and missile components for 
issue to installations west of the Mississippi River. Responsible for 
depot maintenance of antiaircraft and mobile artillery; fire control 
materiel; combat and transport vehicles, vehicle major unit assem- 
blies, etc.; small arms packaging; fired brass processing; ammunition 
renovation; surveillance test, and winterization of ordnance equip- 
ment. Operates ASW depot. 

The project is for guided missile maintenance shop, $1,843,000. 
The function of the proposed shop will be depot maintenance (major 
repair, modification, a rebuild) of guided missile systems and their 
components exclusive of warheads and propellants, and exclusive of 
certain ground handling and control equipment which can be repaired 
in the existing automotive or artillery rebuild shops at the same in- 
stallation. Components maintained will include propulsion systems, 
internal guidance components, and ground control equipment (except 
automotive-type components). Missiles maintained will include ini- 
tially NIKE and CORPORAL, and ultimately, LA CROSS, RED- 
STONE, and others now in the research and development stage. 

The Cuarrman. Pueblo Ordnance Depot, that is approved. 

Colonel Suurer. We are requesting authorization for $140,000 
for Red River Arsenal. This arsenal is located in Bowie County, 
Tex. The principal mission is receiving, storing, and issuing gen- 
eral supplies and ammunition within assigned States (Arkansas, 
Louisiana, New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Texas and, through New 
Crleans Port of Embarkation, overseas). This arsenal has reserve 
mission of general supplies and ammunition. Depot maintenance on 
antiaircraft and mobile artillery, fire control materiel, gun stabilizers, 
combat and transportation vehicles, major unit assemblies, small arms, 
tires, tubes and components. General Services returned material, 
ammunition renovation, fired brass processing, surveillance function 
test, and manufacturing ground training targets. 

The item is for cartridge case renovation building and auxiliary 
facilities in the amount of $140,000. This item is required for the 
normal maintenance, renovation, demilitarization and/or modification 
of ammunition. The facility to accomplish this work is not currently 
available at the installation, and of the total storage capacity amount- 
ing to 260,000 tons, it is estimated that one-quarter of this storage 
(65,000 tons) is of the cartridge case type subject to processing through 
this facility. Experience factors indicate a yearly processing of 20 
percent of on-hand storage or 13,000 tons is required. This results in 
a 5-year cycle of processing. 
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The Cuarrman. Red River Arsenal, Tex. Approved. 

Colonel SuHuter. Request authorization for $2,865,000 for Redstone 
Arsenal, located in Madison County, Ala. The principal mission is 
for research and development of guided missiles and rockets, operation 
of ordnance ammunition lines and warehousing and storage of ord- 
nance materiels. 

First project is the preflight evaluation laboratory, $1,675,000. This 
proposed laboratory will provide suitable facilities for physical 
measurements and environmental tests on solid propellant rockets and 
JATOS under controlled conditions. Facilities will also be used in 
research studies to determine causes of inaccuracies and inconsistencies 
in present types of rockets and JATOS. There are no facilities avail- 
able which can meet these requirements. 

Next project, 3 static test service buildings, $757,000, will be used 
by the static testing department of the Redstone division of the 
Thiokol Chemical Corp. for motor service prior to firing, motor clean- 
up after firing, igniter preparation, propellant cutting operations, 
preparation of photographic data and administrative space in connec- 
tion with the static test stands now under construction. These opera- 
tions are now being performed in seven separate remotely located 
buildings originally designed as change house, tetry! screening build- 
ing, peleting building, and ammunition assembly building. 

Another item is the hydraulic and electrical shop in the amount of 
$113,000 which is required to provide an adequate facility for train- 
ing a maximum of 90 students in the fundamentals of hydraulics, pneu- 
matics, propulsion, and inspection in connection with guided missile 
repair. A separate shop for this basic training is considered essential 
to more efficient training. Proposed facilitiy will include provision 
for minor repair of equipment within ordnance guided missile school 
and construction and maintenance of training aids for the mechanical 
branch. Training is presently being conducted in two converted ware- 
houses, 4,160 square feet or 14 square feet of working space per student. 

Also projected is a chapel with religious education facilities, 
$171,000. This facility is required as part of the overall spiritual 
program for military personnel. The present chapel is housed in a 
temporary frame building with a total floor area of 5,000 square feet. 
Religious education space is limited; very little storage space is pro- 
vided ; and seating capacity is for only 150 persons. 

The last item is the main post exchange in the amount of $149,000, 
which is required to provide the military personnel assigned to this 
installation and dependents with facilities which will permit the pur- 
chase of merchandise without inconvenience. The existing post ex- 
change of 8,700 square feet is located in a mobilization-type barracks 
which is approximately 3 miles from the new enlisted men housing 
area. 

The Cuatrman. Redstone Arsenal, Ala., approved. 

Colonel SuHuter. Authorization is requested for Rock Island Ar- 
senal in the amount of $347,000. It is located in Rock Island County, 
Ill. The principal mission is for the research, development, and manu- 
facture of light and medium field artillery carriage and recoil mech- 
anisms, and recoil mechanism for combat vehicles of floating piston 
type, small arms gun mounts, rocket launchers, mortar carriages and 
carts, and loader rammers for sky sweepers; also caliber .30 and 20 mm. 
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M39 machine guns; research on rubber, corrosion preventives, greases, 
and other nonmetallic materials as assigned, and development of ma- 
chinery for ordnance with other ammunition. 

The project is for construction of firewalls (building 299) in the 
amount of $347,000. These firewalls are required to divide a 1,062,600 
square foot structure into fire areas in accordance with code of National 
Board of Fire Underwriters. Material stored in this building consists 
of critical ordnance material valued at approximately $275 million. 

The Cuatrman. Rock Island Arsenal, Lll., is approved. 

Colonel Sauter. We request that authorization be approved for the 
Rossford Ordnance Depot located in Wood County, Ohio, in the 
amount of $400,000. The principal mission of this depot is to receive, 
store, and issue ordnance general supplies within assigned States (IlIli- 
nois, Indiana, lowa, Kentucky, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Ohio, 
West Virginia, Wisconsin), District of Washington and Dominion of 
Canada. Depot is responsible for maintenance of transport vehicles, 
major unit assemblies, common tools and shop equipment. Also per- 
forms general supplies national maintenance functions on items speci- 
fied by Chief of Ordnance and operates ordnance packaging office, in- 
cluding special packaging and packing courses for military and 
civilian personnel as specialists by Chief of Ordnance. This depot 
is responsible for general supplies returned materiel. 

The proposed project is the rehabilitation of water distribution 
system, $400,000. The source of water supply for the depot is the 
municipally owned plant of the city of Toledo, which obtains its raw 
water from a crib intake in Lake Erie and has a capacity of 80 million 
gallons per day. The supply line to the depot is a single 8-inch pipe 
approximately 8,222 feet long from its connection to an 8-inch main 
on the city system. The depot distribution system consists of 46,650 
lineal feet of permanent 12-, 10-, 8-, and 6-inch piping and 18,700 
lineal feet of 12- and 6-inch wooden piping, installed in 1941. Tests 
made at the depot indicate that supply for fire flow is too low for safety 
using the city connection and elevated tank. 

The CuairMan. Rossford Ordnance Depot, Ohio, is approved. 

Colonel SuHuter. We request authorization for the Savanna Ord- 
nance Depot in the amount of $342,000. The principal mission at this 
installation is to receive, store, and issue ammunition within assigned 
States (Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, and 
Wisconsin) ; reserve mission of general supplies and ammunitfon. 
Also responsible for ammunition, returned materiel, ammunition reno- 
vation, fired-brass processing, small-arms packing, surveillance func- 
tion testing and design, manufacture, procurement, and modification- 
test equipment for demilitarization, renovation, assembly, and main- 
tenance of ammunition. Load, assembly, and package ammunition, 
operate ammunition inspection school for ordnance civilian employees. 
Also perform tests and experiments and develop drawings for pal- 
leting, carload, and storage of ammunition and design and prescribe 
uses of safe materials-handling equipment. 

Proposed project is for the ammunition washout facilities, $342,000. 
This project is required for the purpose of demilitarizing approxi- 
mately 7,000 tons of obsolete ammunition which is to be destroyed at 
Savanna Ordnance Depot. With no washout facilities provided at 
the depot, dumping of this ammunition at sea through New Orleans 
port of embarkation would cost over one-half million dollars. 
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The Cuarrman. Savanna Ordnance Depot is approved. 

Colonel SHuter. Savanna Ordnance, Ill., sir 

We are requesting authorization for the Seneca Ordnance Depot, 
located in Seneca County, N. Y., in the amount of $129,000. The prin- 
cipal mission is distribution of ammunition, reserve of general supplies 
and ammunition; receipt of returned ammunition; ammunition reno- 

ration ; fired-brass processing ; small-arms packing; surveillance func- 
tion testing; and a classified mission. 

Proposed project is for an enlisted men service club, $129,000, which 
is required to provide wholesome recreation for approximately 670 
assigned enlisted men. The only facility presently available for off- 
duty congregation and relaxation of assigned enlisted men is an 
exchange operated snack bar (720 square feet), located in the mess 
hall and operated for all officers, enlisted men, and civilian employees 
at the depot. 

The Cuatrman. Seneca Ordnance is approved. 

Colonel Suuter. Authorization is requested for the Sierra Ordnance 
Depot, in Lassen County, Calif., for $1,075,000. The principal mission 
is to receive, store, and issue ammunition (except toxics) within 
assigned States (Arizona, California, Nevada, and Utah). This 
depot also maintains reserve of general supplies and ammunition 
(except toxics) and receives ammunition returned materiel. Ammu- 
nition renovation, fired brass processing, small-arms packing and 
surveillance function testing. 

The first item is for ammunition normal maintenance building with 
auxiliary facilities in the amount of $733,000. The ammunition in 
storage at this depot averages approximately 360,000 tons of which 
10 percent or 36,000 tons require normal maintenance or modification 

each year. The bomb- and shell-reconditioning building now under 
construction is designed to process one-third of the total or 12,000 tons 
of types other than those to be processed in the proposed facility. 

The other project, ammunition demolition and burning gr ‘ound, 
$342,000, is required to fulfill the minimum requirements for ammu- 
nition demolition and explosive burning operations and to provide 
safe shelter for persons performing the operations. 

The CuatrMan. Sierra Ordnance is approved. 

Colonel SHuter. We are requesting authorization for White Sands 
Proving Ground, located in Dona Ana County, N. Mex., which is 
associated with flight testing of guided missiles, rockets or other muni- 
tions, in the amount of $1,247,000. The principal mission is the 
execution of all technical and engineering responsibilities for flight 
testing of guided missiles, rockets, and other munitions assigned for 
ordnance engineering and acceptance testing. 

The first item is for an enlisted men’s mess, $262,000. An average 
of 2,000 enlisted men are fed 3 meals per day in one 500-man consoli- 
dated mess and two, 250-man company messes. All of the existing 
facilities are of emergency-type construction. Seating accommoda- 
tions, food storage and refrigeration, food preparation, garbage han- 
dling, and dishwashing facilities are all outdated and below standard. 
The total seating capacity of the 3 temporary messes is 548 at 1 seating. 

Next facility, technical-engineering building in the amount of 
$476,000, which will house all the technical personnel and technical- 
staff activities at White Sands Proving Ground. The needs to be met 
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by this facility will include: Consolidation of all technical staff (218) 
which are now involved in the Army mission, guided missile and rocket 
programs. The activities are now located in four quonset buildings 
on loan from the Navy. 

The last project is a missile countermeasure laboratory (addition to 
frequency coordination laboratory) for $509,000. This facility con- 
sists of two wings with partial basement attached to the existing 
frequency coordination laboratory which was designed to accommo- 
date this addition. The proposed facility will house the engineering 
offices and laboratories required primarily to support the electronic 
warfare mission of White Sands Proving Ground. 

The Cuatirman. White Sands Proving Ground. Now, I want to 
call your attention to this, members of the committee. I am a little 
bit worried about this. We have to make a decision very soon about 
acquiring an enormous amount of land at Camp Bliss. Some 800,000 
acres. We have to reach a decision. That has been referred to the 
subcommittee. It is used for guided-missile operations. So, seeing 
this White Sands called my attention 

Mr. Kixpay. Is this public land? 

The CuairMan. It is private land. 

Mr. Ke.iener. Three types, State, private, and public domain. 

The CuarrMan. That is right. It starts right out 

Mr. Ketitener. Right at Bliss proper and goes northeast. 

The CHarrMan. Right at Bliss. 

Without objection, we approve White Sands. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, just before I finished on this comment, 
I was making—it wasn’t in reference to Frankford. I was talking 
about the thing across the board, and the spending of money for re- 
search facilities in ordnance when you have a big plant at Watertown 
and you have a big one at Frankford; here we are spending $2,865,000 
one place and over $1 million in another, and over $1.2 million in still 
another. Maybe some of that work could be transferred to places 
where you have existing facilities instead of going to spend some 
more money in other places. 

Mr. Van Kuren. Sir, in each of these old-line arsenals— 

Mr. Bates. I know. But nevertheless, each of these other places 
has a specific mission, is that what you were going to say ? 

Mr. Van Kvren. Not only that, sir, but in each case, sir, we have 
many millions of dollars in investment in facilities which are directed 
toward certain commodities. For instance, at Watertown it is in the 
artillery field. At Frankford, it is fire control and fuses in metal- 
lurgic, and that sort of thing. 

The CuarrMan. Well, I agree with Mr. Bates. We should not 
develop at any presently existing station anything that is going to be 
brought about due to curtailment at some other station. I judge 
from studying all of these that that doesn’t take place. 

Mr. Van Kvuren. That is right, it does not, sir. 

The Cuamman. The minor appropriations referred to in these 
items are absolutely necessary without taking into consideration any 
expansion on account of the closing down of any other station. 

Mr. Bares. I didn’t have in mind that particularly, Mr. Chairman, 
because they are not going to close it down. What I was asking is 
whether or not they have sufficient adequate research facilities avail- 
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able at Watertown which they can use instead of spending more money 
somewhere else and perhaps get the same thing? Now, that is my 
point. 

The Cuairman. All right. 

‘Mr. Bates. Now, can you answer a question? Is there any work to 
be done in Watertown with existing facilities to take the place of 
these expenditures here? 

Mr. Van Kvren. I would say, sir, that none of the work which will 
be done on the research facilities that we have in this bill could be 
done at Watertown. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

The next item is Wingate Ordnance, New Mexico. 

Colonel Suvuter. Our authorization request for Wingate Ordnance 
Depot, located in McKinley County, N. Mex., is $632,000. The prin- 
cipal mission of this depot is for reserve mission of ammunition (ex- 
cept toxics) and responsible for ammunition renovation and surveil- 
iance function testing of ammunition. 

The first project is for bomb and shell reconditioning building with 
auxiliary facilities, $455,000, which is required to recondition (derust- 
ing, cleaning and repainting) bombs, large caliber shells, and similar 
ammunition items. Based upon existing storage capacity and normal 
ammunition deterioration, a need exists for processing approximately 
#,000 tons of such items per year. 

The other project is for the ammunition demolition protective 
structures in the amount of $177,000, and this is required to fulfill the 
minimum requirements for ammunition demolition and explosive 
burning operations and to provide safe shelter for persons performing 
the operations. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, we approve it. 

Now, that gets through with the Ordnance Corps. 

Mr. Kelleher, you put in the hearing, and the witness, the detailed 
information all about these, because it is available right here before us. 

Mr. Kewiener. Right, sir. 

The CuHatrMan. Quartermaster Corps. 

Colonel Suuter. The next Eechenien! service is the Quartermaster. 
We are requesting authorization for the Atlanta general depot, located 
in Clayton County, Ga., in the amount of $84,000. 

The item here is the cold storage warehouse at this depot in the 
amount of $84,000. This facility is required for storage, handling and 
distribution of perishables, and will replace a 3,375 square foot World 
War II T/O-type building on which deterioration has accelerated 
during the past 4 years. 

The Cuatrman. Atlanta, Ga. Without objection, that is approved. 

Colonel Suu.er. We are requesting authorization for the Belle 
Mead General Depot, located in Somerset County, N. J., in the amount 
of $174,000. Principal mission of this depot is: it receives and stores 
engineer, medical, ordnance and quartermaster supplies for issue as 
required; performs base maintenance and supports organizational 
and field maintenance of engineer equipment; receives and classifies 
petroleum drums returned from installations and ports of embarka- 
tion; stores household goods for military personnel; receives and 
stores reserve stocks of supplies for other governmental agencies. 
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The item is for firewalls (2 sheds) in the amount of $174,000. The 
buildings T-201 and T-203 are permanent 180 by 960 feet ground- 
level sheds without exterior walls or firewalls. Columns and roof 
structure are wood with asphalt composition roofing. Over $10 mil- 
lion of supplies are stored in each shed. Fire prevention criteria 
require buildings larger than 40,000 square feet be divided by firewalls 
into separate storage sections; proposed project will divide each build- 
ing (172,800 square feet) into 4 fire areas (43,200 square feet). 

The CHairMan. Belle Mead General Depot, New Jersey. Without 
objection. 

Fort Lee, Va. Now, let me ask this: Is Fort Lee in operation? 

Colonel Strrunxer. Yes, sir. Fort Lee is the home of the Quarter- 
master Corps, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is a permanent station, isn’t it? 

Colonel Suvter. That is the permanent station and it has been 
occupied since 1917. We are requesting authorization for Fort Lee, 
located in Prince George County, Va., for $8,589,000. Principal 
mission is maintaining operational control over all Quartermaster 
Corps training activities in the field within limits established by the 
Quartermaster General. Also provides administrative, security, oper- 
ational facilities, service and supply for all assigned units, organiza- 
tions and activities. 

Proposed projects are as follows: 

First project is 8 enlisted men barracks in the amount of $5,095,000. 
Barracks are required to provide permanent housing for 2,608 enlisted 
men now occupying 42 mobilization-type barracks (63 men each) 
which were built in 1941. Existing barracks have deteriorated to the 
extent that the average annual maintenance cost is approximately 
$50,000. In addition, these barracks are a fire hazard and are a detri- 
ment to reenlistment and morale. 

Next is the bachelor officer quarters for the amount of $349,000, 
which is required to provide permanent housing for bachelor officers 
permanently assigned or on TDY as students and transients. Existing 
mobilization type bachelor quarters were built in 1941 and have rooms 
of insufficient space, central lavatory, substandard lighting and indi- 
vidual heating plants of low quality. 

The next one is for 3 battalion headquarters buildings with store- 
rooms—$175,000. This project is required for administrative, com- 
mand and supply functions of 3 battalions (2,781 men) assigned to 
permanent barracks constructed during fiscal year 1952-55. Separate 
battalion headquarters are currently located in temporary type build- 
ings, built in 1941, with heating plants that are less than 50 percent 
efficient. 

Another item is a regimental dispensary at $110,000. This item is 
required to provide medical care for 2,781 troops assigned to perma- 
nent barracks constructed during fiscal year 1952-55. No dispensary 
is available in this permanent regimental area and nearest dispensary 
is approximately 2 miles away. 

Then a branch post exchange in the amount of $93,000 which is 
required to permit assigned military personnel to conveniently pur- 
chase necessary nonissue merchandise. Existing exchange facilities 
in this area are located in a converted temporary type structure built 
in 1941, without suitable space for display and arrangement and 
stocking of merchandise. 
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The next project is 4 motor repair shops (regimental motor park), 
$283,000. These are required to provide organizational motor main- 
tenance shops in regimental motor parks for 2,781 enlisted men as- 
signed to permanent barracks constructed during fiscal year 1952-55, 
Original construction at Fort Lee provided limited motor repair facil- 
ities for school and replacement training type units and none for 
T/O & E units with their organic vehicles. 

Another project required is Motor Park Facilities in the amount of 
$34,000, to provide motor park facilities in regimental motor parks 
for 2,781 enlisted men assigned to permanent barracks constructed 
during fiscal year 1952-55. 

Also included is Hardstand (Regimental Motor Park) proposed 
at $234,000. This project is required to provide parking facilities for 
vehicles requiring maintenance and repair at the proposed shop. 

The next item, 3 battalion classroom buildings, $160,000, is required 
to provide classroom buildings for scheduled training of 2,781 enlisted 
men assigned to permanent barracks constructed in fiscal year 1952-55. 
Presently, 3 temporary classroom buildings and 12 temporary type 
enlisted men’s barracks are being utilized to meet this need. 

We are also requesting authorization of $2,056,000 for 150 family 
quarters. 

The Cuatrman. Now, it is Camp Pickett down there that we closed 
up. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir; three times. 

The Cuarrman,. All right. Without objection. 

Memphis General Depot. Now, family housing. How many family 
houses are you going to build there? 

Colonel Suuter. At Fort Lee, sir? 

The Cuarrman. At Fort Lee. How many family houses? 

Colonel SHuteEr. 150 sets of family housing, sir, at Fort Lee. 

The CHairman. How many family houses do you propose to build 
at Memphis ? 

Colonel Suuter. At Memphis General Depot, sir ? 

The Chairman. That is right. 

Colonel SHuter. We propose to build five sets of quarters. 

The Cuairman. All right, without objection, those two items are 
approved. 

New Cumberland, family housing there. How many do you pro- 
pose to build there ? 

Colonel Sauter. At New Cumberland, sir, we are asking for an 
authorization to build 40 sets of family quarters. 

The Cuairman. All right. Now, let me ask you this question: 

Only one new base provided for in this bill ? 

Colonel Sauter. The only new base, sir, in this bill would be 
Potrero Hills, the west coast outloading ammunition terminal. Other- 
wise, no, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. That is the only new base in the bill? 

Colonel Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. All these are permanent establishments? 

Colonel SHuter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman,. All right. 

Colonel Suuter. We are requesting authorization for the Sharpe 
General Depot (Tracy Annex) located in San Joaquin County, Calif., 
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for $337,000. The principal mission of this depot annex is that it is 
a dispersed area of Sharpe General Depot where all quartermaster 
supply and medical supply activities of the depot mission are located. 

The first project is for an elevated water tank at $92,000. The item 
is required to replace 2 wood tanks (150,000 gallons each) and timber 
supporting tower 67 feet high. Tower and tanks are deteriorating 
very rapidly. Recent borings in a number of the tower structural 
members indicate pronounced wood rot in chime joints, platform, 
built-up caps, and the top portion of at least 5 of the columns. 

We are las requesting $245,000 for 15 sets of family quarters. 

The CuarrmMan. Sharpe General Depot, Calif. Without objection. 

Now, that finishes that. 

Now, take the Chemical Corps. 

Army Chemical Center, Md. Where is that located ? 

Colonel SHuter. The Army Chemical Center, sir, is located 21% 
miles northwest of Baltimore. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Gavin. Is that in Maryland? 

Colonel SHuter. Is that 21¢ May I correct that, sir? 

Mr. Fosrer. It is 21. 

Colonel Suuter. 21 miles, sir, northeast of Baltimore. We are 
requesting authorization for the Army Chemical Center, in the amount 
of $1,248,000. Principal mission is for research and development 
in the fields of chemical and radiological warfare and radiological 
defense, conduct of medical research and manufacture of chemical 
warfare materiel and protective devices. 

The first project is the reconstruction of Van Bibber Dam, $253,000. 
This item is required to replace wood crib dam built in 1918. Main 
timbers of dam which are deteriorating rapidly, resulted in, during the 
past summer, a loss through leakage of approximately 2 million gallons 
per day in July. Since 4 million gallons per day are used at the plant 
for processing and 2 million gallons per day lost through leakage 
resulted in reducing the water level to 9 inches below the crest, this 
produced a very unsatisfactory condition at the intake. 

Next is the renovation of 2 buildings for troop housing, $280,000. 
This project is required in order to provide livable quarters in two 
buildings for the peacetime army at this installation. These buildings 
consisting of 32,680 square feet are permanent construction (hollow 
tile-stuccoed cement walls, wood floors, and asphalt shingle roofs) 
built in 1918 as troop housing. Due to gradual deterioration from 
use, these buildings now require complete rehabilitation if they are to 
be preserved. 

Also proposed at this installation is a project for 3 storage buildings 
for flammables in the amount of $15,000. These 3 buildings are re- 
quired to provide adequate safe storage space for inflammable mate- 
rials such as lacquer thinner, benzol, turpentine, gasoline, lubricating 
oils,and so forth. Each building can store approximately 43 55-gallon 
drums, 441 5-gallon cans in 3 tiers, with 200 square feet for aisle and 
handling space. 

The last item is the installation of sprinkler systems (49 buildings), 
$700,000. These are required for fire protection in compliance with 
requirements as outlined in SR 420-510-1, and paragraph 1c, ENGEC 
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letter, subject: “Modification to engineering instructions for Army 
projects,” dated January 10, 1952, which requires that— 
Automatic sprinkler protection be provided in all enclosed warehouses and store- 


houses in excess of 7,500 square feet in any fire area, regardless of the type of 
construction. 


The Cuarrman. All right, without objection, that is approved. 

Colonel Suuter. Authorization is requested for the Deseret Chem- 
ical Depot located in Tooele County, Utah, for $92,000. Principal 
mission is the receipt, storage, renovation and issue of Chemical Corps 
munitions. 

The item is the “Conversion of shed to care and preservation build- 
ing (toxic area), $92,000,” which will provide integrated facility for 
care and preservation of toxic and incendiary bombs and clusters. 

The CuairMANn. Without objection, Deseret 

Colonel Suuter. Deseret, sir. 

The CuairMan. Camp Detrick, Md. 

Colonel Suvuier. We are requesting authorization of $452,000 for 
Camp Detrick located in Frederick County?Md. Principal mission 
is to conduct research and development work in all phases of bio- 
logical warfare. 

First item is an addition to boiler plant (building 190) in the 
amount of $164,000. This item is required to supply adequate steam 
for the following buildings now under construction or included in 
the fiscal year 1955 MCA program; C-1, C-2B, four greenhouses, 
MV-2, 3, 4, and 5,and SOX. The present steam-producing facilities 
ure adequate to meet the requirements of existing buildings plus 
buildings BS-PD 1, and MV-1, which are nearing completion. 

The next item is “Extension to existing roads (area A), $159,000,” 
which is required to provide a road network in the northeast portion 
of area A to serve the 17 existing buildings (BS-PD 1; MV-1, 2, 3, 4, 
5, and 6; PD-1, 2, and 3; BS-1 and 2; E-1 and TS 2-22) and other 
facilities to be or being built in the area. No road network now ex- 
ists and access to existing buildings is provided by temporary type 
roads. 

Another item is “Extension to sanitary sewer system, $97,000.” 
This project is required to bring the sewer outfall system from its 
present capacity of 2,570 gallons per day to the ultimate capacity 
of 4,720 gallons per day. This requirement is based on a utility use 
analysis conducted during 1953 by industrial engineers from the dis- 
trict engineer office and is based on peak pumping capacity require- 
ments. 

The last item is for an extension of fence (area A) for the amount 
of $32,000, which is required to enlarge the present restricted portion 
of area A from 65 acres to 114.5 acres. 

The Cuatirman. Without objection. 

Dugway Proving Ground, troop housing. Family houses 

Colonel SHuLER. 16 sets of family housing. 

The CHarrMAN. How many family housing ? 

Colonel Suuter. 16 sets of family housing; 14 noncommissioned 
officer and 2 for generals and commanding officer. It is an isolated 
station. We are requesting authorization in the amount of $1,129,000 
for the Dugway Proving Ground, located in Tooele County, Utah. 
Principal mission is the large scale of field testing and evaluation of 
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items developed by the Chemical Corps in the fields of chemical, bio- 
logical and radiological warfare. 

First item at this installation is for 4 enlisted men barracks with mess 
building at $445,000. This item is required as a special troop unit 
was activated January 23, 1953, and is stationed at this installation. 
It is essential to provide housing and messing to meet minimum re- 
quirements necessary for good health and morale. The men are now 
living in World War IT theater of operations type buildings (tar paper 
siding) built in 1942 and 1943 and located in “Dog” area which is the 
technical operations area and subject to contamination by toxic agents. 

Next item is “Test equipment maintenance shop, $119,000.” Field 
testing of Chemical Corps end items is the mission of Dugway Prov- 
ing Ground. Results depend on accuracy and reliability of test equip- 
ment used. Equipment assembled into “samplers” combines delicate 
glass tubes, electronic equipment, and vacuum pumps operated by 
batteries or commercial power. 

Also proposed at this installation is “Addition to station hospital 
(isolation ward)” in thg amount of $333,000. This is needed as the 
current and planned test programs at Dugw ay include testing of new 
and highly infectious biological warfare : agents. As approximately 
40 people are involved in a “biologic: al warfare test at one time, it is 
possible that as many as 18 men might become accidently infected 
concurrently. 

The 16-family housing units we discussed earlier. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Pine Bluff Arsenal. 

Colonel Suuter. We are requesting authorization for Pine Bluff 
Arsenal (including Midwest Chemical Depot) located in Jefferson 
County, Ark, $3,000. The principal mission at this installation is the 
mi inufacture, filling and assembly of Chemical Corps munitions (toxic 
and smoke) and incendiaries. Also the receipt, storage, care and 
preservation and issue of Chemical Corps munitions and equipment. 

The item at this installation is “Land acquisition” in the amount of 
$3,000 which is required for correcting a stream contamination 
condition. 

The CHatrMan. How many acres do you propose to buy? 

Colonel Suvuter. Sir, we propose to buy 29 acres of land at Pine 
Bluff Arsenal. 

The Cuarrman. How many acres do you have there now? 

Colonel Suvuter. The total acreage we have there now, sir, is 14,982. 

The CHatrMan. 14,922. 

Colonel Suuer. 82, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, you want to buy how many more acres? 

Colonel Suvter. 29 more acres, to correct a stream contamination 
condition, sir. 

The Cruarrman. Well, how large a personnel have you there? 

Colonel Siruter. We have a total there at present, sir, of 2,936, of 
which 2,741 are civilians. 

The Cuarrman. And you say on account of the contamination of 
the water ? 

Colonel Suvuter. This is industrial waste, sir, being dumped out 
of the pl: ints there, and this little stream runs through a farm and 
the man’s cattle are in danger of being contaminated by the drinking 
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of the water. We feel, sir, by contact with the man that he is per- 
fectly willing to have us purchase the land at a fair value. 

The CHarrMan. 29 acres at $3,000. Without objection. 

Rocky Mountain Arsenal, Colo. 

Colonel SHuter. Authorization is requested for the Rocky Moun- 
tain Arsenal, in Adams County, Colo., in the amount of $773,000. 
The principal mission at this arsenal is the manufacturing, filling, 
and assembling of incendiary and toxic munitions. Also the receipt, 
storage, care and preservation and issuing of Chemical Corps muni- 
tions and equipment. 

First project is for a loading dock with dunnage shop—$158,000. 
The loading dock facilities for the storage area are improvised meas- 
ures (concrete floor and dock of building 352 which was destroyed by 
fire) located in plants area. 

Next project is decontamination and reconditioning building in 
the amount of $119,000. This facility is needed to support the nerve 
gas program and normal depot supply operations. No facilities avail- 
able for decontamination and reconditioning of valuable steel ton 
containers (size: 30 by 80 inches; weight empty, 1,310 pounds) used 
for bulk storage and transportation of nerve gas and hazardous toxics 
and for decontamination and reconditioning of contaminated chemical 
containers and shells. 

The last item at this installation is the improvements to process 
water system—$496,000, which is required to correct critical deficien- 
cies in the process water system. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection we approve that.. Now, Signal 
Corps. 

Colonel SHuter. The next technical service, Signal Corps, authori- 
zation is requested for the Decatur Signal Depot, located in Macon 
County, Ill., in the amount of $303,000. Principal mission is the re- 
ceipt, storage, issue and repair of signal supplies and equipment— 
continental United States (States of Colorado, Hlinois, Indiana. 
Towa, Kansas, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, North 
Dakota, South Dakota, Wisconsin, and Wyoming) and, through New 
Orleans port of embarkation, and overseas. 

The project is firewalls—$303,000. The construction of firewalls 
in the main warehouse is required to lessen the danger of large fires 
and permit greater protection to the material stored. Areas between 
existing firewalls in this warehouse are 300,000 square feet, 215,000 
square feet and 180,000 square feet. Areas recommended by the Na- 
tional Board of Fire Underwriters should not exceed 80,000 square 
feet for maximum safety. Construction of these firewalls will in- 
crease the protection of critical items in this warehouse valued at 
$200 million. 

The CHatrman. Decatur Signal Depot, Il]. Maintenance. With- 
out objection. 

Fort—what is that place ? 

Colonel SHuter. Authorization is requested for Fort Huachuca, 
located in Cochise County, Ariz. in the amount of $4,648,000. Prin- 
cipal mission at this installation deals with various fields of electronic 
warfare, battlefield surveillance, Signal Corps aviation, meteorology, 
and related activities. Also performs necessary technical and engi- 
neering tests and evalution of communication and electronic systems 


55066—55—No. 20——51 





3694 


and equipment; conduct operational research, experiments and field 
tests; formulates doctrine, techniques, and new concepts of signal 
organizational elements required, and provides specialized individual 
and unit training. 

The first Paty, 2 is a control tower—$100,000, which is necessary 
as it is a primary factor in flight safety for flying operations at an 
airfield. ‘The planned volume of traffic, 200-300 flights in and out 
daily, will represent the third largest traffic load of any Army airfield. 

Next item is hangar (rotary wing) at $631,000. The reactivation 
of this installation with a new mission has created the need for the pro- 
posed facility to service approximately 21 helicopters assigned for 
experimental work. 

Another item required is operations building in the amount of 
$49,000 which is to provide necessary space for airfield flight opera- 
tions. The existing 1,200 square foot modified-emergency type build- 
ing provides space for only one teletype machine (requirement is for 
4) and does not include parachute storage, weather briefing area, sup- 
ply storage, map room, and pilot ready room. 

An addition to concrete apron for $137,000 is required to increase 
capacity of parking space from 14 to 55 aircraft. 

Next project is for the fire and rescue building for $34,000. There 
are no fire and rescue facilities available for the airfield. The planned 
number of flights in and out daily is 200 to 300 and it is essential that 
these facilities be provided at the airfield where 55 aircraft, including 
fixed and rotary wing types, will be based by January 1956. 

Another item is extension of utilities in the amount of $180,000 
which is required as there are no sanitary sewers or gas lines serving 
the airfield. Water is being piped through a temporary water line 
(invasion type casing) to the field. Electrical distribution is single 
phase and not suitable for expansion. 

The next project at this installation is the need of 4 aircraft fuel 
storage tanks—$64,000. The four tanks will provide storage for the 
four grades of fuel necessary to service 21 helicopters from the H-13 
to the H-16 in size, and 34 fixed-wing aircraft including (6) L-17 
drones and a C-+46. Four 15,000-gallon tanks will provide capacity to 
unload railroad tank cars and thus save on demurrage charges. 

The next item is a warehouse with railroad spur—$133,000. This 
facility is required to provide storage for 30,125 measured tons of 
supplies and equipment for testing and evaluation projects. Of the 
30,125 measured tons of supplies and equipment which is based on 
peak storage, approximately 800 measure tons are now stored in open. 
All existing warehouse space is fully utilized. 

This last item consists of the previously mentioned 250 family quar- 
ters for which we are asking an authorization of $3,320,000. 

The CuHamman. Fort Huachuca. <All right, without objection. 

Now, you get family houses there. How many family houses ? 

Colonel SuHuter. We are asking for 250 family houses, sir, there, 
and that is about as isolated a post as you can find. It is 90 miles 
from Tucson, which is the closest town. 

The Cuarrman. It must be isolated. I never heard of that name. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. May I ask one question on the item back there? 

The Cuarrman. (Aside). 
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Mr. Lanxrorp. That is the reason I want to ask the question, 
because I want to find out about it. I notice you asked for this 
control tower and stuff so you could have a commercial line. | 

Is the commercial airline going to use the Army field to fly into 
Fort Huachuca? 

Colonel Suuter. The field is primarily for the Army aviation at 
this Signal Corps station. They are requesting commercial flights 
to come into there and out, and that is one of the reasons, one of the 
added reasons we need the control tower. 

The Cuairman. All right. 

Now, the next station is Lexington Signal Depot, Ky. 

Colonel Suuter. Total authorization requested for the Lexington 
Signal Depot, located in Fayette and Burbon Counties, Ky., is $538,- 
(00. Principal mission is that this installation serves as a distribution 
depot. This depot receives, stores, repairs and issues signal sup- 
plies and equipment for States of Kentucky, Ohio, West Virginia, 
and Virginia. Also, responsible for repair and test of nuclear radia- 
tion detection instruments. 

The first item required is a nucleonics building—$369,000. De- 
partment of the Army assigned responsibility to Chief, Signal Officer 
for procurement, storage, issue and maintenance of all nuclear radia- 
tion detection instruments (Radiac) used by Army Field Forces. 
This new mission requires special techniques and facilities in repair, 
calibrations, tests, and attendant safety measures. Hazards involved 
in handling of radiation calibration source (gamma ray type) in the 
course of calibrating and testing are sometimes lethal. Maximum 
protection of personnel is a requisite. 

The CuHarrman. Family houses. How many family houses will 
you build there ? 

Colonel SHuter. We are asking for nine sets of quarters at this 
station, sir. 

The CuarrMan. All right. 

The next is Fort Monmouth, N. J. 

Colonel SHuter. We are requesting authorization for Fort Mon- 
mouth, in Monmouth County, N. J. for $615,000. Principal mission 
of this installation is to train and prepare individual officers and en- 
listed men for assignment as specialists to Signal Corps units through- 
out the world; design, develop, and improve communications, meteor- 
ological, photographic, and related signal equipment for the Army 
and standardize certain component parts of the equipment; train offi- 
cers and enlisted men as specialists in electronics and related subjects. 

First item is for a branch post exchange at $82,000. This is to pro- 
vide exchange services for the 3,000 enlisted men assigned to the new 
permanent barrack area. Temporary exchange facilities to furnish 
minimum service for the troops are now provided in the basement of 
one of the new school buildings adjacent to the new barracks, but the 
floor area occupied by this facility prevents required utilization of all 
the building space for school purposes. No other space is available in 
this area for post exchange. 

The other item is for the chapel with religious educational facilities 
in the amount of $533,000. This project is required to provicle a per- 
manent post chapel in which military personnel of all faiths may wor- 
ship. It will also be accessible to military dependent families residing 
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in nearby housing developments or onpost. No permanent chapel 
exists at this installation. 

The Cuatmrman. Without objection, approved. 

Sacramento Signal Depot. Troop housing. Family housing there. 

Colonel Suvuter. We are asking for 10 sets of quarters at that 
station. 

The principal mission of the Sacramento Signal Depot is to receive, 
store, issue, procure, assemble, fabricate, and repair signal equipment 
and supplies for distribution in ConUS (States of Arizona, Cali- 
fornia, Idaho, Utah, Montana, Nevada, Oregon, and Washington), 
Alaska and through San Francisco port of embarkation, and overseas. 
Also process returned materials. 

Our first project here is the Nucleonics Building for $417,000. The 
Department of the Army has assigned responsibility to chief signal 
officer for procurement, storage, issue, and maintenance of all nuclear 
radiation detection instruments, radiac, used by Army field forces. 
This new mission required special techniques and facilities in repair, 
calibrations, test, and attendant safety measures. Hazards involved 
in handling of radiation calibration source, gamma-ray type, in the 
course of calibrating and testing are sometimes lethal. Maximum 
protection of personnel is a requisite. 

The next project is EM barracks for $140,000, which provides for 
additional funds for the 263-man barracks building authorized in 
the fiscal year 1955 program, Public Law 534, 83d Congress, for 
S492,000. 

These two projects, plus the 10 sets of family quarters in amount 
of $158,000, add up to a total authorization request of $715,000. 

The Cnairman. Well, you must not need quarters very badly, or 
else you don’t have much activity where you are building these 5- and 
10-family units. 

Colonel Suuter. We have a total requirement for only 148 sets 
there, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Tobyhanna Signal Depot, Pa. 

Colonel Sauter. At Tobyhanna Signal Depot, which is located in 
Monroe County, Pa., we are requesting authorization in the amount 
of $649,000. Principal mission of this depot is the receipt, storage, 
repair, and issue of signal supplies and equipment in CON US—States 
of Connecticut, Delaware, Maine, Maryland, New Hampshire, Massa- 
chusetts, New York, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Rhode Island, and 
Vermont and Military District of Washington—and through New 
York Port of Embarkation to the overseas areas. 

The project requested for this installation consists of an EM bar- 
racks, at $649,000, which is necessary to provide permanent housing 
for four Signal Corps T. O. and E. units to be assigned at Tobyhanna 
Signal Depot for training in signal maintenance and supply opera- 
tions, a new mission for the depot. 

The CHamman. Without objection, approved. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question on that? 

The CuarrmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Drverrux. Why do you have troop housing up there now? 
Why do you have this troop housing now at Tobyhanna? 

Colonel Suvuuer. Well, sir, we have a requirement at Tobyhanna 
based on the permanent strength of 458 enlisted men. Taking 81 
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percent of that, which was the basis we figure our barracks, the other 
19 percent being married, that gives us a requirement for 371 spaces, 
We have no barracks there now of a permanent nature, and this would 
give us 326 of those spaces. 

Mr. Devereux. Are you increasing the complement of enlisted men 
at Tobyhanna ¢ 

Colonel SuHuter. That is correct. 

Mr. Foster. That is correct, sir. When these barracks are built, 
a depot company will move in for training. 

Mr. Devereux. Is that because you can’t get civilians to operate 
the plant up there at Tobyhanna ? 

Mr. Fosrer. No, sir. The plant will be operated by civilians. The 
troops will be there for depot training, for overseas depot operations. 

The CuatrmMan. All right. 

The next item is Two Rock Ranch Station, Calif. 

Colonel Suvter. Next installation we are requesting authorization 
for is Two Rock Ranch Station, located in Marin and Sonoma Coun- 
ties, Calif., in the amount of $1,298,000. The principal mission is 
classified. 

The first project is a gymnasium with bowling alleys for $244,000. 
This building is required to provide indoor recreational and physical- 
training facilities for this installation. No such facilities exist except 
one 2-lane bowling alley housed in a 13-year-old temporary-type build- 
ing, 20 by 100 feet, which does not allow for team bowling nor provide 
space for lockers, storage of equipment, or seating. 

The next project is a special service building for $88,000. This 
facility is required to house administrative office and supply rooms for 
special-service activities, craft shops, T. I. and E. classrooms and 
administrative reference and records section for the installation 
library system. 

The next one is for a EM and NCO Service Club with guesthouse, 
$163,000. This proposed structure is required to house facilities for 
recreation, dining, and overnight transients who are relatives and 
friends of assigned military personnel. 

The CHatrrMan. Family houses. How many there? 

Colonel SHuter. We are asking for 59 sets of family quarters for 
new authorization. 

The Cuarrman,. All right, without objection. 

Vint Hill Farms Station, Va. 

Colonel Suuter. We are requesting authorization for the Vint Hill 
Farms Station, located in Fauquier and Prince William Counties, Va., 
in amount of $695,000. The principal mission of this installation is 
classified. 

First item is for a Post Engineer Composite Building, $251,000. 
This proposed facility is required to provide shop space for the various 
post engineer activities. Presently, activities occupy 9,730 square feet 
of temporary-type structures, some are former farm stables, which 
were erected at various times betwen 1920 and 1942. 

Next item is for a noncommissioned officers’ open mess, at $123,000. 
This facility is required to provide dining facilities and recreational 
activities for the NCO’s assigned to this installation. Present facility 
is housed in a 4,888-square foot “theater of operations” type structure, 
built in 1942. Upon completion of proposed structure, existing build- 
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ing will be scheduled for demolition and equipment salvaged for pos- 
sible reuse. 

Another proposed item is for a warehouse, at $116,000. This struc- 
ture is require to provide storage and protection of classified supplies 
and equipment. 

The last item is an EM Service Club and Recreational Center for 
$205,000, which is required to provide offduty recreational facilities 
for personnel of this command. Presently, these activities occupy 4 
separate theater-of-operations-type buildings built in 1942. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection we approve that. 

Now, the next is Corps of Engineers. Army Map Service, Maryland. 

Colonel Suvxter. We are requesting authorization for the Army 
Map Service, located in Montgomery County, Md., for $62,000, Prin- 
cipal mission is to produce, procure, store, and maintain stocks of 
maps, relief maps, and related reproducing materials; maintain rec- 
ords of all ground data of permanent nature; distribute to authorized 
agencies, upon request, maps and map reproduction material; aerial 
photo prints and gr ound-control data; and publish and circulate nec- 
essary catalogs ; operate, as designated by Joint Chiefs of Staff, central 
vatalog and file of maps and map information for Department of 
Defense; assist in development and improvement of production 
methods of maps, relief maps, and allied materiels; collect, evaluate, 
and produce engineer intelligence required by Department of the 
Army and Office, Chief of Engineers. 

The proposed project is a vehicle-maintenance shop for $62,000, 
which is required to replace present facility, a converted wooden build- 
ing built in 1941 asa temporary warehouse and office. 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection we approve that. 

Fort Belvoir, Va. How many family houses are you going to build 
over there ? 

Colonel SuHuter. We are asking for 114, all noncommissioned- 
officer-type quarters. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Barres. How many ? 

Colonel Suvuter. 114; all noncommissioned-officer-type. 

Mr. Bares. It says 414 family quarters. 

Colonel Suvuter. Sir, the 300 are existing authorization which I 
read off previously, under last year’s act. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Colonel Suvter. The total authorization requested for Fort Belvoir, 
located in Fairfax County, Va., is $4,608,000. The principal mission 
is the Engineer School, Research and "Development, and the Training 
of Technical Officer Units and Personnel. 

The proposed projects are as follows: 

The first one is a WAC barracks with mess for $289,000, and is re- 
quired for peacetime complement of WAC personnel who are now 
housed in converted family housing units, formerly 63-man mobiliza- 
tion-type barracks. At present 83 WAC personnel are housed in 9 
buildings containing 30 austerity-type family housing units. 

The next project is EM barracks without mess, medical detachment, 
at $256,000. The existing mobilization-type hospital will continue 
oper ation indefinitely and the new permanent-type hospital is sched- 
uled for completion in September 1956, hence it is important that 
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housing for wardmen and technicians be provided near the facility. 
Mobilization-type barracks now housing medical-detachment person- 
nel for old hospital are about 2 miles from new hospital. 

Another proposed item at this installation is for bachelor officers’ 
quarters, nurses, at $276,000. There are no suitable permanent quar- 
ters available for nurses to be assigned to the new hospital. The near- 
est quarters are in a mobilization- ty pe building in the old hospital area 
and are a mile away. 

The next one is the completion of basement, Materiels Laboratory, 
at $104,000. Insufficient funds prohibited completion of basement 
when laboratory was built. This is an operational requirement to 
permit installation and use of equipment presently on hand for con- 
ducting crystal growing, octane-rating tests, and fabricating and tests 
of plastics and rubber “samples. This work cannot be per formed on 
first floor of Materials Laboratory as floor design is not sufficiently 
strong to support the weight of the machines, nor can work be con- 
ducted close to other safety hazards. 

Another proposed project is for heavy equipment modification shop 
(EPG) at $414,000. This shop is required to modify various types 
of heavy engineer equipment during tests to adapt it to best military 
use with minimum maintenance. Modifications will include repairs, 
disassembly, changes, et cetera, for greatest performance under worst 
possible conditions. 

The next project ts a precision-machine shop (ERDL) for $52,000. 
The quality of machining obtained in existing maintenance shop does 
not meet the high standards required for precision work. Project is 
needed to meet research and development requirements for precision 
machining to tolerances of 1/10,000 inch or less. Precision tools are 
on hand but cannot be properly utilized in existing facilities due to 
lack of control of temperature, humidity, and vibration. 

The next project is EM barracks with mess, $987,000. This project 
provides for construction of one 526-man barracks opposite the Jack- 
son Loop School area on Gunston Road to house enlisted personnel 
enrolled in classes at the nearby TES Department of Mechanical and 
Technical Equipment. Two barracks for this area are included in the 
fiscal year 1955 execution program. Existing mobilization-type bar- 
racks will be 15 years old in 1956 and are past their life expectancy. 

Another item for this installation is “two battalion he sadquarters 
buildings at $88,000.” The proposed battalion headquarters buildings 
are needed for the accomplishment of functions of the engineer b: at- 

talion in control and management of troop functions. There are no 
buildings for a battalion headqu: irters located within a mile of the new 
harracks area. 

Next project is the “Commissary, $312,000.” This facility is re- 
quired to serve 3,900 registered patrons as offpost food markets have 
not developed as rapidly as residential housing. Retention has been 
justified previously on basis of supporting loc sally assigned personnel. 
A new facility is needed as existing mobilization-type building of 9,500 
square feet plus 6,000 square feet of bulk stor: age, almost a mile distant, 
is overtaxed by business av eraging monthly gross sales of $125,000. 
Location is poor as facility is adjacent to coalyard, railhead, and rough 
terrain (parking is limited to 100 autos). Building is neither rodent- 
proof nor insect-proof and annual maintenance is $1,142 per year. 
Lighting is of low intensity and walls are noninsulated. 
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Another proposed item is the “Test loop (EPG), $170,000.” The 
responsibility for testing of mobile equipment has been delegated to 
the Corps of Engineers by the Department of the Army. The exist- 
ing test loop is a 22-foot wide concrete road, 1.1 miles in circumference, 
used to test new mobile military equipment under controlled conditions 
to the breakdown point, in order that faulty design features may be 
detected and corrected before acceptance by the Armed Forces. The 
existing loop was built under wartime conditions (1941-43) and de- 
signed for maximum equipment weight of 25 tons. Due to the increase 
in number of tests and weight of units being tested (80 tons in some 
cases) the road surface and subbase are deteriorating rapidly and tests 
must be interrupted frequently in order to patch roadway. 

The next item is the “Control tower (Davison Field), $102,000.” 
This project is required to provide building which meets minimum 
CAA structural criteria for housing radio, air-navigation, and elec- 
tronic-aids equipment which has been approved by the chief signal 
officer for issue and installation at Davison Field. This equipment will 
permit maximum control and safety of flights using a minimum of per- 
sonnel. Existing control tower is wooden type structure which has 
deteriorated to the extent that its continued use would be dangerous to 
flight navigation. 

The next item is “Water and sewage systems (Davison Field), 
$115,000.” This project is required to provide an adequate water 
supply for fire protection and domestic use for approximately 60 
people. Sewage collection and disposal is essential for sanitation and 
health. At present, water is supplied from an existing well which will 
only satisfy the needs for domestic use. 

These items, together with the 114 noncommissioned officer family 
quarters in amount of $1,445,000, constitute the requested authoriza- 
tion for Fort Belvoir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Granite City Engineer Depot, Ill. Family houses. How many? 

Colonel Suuer. Fifty sets of family quarters, sir. 

We are requesting authorization for “Granite City Engineer Depot 
at Madison County, T1., $1,822,000. This authorization includes two 
other projects in addition to family housing: The first item is a 
“Blocking and banding shop, $216,000.” This item is required to 
replace existing structure, 60 feet x 400 feet, built in 1943. The 
facility will be utilized principally to prepare items of engineer equip- 
ment for shipment by rail. Secondary use is the receipt and handling 
of incoming equipment. Much of the equipment processed by this 
facility is large and very heavy. Due to original structural limita- 
tions and deterioration of load bearing members, current operations 
on existing structure are seriously restricted and maximum output 
and efficiency cannot be realized. 

The other item is the “Equipment processing shop, $904,000.” ‘This 
facility will be utilized for processing equipment in storage and equip- 
ment being prepared for domestic and overseas shipment in order to 
prevent deterioration. These operations involve inspection, assembly 
and disassembly, cleaning and application of preservatives. Facility 
will be designed to process 800 items per month. 

Principal mission of this installation is to receive, store and issue 


general engineer supplies and process and pack items for va ech ship- 


ment; assemble component parts into sets for issue; perform base 
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maintenance on all engineering equipment within this base mainte- 
nance area and from outside the area as directed; receive and store 
strategic and critical materials; train military units in general en- 
gineer supply; produce technical information essential to the ac- 
complishment of adequate maintenance worldwide and perform tech- 
nical functions essential to accomplishment of preservation, packing 
and packaging of engineer equipment. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection. 

Marion Engineer Depot, Ohio. 

Colonel Suuter. Authorization is requested for Marion Engineer 
Depot in Marion C ounty , Ohio in the amount of $1,146,000. Pr incipal 
mission is to receive and store selected Class I and IV general engineer 
supplies for issue, as required. Storage of bulk spare parts stock from 
Columbus General Depot (new mission assigned November 1954). 

The first item proposed is a “Hardstand, $830,000.” ‘This open stor- 
age area is required for storage of both serviceable and unserviceable 
equipment. Due to close proximity of base maintenance this site will 
be used principally for storage of unserviceable equipment prior to 
repair and return to stock or user. Its location will reduce handling 
costs and time to a minimum. 

The second item is a “Railroad spur at $233,000.” This track is re- 
quired to serve approximately 180,000 square yards of additional hard- 
stand storage space included in this program. It is needed to elimi- 
nate excessive handling. There is no existing railroad track in the 
site for the proposed hardstand. 

The third project is a fence, $83,000. This proposed fence is re- 
quired to replace existing emergency type fence constructed in 1942. 
Existing fence, 5-strand barbed wire, 4 feet high with untreated wood 
posts, is expensive to maintain and provides practically no protection. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection. 

Colonel Suvier. You mean the mission of the Transportation 
( ae sir? 

The Cuatrman. Yes. Is that trucks or ships or railroads or what ? 

Colonel Souter. That is railroads, ships, sir, as well as having the 
mission broadly of transporting everything for the Army. 

For the Brooklyn Army Base, located in Kings County, N. Y., we 
are requesting authorization in the amount of $1,055,000. Principal 
mission of installation is to house the headquarters, New York Port 
of Embarkation and to serve as a base for water shipment and receipt 
of military cargo and personnel. 

The first item at this installation is rehabilitation of electrical dis- 
tribution system (final increment) in the amount of $748,000. This 
item will complete the rehabilitation of the electrical distribution sys- 
tem that was installed in 1917. The first phase was authorized and 
$1,264,000 provided in the fiscal year 1955 military construction, 
Army program. 

The other item is rehabilitation of sanitary sewer system, $307,000, 
which is required for control of water pollution in accordance with the 
Water Pollution Control Act, Public Law 845, 80th Congress and 
Executive Order 10014 of the President of the United States. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Without objection, we approve the 
Brooklyn Base. 

Colonel SuHuter. The next installation we have is the Charleston 
Transportation Depot, which is in Charleston County, S.C. We are 
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requesting authorization for $329,000. The principal mission at this 
depot is the receipt and storage of Transportation Corps marine end 
items, kits and sets and rolling stock (rail). Also the assembly of kits 
and sets of onboard spare parts and technical service operating sup- 
plies for marine end items and maintenance of Transportation Corps 
inarine equipment. 

First item is a “Stabilized hardstand $183,000.” This item is re- 
quired to provide adequate dry storage area for approximately 300 
vessels and other Transportation Corps items of equipment. 

Next item is the “Extension of water distribution system for fire 
protection, $25,000.” This item is required to provide adequate fire 
protection by addition to the water distribution system and 17 addi- 
tional fire hydrants so that Government property in strategic storage 
areas valued in excess of $100 million may be protected. 

The last item at this installation is for “Roads (warehouse area), 
121,000.” This project is required to provide access to the ware- 
house and an interior road not within the area. Existing roads are 
“an ga and were constructed by use of bulldozers and stabilized 
by traffic. 

The CHatrman. Charleston Base, S. C. Without objection, we 
upprove that one. 

Colonel SHuter. The next installation we are requesting authoriza- 
tion for, in the amount of $6,597,000, is Fort Eustis, located in War- 
wick County, Va. Principal mission is the organization and 
training of ‘Transportation Corps units and individuals of all cate- 
gories. Responsible for logistic support of Transportation School, 
the Transportation Corps Research and Development Command the 
subpost of Fort Story. 

First project is the “Final increment of the EM Service Club, $421,- 
000.” The club at this installation was destroyed by fire in 1950. 
Since that time it has been necessary to use three rehabilitated recre- 
ational type buildings in widely dispersed areas totaling 17,886 square 
feet ; 2 of these buildings are temporary type of 3,663 square feet each, 
and 1 a permanent type structure of 10,560 square feet of usable 
space constructed in 1917. Second Army Engineers have determined 
that it had reached the end of its economical life (37 years) and no 
attempt should be made to undertake major rehabilitation. The first 
increment of the complete facility has been financed and construc tion 
will begin in fiscal year 1955. 

Next item is the “Main post exchange, $340,000.” This item is re- 
quired to provide a facility to retail authorized sales items to the 
military population of the installation. The nearest shopping centers 
are Williamsburg, Va., population 6,700, 12 miles distant; and New- 
port News, population 42,300, 18 miles distant. The present exchange 
is located in a consolidated temporary structure totaling 3,890 square 
feet. 

Next is the “Post chapel with religious education facilities, $527,000.” 
This project is required to provide a permanent post chapel with 
religious education facilities for assigned military personnel and their 
dependents. Since no permanent am chapel exists, both post and 
regimental chapel requirements are being met by use of 5 mobilization- 
type regimental chapels having a total seating capacity of 1,508. 

Next item is “4 EM barracks, $ $2,535,000.” "These proposed barracks 
are required to partially satisty a deficiency of 2,243 permanent bar- 
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racks spaces. Existing permanent barracks spaces include 4,208— 
spaces constructed in fiscal years 1951 and 1952, and 1,052 spaces in the 
fiscal year 1955 military construction, Army program. Existing 
mobilization type barracks were constructed in 1940 and 1941, have 
passed their life expectancy and are deteriorating. 

Next proposed project is for an entrance road in the amount of 
$70,000. The present entrance road cannot support the flow of traffic 
into this installation. The only entrance to the installation is a one- 
way road, one-half of which is owned and maintained by the county. 

Another item is for a field house in the amount of $909,000. This 
facility is required to provide space for indoor instruction, large troop 
assemblies and entertainment during inclement weather. The con- 
struction will not require removal or destruction of any existing fa- 
cilities. No similar facility exists. 

Next item is for an “Officers’ open mess with swimming pool, 
$575,000,” which is required to provide dining and recreational fa- 
cilities for the 1,029 permanently assigned officers and the 326 student 
oflicers of the Transportation School and other officers on temporary 
duty, a total of 1,355. A bath house is required to comply with Medi- 
cal Technical Bulletin 163, Sanitary Control of Army Swimming 
Pools. Present mess facilities are located in two widely separately 
temporary buildings, totaling 12,868 square feet which will be de- 
molished. Recreational facilities are practically nonexistent for 
Army personnel in this area. Limited recreational facilities on the 
post and in adjacent civilian communities have adverse affects upon 
morale. 

Another item is the “NCO open mess with swimming pool, $633,000.” 
The project required to provide dining and recreational facilities for 
noncommissioned officers to be assigned to Fort Eustis for permanent 
operations, and is based upon 1,508 top three grade noncommissioned 
officers and their dependents. Swimming pool, authorized by AR 
415-31, is considered a necessity due to long (4 to 5 months) summers 
and distance to nearest usable beach, Buckroe Beach, Va., some 25 
miles distant. 

Next project at this installation is regimental dispensary, $126,000. 
This dispensary is required to provide medical services to the military 
personnel in the new permanent troop housing area. No dispensary 
exists in this area in which 4,205 men are housed. 

Next we have 2 battalion headquarters buildings in the amount of 
102,000. This project will provide permanent administrative space 
for two Transportation Corps battalions. These buildings will be 
located in existing permanent troop housing areas, 1 structure per 
battalion of approximately 1,050 men. At the present time impro- 
vised administrative space is provided in the existing barracks. 

Another project proposed is the branch post exchange, $83,000. 
This project is required to provide facilities for the sale of authorized 
items for the convenience of 4,032 enlisted men assigned to a regi- 
mentalarea. There are 5 temporary branch exchanges totaling 25,238 
square feet, none located in or adjacent to the existing or proposed 
permanent troop housing areas. 

The final project is for 5 battalion classroom buildings in the amount 
of $276,000. This project will provide adequate permanent class- 
room facilities for five battalions in the permanent troop housing 
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area, existing or under construction. Each classroom building will 
be of standard design (3,500 square feet each), have a seating capacity 
of 250 and a smaller classroom of 300 square feet for T. I. & E. activ- 
ities and other instructional purposes. 

The Carman. Fort Eustis, Va. Without objection, we approve 
that. 

Colonel Sauer. We are requesting authorization for New Orleans 
Army Base (including New Orleans Port of Embarkation) for $117,- 
000. This installation is located in Orleans Parish, La. Principal 
mission is: it is the headquarters for New Orleans Port of Embarka- 
tion base for water shipment and receipt of military cargo and 
personnel. 

The only project at this station is for a warehouse for flammables, 
$117,000. The highly flammable materials are presently being stored 
in a wood frame and sheet-metal building of 7,338 square feet, in 
open storage areas, and on the wharf. 

The CuHarrman. New Orleans Army Base. Storage facility. With- 
out objection, we approve that. 

Colonel Suuter. We are requesting authorization for the next in- 
stallation, Oakland Army Base, a subpost of San Francisco port of 
embarkation, in Alameda County, Calif., in the amount of $1,923,000. 
The principal mission of this installation is it is the cargo terminal 
for San Francisco port of embarkation. 

The first item of a total of 17 items for the installation is for exten- 
sion of utilities for the base motor pool in the amount of $35,000. This 
item is required to furnish utility service for a new base motor pool 
to be located on Gvernment-owned land. 

Next item is for base motor pool facilities at $55,000. The facilities 
are needed to complete permanent motor pool requirement. This 
activity is now being performed in buildings and facilities constructed 
in 1942, on land leased until 1957. Existing motor pool occupies ap- 
proximately 11 acres of tract 19. 

The next item is base motor pool hardstand, $99,000, which is re- 
quired for the parking of 300 vehicles and for service aprons for main- 
tenance activities within the motor pool. The need is now being met by 
use of approximately 22,500 square yards of hardstand within the 
existing base motor pool which occupies approximately 11 acres of 
leased tract 19. A written agreement between the city of Oakland 
und the United States Government dated August 16, 1949, and filed 
of record September 3, 1952, in the District Court of the United States, 
Northern District of California, southern division, does not permit 
the lease on the city property to be extended beyond June 30, 1957. 
Tract 19 (27.194 acres) is now leased for $16,110.12 per year. 

Next project is a vehicle maintenance shop for $51,000. This project 
is required to provide a permanent facility for organizational mainte- 
nance of 300 administrative and general purpose vehicles. Vehicle 
maintenance to be performed in this facility will include inspection, 
cleaning, servicing, lubrication, and minor repair work. 

Next is the post engineer administration building, $79,000. This 
building provides permanent type building on Government land for 
post engineer administrative function. Present need being met by use 
of temporary structures located on leased land. 
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Another project at this installation is a post engineer hardstand, 
$43,000. This project is required for open storage of road and railroad 
materials, poles, fender logs, aggregates, and other construction mate- 
rials. Site is in an undeveloped area which will require grading and 
filling and adequate surfacing to make the area suitable for its in- 
tended use. 

We have another item at this installation for a railroad spur and 
toolhouse, $26,000. This item is required to provide access by rail 
to the warehouse and open storage area of the post engineer. The new 
post engineer site is to be located in an undeveloped area without pro- 
vision for shipment of construction materials, railroad ballast, and 
so forth, in large quantities. At present, rail shipments are continu- 
ing to the old site, with approximately 475 linear feet of trackage. 
When this lease expires in 1957, this spur will be removed and located 
in the new area. 

Next project is a heavy equipment shop and vehicle storage shed for 
the post engineer for $97,000. This shed is required for maintenance 
and servicing of post engineer equipment essential to base operations. 
Existing facilities are located on land leased until 1957 and oceupy 
5,985 square feet of space in 2 modified emergency type, wood frame 
buildings, constructed in 1942. 

Next item is a post engineer storehouse, $126,000. This facility is 
required for storage of construction and maintenance materials, equip- 
ment, and parts. In the interest of safety, a separate structure is 
provided for storage of flammables and poisons. Existing storage 
facilities are widely dispersed and occupy 20,839 square feet of space 
in modified emergency type structures, constructed in 1942, uneco- 
nomical to maintain because of wood frame construction and age. 
Three buildings are located on land leased wntil 1957; two are located 
on Government-owned land. 

Next item at this installation is utilities in the amount of $190,000. 
The site of the proposed post engineer facilities is in an undeveloped 
area Which must be filled and graded prior to construction of build- 
ings or other facilities. The extension of the various utility systems 
to the site is required since there are none in the area. 

Next item is for roads and parking area in the amount of $55,000. 
The site of new post engineer facilities is on unimproved land which 
has no roads, walks, or parking. Item is required to provide an access 
road to the site, connecting with the existing Burma Road; to provide 
roads within the compound for access to shops, sheds, and other struc- 
tures; and to provide sidewalks, parking space, and work areas adja- 
cent to the various buildings. Like facilities are now provided on 
leased land, to be vacated in 1957. 

The next project, post engineer utility shops for $241,000, is required 
to provide the necessary facilittes for plumbers, painters, electricians, 
carpenters, and other artisans employed in the maintenance of build- 
ings and grounds, and utility systems at the installation. Existing 
shops, 15,290 square feet, occupy all or portions of 7 modified emer- 
gency type buildings, uneconomical to maintain due to wood frame 
construction and age. Five buildings are located on land leased until 
1957; two are located on Government-owned land. Locations are dis- 
persed making control and supervision difficult. 

Next project is for enlisted men’s service club with library—$296,- 
000. This project is required to provide recreation for enlisted men 
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assigned to the installation. Need being met by use of two modified 
emergency type buildings which, due to type of construction and age, 
are uneconomical to maintain. One building constructed in 1943, 
5,014 square feet is located on land leased until 1957, and is approxi- 
mately one-quarter mile distant from center of permanent barracks 
area; the other building, used as service club and library, constructed 
in 1942, 5,234 square feet, is located on Government-owned land on 
site designated for construction of new post exchange in fiscal year 
1956 program. 

Two other items proposed are for a bowling center and craft shop, 
$159,000, which is required to provide recreation for enlisted men 
assigned to this installation. The size of facility requested is mini- 
mum required to provide four lanes for bowling and an authorized 
craft shop. There is no existing craft shop at this installation. 

The last item is for a theater with stage, $371,000, which is needed 
to provide recreation for military personnel assigned to this installa- 
tion and their dependents. This facility will replace two modified 
emergency type theaters, of wood frame wartime construction, 
uneconomical to maintain. 

The Carman. Oakland Army Base. Without objection, we 
approve that. 

Colonel SHuter. The next installation we are requesting authoriza- 
tion of $41,000 is Fort Story, a subpost of Fort Eustis, which is located 
in Princess Anne County,, Va. The principal mission is to organize 
and train Transportation Corps noah a truck units in open sea 
operations. 

The item is for a water storage tank in the amount of $41,000. 
This project is required to meet total fire protection and domestic 
storage requirement (500,000 gallons including 280,000 gallons fire 
demand) at this installation. 

The CHatrman. Fort Story, Va. Without objection, we approve 
that. 

Colonel Suuter. The next installation is the west coast ammunition 
terminal located in San Francisco Bay area, California, where we 
ure requesting authorization in the amount of $12,860,000. The prin- 
cipal mission at this installation is the proposed mission of outloading 
of ammunition and explosives. 

The first item is land acquisition, $3,209,000, which is necessary to 
provide an ammunition terminal that is remote from large population 
centers and vital industries. It must be accessible by railroad and 
highways, with a wide channel to deep water, located seaward from 
general cargo loading facilities. The development of this ammunition 
terminal is a part of the Army plan for such ports, beginning with the 
one being completed at Wilmington, N. C., and continuing with those 
authorized at Kings Bay, Ga., and Point Aux Pins, Ala. The one 
proposed herein is not the last one which will be required. 

The other project is dredging, $9,651,000. This is required to pro- 
vide access from Suisun Bay to the site of the proposed wharves to 
be constructed at a later date for oceangoing ammunition vessels. 
Safe navigation requires that turning and passing basins be provided 
us Well as navigational aids such as buoys and range lights. In the 
iiiterest of public safety Suisun Slough navigation channel must be 
relocated outside the K-30 explosive zone. 
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The CHamman. West coast ammunition terminal, California. 
Without objection, we approve that. 

Mr. Wirson. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Now, we travel very fast. | Laughter. ] 

Mr. Wiison. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Witson. I would like to ask a question about that west coast 
ammunition terminal. 

Is that the one at Potrero? 

Colonel Suuter. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Wuson. Is Potrero adjacent to Port Chicago ? 

Colonel SuHuter. Yes, sir; it is right across the neck of water from 
Port Chicago. 

Mr. Witson. And how many acres of land do you propose to acquire 
at Potrero? 

The CHarrman. The west-coast ammunition—— 

Colonel Suuter. About 22,000 acres, sir. That is broken down into 
fee acquisition, some restrictive easement, and some spoils easement. 

Mr. Wirson. What you are trying to do is prevent the Army from 
getting into the same jackpot the Navy is in, with not having adequate 
protection against existing community; is that what you are trying 
to do? 

Colonel Suvier. Sir, what we are trying to do is just about that. 
In the last war we shipped out of all unsafe outloading terminals. 
We are trying to get ourselves set so that if we do have a mobilization 
day, we will be in shape to initiate construction of three of these ports 
and phase the construction, so that the port becomes operational in 
time according to schedule. On one of them, at Wilmington, we are 
completing that. It will be done this fall. At Kings Bay we are 
completing a third of it. So that means one complete, one a third 
complete, and the other three would not be constructed at all until 
M-day occurs, if it ever occurs. We would only acquire the land and 
do a certain amount of dredging, as a long lead-time construction 
item. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Wilson, we will pass over west coast ammuni- 
tion depot. 

Mr. Baldwin has written a letter that he wants to be here, and Mr. 
Miller has sent a note here he wants to be heard. Neither one are 
present this morning. So we will pass that item over for the time 
heing. 

Now, Medical Corps. Beaumont, Tex. Now, this is hospitals. You 
are not establishing any new hospitals, are you 

Colonel SuvuteEr. No, sir, this 1s not establishing any new hospitals. 

Colonel SHuLER. We request authorization for the William Beau- 
iont Army Hospital located in El] Paso County, Tex., in the amount 
of $586,000. The principal mission of this hospital is: it operates a 
medical-treatment facility designated as a specialized-treatment center 
with specialties as determined by the Surgeon General, and operates 
x professional teaching program and conducts training for med ‘cal 
personnel and units as directed by the Surgeon General. 

First project proposed is for a surgical suite, $209,000. This project 
is required to provide as completely modern and safe operating suite 
with ancillary facilities as the available basic structure permits. 
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Addition will provide six major operating rooms with supporting sub- 
sterilizing and scrubup areas and permit incorporation of necessary 
safety measures. Alteration in present west wing of building 7129 
will provide needed ancillary support (nurses’ station, instrument 
storage, plaster alcove for orthopedic operating room, sterile storage, 
cleanup room, soiled- and clean-linen rooms, litter alcoves, anesthesia 
storage, patient hold room, surgical OD room, locker and toilet facil- 
ities for doctors, nurses, and enlisted personnel, and minimum adjoin- 
ing administrative space for doctors and anesthetists. Existing facil- 
ity was build in 1921 as part of 300-bed hospital and experience in 
attempting to meet surgical demands of an 1,100-bed hospital indicates 
that neither sufficient space nor proper layout can be attained within 
existing facilities to meet requirements. Presently, no anesthesia in- 
duction room or medical staff toilet, locker or dressing rooms are 
provided. Existing conditions greatly abet ever-present serious 
potential hazards. 

The next project is a recovery ward, $73,000. The proposed 16-bed 
recovery ward, to be served by central oxygen system and with pro- 
visions for segregating male and female patients, is required to elimi- 
nate explosive hazards now present due to required current manner 
of administering oxygen and to permit observation of postoperative 
patients pending sufficient recovery for transfer to appropriate wards. 
A centrally located nurses’ station, utility room, small nourishment 
kitchen, necessary toilets, equipment storage, and soiled- and clean- 
linen rooms to be provided. Existing facility was built in 1921 as 
part of a 300-bed hospital; however, hospital capers has since been 
‘nereased to 1,100 beds to serve a military population of 45,000. As 
the original space for this activity has not been increased, it is 
extremely difficult to cope with present workload. The lack of a 
central nurses’ station and separat recovery facilities for male and 
female patients requires more than normal supervision and nurses are 
lampered in the performance of normal duties. Present space in 
building 7128 will be altered for use for centralized materiel facilities. 

The next item is for “centralized materiel facilities,” $129,000. This 
project is required to permit Centralized Materiel Section to perform 
its mission of preparing, maimtaining, and issuing sterile and non- 
sterile supplies and equipment for surgical and OB departments and 
to most clinies and all wards. Procedure falls into 3 major categories 
(unsterile, sterilization, and sterile) which require positive production 
control with complete segregation of functions and unobstructed vision 
for supervision which can be accomplished only in a concentrated area 
under one roof and is necessary to prevent contamination of sterile 
supplies or improper sterilization which could result in serious infec- 
tions and possible los of life. Proposed facility which, except as modi- 
tied to meet specific requirements, complies in principal with TM 8-275 
will meet the special requirement. Presently, function is performed 
in six different locations (the space at any one location being insuffi- 
cient to permit consolidation) which results in serious impediment to 
control and efficient use of manpower and supplies. 

Next project is an X-ray and therapy facility in the amount of 
$175,000, which is required to provide space for X-ray, deep and super- 
ficial therapy machines, X-ray darkroom and necessary supporting 
equipment. Alteration of existing east wing will provide space for 
film processing and storage, waiting space, office and film-viewing 
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space, and lockers and toilet rooms. Existing small and dark therapy 
portion of X-ray Department contains deep and superficial treatment 
rooms but simultaneous operation of both rooms is impossible as 
operator, due to limited space, must occupy one room to supervise 
therapy treatment of patient in other room. Such operational pro- 
cedure is hazardous as it is conducive to possible overexposure or elec- 
trical shock.. Present film reading room also serves as an office, result- 
ing in much confusion and possibility of errors of serious consequence 
to patients. Since there are no waiting rooms, patients, including 
those on litter and in wheelchairs, crowd into narrow corridors used by 
surgeons going to or from present surgical suite. Existing facility is 
incapable of rendering safe, reliable, and efficient service for an 1,100- 
bed hospital. 

The CuairmMan. All right, without objection, we approve it. 

Colonel Sucier. The next medical installation is the Brooke Army 
Medical Center, located in Bexar County, Tex., where we are request- 
ing authorization for $549,000. The principal mission of this installa- 
tion is to control and direct the medical center containing: The Brooke 
Army Hospital, the Medical Officer and Enlisted Technicians School ; 
the Army area lab; the Central Dental Laboratory; assigned surgical 
research units, and the hospital management research unit. 

The one item provides $549,000 for air-conditioning hospital build- 
ing No. 1000, a permanent type 9-story brick building. This project 
will provide a central station system for supplying chilled water and 
air-handling units and will have a rated capacity of 600 tons per 
hour. Due to extreme and consistent high temperatures, existing sys- 
tem is not capable of providing cooling capacity for this building 
which is equipped to house and treat 508 inpatients plus 77 bassinets 
in nursery. Environmental temperature control is accepted as being 


































































































a major factor in proper physiological and psychological influences to 
insure successful recovery. of sick and injured. Temperature record- 
ings inside building show readings in excess of 95° F. as common 
occurrences and temperatures as high as 123° F. have been recorded 
in laboratory. Records of United States Weather Bureau (San 
Antonio Municipal Airport) for warmest 6 months period each year 
indicate wet-bulb temperature equals or exceeds 67° F. 85 percent of 
time and dry-bulb temperature equals or exceeds 90° F. 59 percent of 
the time. 

The Cuamman. Brooke Army Medical Center, Tex.: Hospital and 
medical facilities. Without objection, we approve it. 

Colonel Suuter. Madigan: We are requesting authorization for 
the Madigan Army Hospital, located in Pierce County, Wash., for 
$333,000. Principal mission of this hospital is to operate a medical 
treatment facility designated as a specialized treatment center with 
specialties as determined by the Surgeon General. Madigan Army 
Hospital also operates a professional teaching program and acts as 
a debarkation hospital for Seattle Port of Embarkation and McChord 
Aur Force Base, and conducts training for medical personnel and 
general reserve units as directed by the Surgeon General. 

The first item is an addition to the dental clinic for $29,000. This 
item is required to permit dental service to perform mission of pro- 
viding trentment for hospital inpatients, hospitals assigned and at- 
tached military personnel, military outpatients from nearby installa- 
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tions (Ordnance Depots, etc.) without dental officers, and persons eli- 
gible to receive Army dental outpatient service. 

The next item is for an X-ray, therapy, and surgical storage addi- 
tion, $102,000, which will provide urgently required additions and 
alterations. 

The last item is a centralized materiel facility, $202,000 which is re- 
quired to permit Centralized Materiel Section to perform its mission 
of preparing, maintaining and issuing sterile and nonsterile supplies 
and equipment for surgical and OB departments, to most clinics, all 
wards and to Mount Rainier Depot and several small outlying units 
requiring sterilization service. 

The CuatmrMan. Without objection, we approve that. 

Colonel Suuter. The last installation of the Medical Corps, for 
which we are requesting authorization, is the Walter Reed Army 
Medical Center in the amount of $7,632,000. The principal mission 
of the installation is to control and direct the Medical Center including 
u medical treatment facility designated as a specialized treatment 
center with specialties as determined by the Surgeon General. The 
installation also includes: The Army Medical Service Graduate 
Teaching School; the Army Prosthetic Research Laboratory; the 
Central Dental Laboratory; and the Ocular Injury Research Labora- 
tory. The installation conducts special research programs designated 
by the Surgeon General and trains medical general reserve units as 
directed by the Surgeon General. 

The first project is the Army Medical Research Institute in the 
umount of $1,017,000. In order to consolidate scattered vital re- 
search and development and operating activities within the boundary 
of a permanent installation located close to United States Government 
and civilian research and development institutions and professional 
teaching schools, Walter Reed Army Medical Center was selected as 
the site for consolidating: (@) Army Medical Research Laboratory 
(research and development) using 13,000 square feet of permanent 
space and 118,982 square feet in 30 temporary blocks al miscella- 
neous structures (rated obsolete and dangerous) at Fort Knox, Ky.; 
(6) Army Medical Nutrition Laboratory (research and development) 
using 25,000 square feet in temporary buildings at Fitzsimons Army 
Ilospital, Colorado as an interim measure due to intolerable condi- 
tions existing since September 1944 in Quartermaster space near 
Chicago, Ill., stoeckyards; and (¢) Army Environmental Health Lab- 
oratory (operational) occupying 22,000 square feet in 8 temporary 
buildings at Army Chemical Center, Maryland. Consolidation will 
permit more efficient utiliation of limited critical and specialized re- 
search personnal and will reduce laboratory requirements by approxi- 
mately 38,000 square feet. Present buildings will revert to host instal- 
lation as increments of consolidated facility become available for occu- 
pancy at Forest Glen. Delay in providing proposed facility prevents 
pursuit of new missions in environmental physiology, human resources 
ionizing radiation, and nutritional studies. Increased responsibili- 
ties of Army Environmental Health Laboratory for health and 
liygiene problems involved in hazardous operations at military instal- 
lutions are hampered by limited laboratory space. 

The next project is Addition to Army Medical Service Graduate 
School, buildings 40, 40-A, and 40-B in the amount of $4,075,000. 
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This project is required as the Army Medical Service Graduate School 
is responsible for conduct of the largest and most important inservice 
part of the research and development program in the medical and 
basic sciences designed to meet Army requirements. Present facili- 
ties, erected in 1938, comprise parent facilities for research and de- 
velopment and graduate medical studies. 80,000 square feet of 
laboratory space, coupled with recent research and development con- 
struction at Forest Glen Annex, permit studies employing mainly 
animals. Additional space immediately en to Walter Reed 
Hospital facilities is required before new problems requiring pursuit 
of human studies centered on prevention of diseases, treatment of 
both battlesand mass casualties, definitive studies of mechanisms 
underlying neurotic patients disorders and other treatments and dis- 
eases peculiar to military operations can be undertaken. Without 
additional space, valuable leads obtained in Korea cannot be pursued. 
If the Nation’s medical services are to be prepared for atomic war, 
it is imperative that these problems be solved and results disseminated. 
The Army Medical Service can materially influence the capabilities 
that could be made available for successful treatment of mass casu- 
alties. Present facilities permit prosecution of neither the permanent 
nor the new missions covering medical, dental, and veterinary fields, 
as assigned by Department’ of Defense. 

The last item is the air conditioning in the main hospital for 
$2,540,000. This item is required as air-conditioning is authorized in 
nursing units, clinics, laboratories, and areas for treatment and re- 
search activities. Portions of buildings have been air conditioned by 
installation of 61 systems ranging from 380 tons each with a total 
capacity of 992 tons and by use of 56 window-type units having ca- 
pacity of 42 tons. Air-handling equipment of 61 systems will be 
utilized and other components salvaged. Savings of $48,950 per year 
can be expected by adoption of a central-station system. Variety of 
sizes and manufacturers of existing equipment complicates mainte- 
nance and results in operation costs being greater than for a central- 
station system. Conditions encountered indicate modification and 
control of temperatures and humidity are required to provide proper 
care of sick and injured. Area climatological data show the following: 
(1) Wet bulb temperature reaches or exceeds 67° F. 38 percent of time 
in warmest 6 months; (2) 50 percent relative humidity was exceeded 
73 percent of time for warmest 3 months; (3) outside dry-bulb tem- 
perature reached or exceeded 80° F. 62 percent of time between 0900- 
1700 hours for warmest 3 months and inside temperature for same 
time averaged 88° F. 

The Cuarman. Walter Reed. Without objection, we approve that. 

Mr. Gavin. Now, let’s get into Walter Reed there. I notice on the 
Walter Reed $7,632,000, and then over on page 13 you got the Walter 
Reed Army Medical Center, District of Columbia, operational facili- 
ties and research, $731,000, and Walter Reed, down in the next para- 
graph, $2,731,000. Why aren’t they all tied into one project? 

Colonel SHuter. Mr. Foster would like to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Foster. Mr. Gavin, that entry on page 13 of the bill— 

Mr. Gavin. Yes. 

Mr. Foster. You will note is a separate section, 104, which transfers 
the location of certain authorizations granted previously by the Con- 








gress. The effect of that page 13 is to transfer $2 million of existing 
authorization from Fort Knox, Ky., to Walter Reed, in the District 
of Columbia. 

It is not new authorization but a transfer. 

Mr. Gavin. All right. 

Now, in this proposed Walter Reed Army Medical Center, District 
of Columbia, hospital facilities: are you getting rid of that Forest 
Glen Hospital you have out there? 

Colonel Suuter. No, sir. 

The CHarrMan. No. 

Mr. Gavin. I think something ought to be done about that, Mr. 
Chairman. I have been out there 

The Cnatrman. I passed right through it yesterday. 

Mr. Gavin. I have been out there several times. It is a disgrace. 
It is a fire hazard and an eyesore. And several years ago you had 
amputees in there. I couldn't figure how they could possibly get out 
of that place if there was a fire. And year after year we have brought 
to the attention of the Department of the Army that that place should 
be eliminated, before you have trouble out there. 

The Crairman. Well, I think—— 

Mr. Gavin. I thought maybe in this proposal here you were going 
to take care of that, to eliminate that Forest Glen facility. I realize 
it may be needed. 

The CHarman. Well—— 

Mr. Gavry. But in any event it is really hazardous. I want to be 
recorded here today that something should be done about it. 

The Cuarrman. Well, I think it is proper for the committee to look 
into it. I passed through there yesterday. I was a little disappointed 
in just a quick observation—— 

Mr. Gavin. I might call vour attention, Mr. Chairman, it was an old 
girls’ school. 

The Cuairman. That is right. 

Mr. Gavin. I mezn—was a girls’ school built many years ago. 

The Cuamman. All right. The next is “Field forces facilities.” 

Mr. Gavin. Well, let me ask before we go on to that, what are we 
going to do about it ? 

The Cuamman. You and I and some other members are going out 
and look it over 

Mr. Gavin. I have been out there. I can tell you now. It ought 
to be 

The CuHarrmMan. We can’t pass on it this way. 

Mr. Gavin. What do you have to say about it ? 

Colonel Suuter. Mr. Chairman, I have an officer here from the 
Medical Service who will address himself to Mr. Gavin’s question. 

The CuarrmMan. Do we want to go into it now, because 

Mr. Gavin. He will only state it briefly. Let’s hear what he has to 
say. 

Mr. Smarr. What is your name for the record ? 

Mr. Gavin. You admit what I say about it is right. 

Colonel Apams. I am Lt. Col. Oscar H. Adams, Office of the Sur- 
geon General. 

Sir, at the present time, at Forest Glen we have a few ambulatory 
patients who are undergoing oral rehabilitation there. The building 
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is sprinklered. It is well protected for fire by the sprinklers. We 
have not had any difficulties with fire. 

In the peacetime Army we would not require the use of that building. 

Mr. Gavin. The point I am trying to make: it is an old girls’ school 
that was built years ago. It is still a hazard whether you got sprinklers 
in there or not. And when I was out there several years ago the place 
was housing amputees and cases of that kind. 

I couldn’t possibly see how anybody could have gotten out, particu- 
larly that three-story section. And you know—and you don’t want 
to admit it here and you should admit it—that it is a hazardous place 
and it should be torn down. Now, are you buying any new land in 
that vicinity for these facilities you are building out there? 

Colonel Apams,. No, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. In any event, I hope that you are able to go out there, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. And I think you will agree with me it ought to be 
enumerated. 

The Cuatrman. I know all about it. I used to go there years ago. 
Now, Fort Devens, Mass. 

Colonel Suuter. The authorization request for Fort Devens, located 
in Middlesex County Mass., is $7,275,000. The principal mission of 
this station is that it is the training center for regimental combat 
teams, nondivisional units, and ASA school. 

The first project is 2 battalion headquarters buildings, $91,000. This 
project is required to provide administrative, command, and supply 
facilities for approximately 7,504 enlisted men to be housed in 5 new 
barracks (two 263-man barracks approved in the fiscal year 1955 
program and three 326-man barracks proposed in this program). 

The next project is 3 enlisted-man barracks with mess, $1,803,000. 
Proposed barracks are required to provide additional permanent 
housing for 978 enlisted men in the permanent barracks area. 

The CHarrman. Now, family house. How many at Fort Devens? 

Colonel Suuter. At Fort Devens, sir, we are asking for 400 sets of 
family quarters. 

The CuarrMan. Now, give me that again. 

Colonel Suutmr. 400 sets of family quarters, sir. 

The Cratrman. All right. 

Colonel Suuter. We are requesting authorization of $6,698,000 for 
Fort Dix, located in Burlington and Ocean Counties, N. J. It is an 
Infantry training division post. P 

The first project is 2 branch post exchanges, $166,000. This project 
required to provide exchange facilities for approximately 6,500 basic 
trainees occupying 27 new barracks constructed during 1953. 

The next project is an enlisted men’s service club, $489,000. This 
project is required to provide recreation for approximately 6,500 troops 
occupying 27 new permanent barracks. 

The next item is a dental clinic, $208,000. It is required to provide 
dental service for approximately 6,500 troops occupying 27 new per- 
manent barracks recently completed. 

The next item is 2 regimental dispensaries, $239,000. This project 
is required to provide medical treatment for approximately 6,500 
troops occupying 27 new permanent barracks recently completed. 
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Our next item is 2 battalion headquarters buildings, $101,000. This 
project is required to provide administrative, supply, and command 
facilities for 6,500 enlisted men assigned to 27 new permanent-type 
263-man barracks recently completed. 

The last item is for 400 units of family housing at a cost of 
$5,495,000. 

The Cuatrman. Fort Dix—without objection. 

How many family houses—— 

Mr. Heépvertr. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuamman. Now Fort Dix. There has been some kind of 
inquiry. Mr. Hébert? 

Mr. Hésertr. Mr. Chairman, while this item in the bill at Fort Dix 
does not relate to the construction of the barracks which your sub- 
committee inspected over there, I do want to call attention of the 
committee that under your direction we went to Fort Dix in March 
on another matter, investigating conditions there, and also examined 
the barracks buildings there. 

The CuarrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Hénerr. At that point, we were informed that some $3 million 
was to be expended on temporary barracks. It was the consensus of 
the committee at that time and also General Harmony, who was the 
commanding officer there, and still is, that this would be $3 million 
wasted on rehabilitating these barracks. When the committee re- 
turned and with your approval we contacted the Secretary, and he 
informed us that inspite of the committee’s objection in effect they 
would still spend the $3 million, which was pouring it down the drain. 

We again protested and again he wrote back and again reaffirmed 
his position. 

Now, I don’t know whether this is the proper time to bring it up, 
except it is the only Dix item in here. 

The Cuarrman. You say troop housing—— 

Colonel Saucier. Mr. Chairman, these requests have nothing to do 
per se with the rehabilitation of barracks that Mr. Hébert is referring 
to at Fort Dix. Now, if Mr. Hébert has a question on that, I would 
be glad to try to answer it, sir. 

Mr. Hépert. Well, the question on that is very positive, Colonel. 
The committee went there and examined these barracks, 

Now, Fort Dix is to be a permanent installation as we understand it. 

Colonel Suuter. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Héserr. If it is to be a permanent installation, then permanent 
buildings should be constructed there. 

Colonel Suuter. That is correct, sir. But the Army’s position on 
that matter, sir, is that we build these permanent buildings toward 
the permanent peacetime Army strength and not toward a goal of the 
interim Army. Because if you will look on the 68A forms, sir, on any 
station you will find the permanent Army figure strength considerably 
less than the interim Army strength. 

Now, all of our goals and our deficits that we list in these books are 
based on that lower figure. If we build permanent toward the upper 
figure, which, of-course, is liable to change, it is going to add hundreds 
of millions of dollars to our future requests. 

Mr. Héserr. Well, that is just the point there, Colonel, that the 
committee made. It is up to the Army to determine whether or not 
Dix is to be a permanent installation. 
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Colonel Suuter. It is a permanent installation, sir. 

Mr. Héserr. All right, sir. 

Now, having determined that it is to be a permanent installation—— 

Colonel Souter. But I am talking, sir, about this. At any station 
we have the present strength at that station. In almost all cases that 
strength is materially greater. For instance, at Aberdeen, it is about 
8,000 enlisted men in the present strength and the permanent peace- 
time Army at Aberdeen is about 3,000. ‘Now , all of our barracks space 
requirements for permanent barracks and everything that supports 
those barracks after you build them is based on the 3,000 figure and 
not the 8,000 figure. And if we went for permanent construction, 
for the difference between the 3,000 figure and the 8,000 figure it would 
add across the board, across the United States, hundreds of millions 
of dollars. 

So what we are trying to do, sir, is to improve the barracks, the 
wood-frame barracks, for those men who will never live in permanent 
barracks, not the men who will live in permanent barracks. 

Mr. Hésert. But at the same time, you have a request, or an au- 
thorization and also a request before the Appropriations Committee 
for some $6 million for permanent construction of barracks. 

Mr. Foster. No, not barracks—— 

Mr. Hésert. And yet, you are going to take $3 million and throw 
it right down the drain, to expend on those temporary barracks which 
will not improve e anything to any appreciable degree at all. 

Colonel SHuter. Well, Mr. Hébert, I feel this way. If I am a sol- 
dier and I can’t live in permanent barracks, I would like to live in 
something that is as decent as the Army can make it. And that is 
what we are endeavoring to do, sir. 

Mr. Héserr. But it is as decent as the Army can make it now. And 
when I am voicing this opinion, I am not only voicing my own opinion 
as a civilian but I am also voicing the opinion of your commanding 
general there, General Harmony. You will read in the testimony 
which was taken over there by the committee on March 24, 25, and 28, 
in which he very emphatically states that it is not a good proposition 
to throw this money down the drain. 

Colonel SuuLer. Well, Mr. Hébert, let me say this. If the Con- 
gress authorized and gave us money to build all the permanent bar- 
racks in this year’s program, we would only be about 60 percent 
along across the board toward our goal on permanent barracks and 
that goal is based on the permanent peacetime Army strength. 

Now, to raise that goal to the present Army, which in the continental 
United States is about 225,000 men more, would, as I say, add literally 
hundreds of millions of dollars to future requests. 

Now, what we are trying to do in the meantime is to make these 
barracks livable for these men. Because even if we asked and got 
money, sir, we wouldn’t get the permanent barracks built for many, 
many years to come. 

Mr. Hépert. I admit to all of that. 

But that is the wrong policy. 

That is the reason I am raising the question. 

The Cuarrman. Is there anything in this item for $3 million for 
the repair of present temporary buildings. 

Colonel SxHuter. No. sir. That is maintenance and operations 
money and is not military construction Army. 
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The Cuamman. Then I suggest, Mr. Hébert, you take that up 
before the Appropriations Committee. That goes over there, and 
not here. 

Mr. Héperr. I agree with you. I just wanted to raise it at this 
point, because this is the only point that Fort Dix is mentioned. 

The CHatrMan. We approve Fort Dix. 

The next one is Fort Jay, waterfront facilities. 

Colonel Suuter. Fort Jay, located in Governors Island, New York, 
N. Y., is the headquarters for First Army. Our request at this station 
is $731,000. 

The only item we are requesting here is 3 ferry slips, $731,000. This 
project is required to enlarge the Fort Jay 20-ton Soisson slip and 
the Battery, New York, 20-ton slip to meet requirements of 2 new 
ferries (1 scheduled for delivery on July 1, 1955, and the other on 
September 1, 1955). In addition, it is necessary that a new Fort Jay 
20-ton San Juan slip be located adjacent to the Soisson slip in order 
to eliminate the hazardous and difficult approach to the existing San 
Juan slip, especially in foggy and stormy weather, resulting from the 
proximity, 200 feet offshore, of the Brooklyn-Battery Tunnel ventila- 
tion shaft. 

The ae AIRMAN. Without objection, we approve that. 

Fort Niagara, storage facilities 

Colonel Sauter. Mr. Chairman, this is the first temporary station 
-hat we come to in the bill. You asked that you be alerted to that. 

The Cuarrman. Fort Niagara, N. Y., storage facilities. 

Colonel Suuter. Fort Niagara, Niagara County, N. Y., our request 
for this station is $209,000. It is a class I installation with 10-yea1 
tenure for Nike program support. It supports tactical AAA units 
und other assigned off-post activities. 

The only item requested here is 2 general purpose warehouses, 
$209,000. As no warehouse exists at Fort Niagara, project required 
to provide space for the consolidated property storage which, since 
February 1, 1953 (date of occupancy by present activity) has been 
located at. Model City, N. Y. (8 miles distant) in three 9,600 SF T/O 
tvpe buildings constructed about 1942 without sanitary or fire protec- 
tion facilities. 

The Cuairman. All right. This is a new station—no, it is an old 
station. 

Colonel Suvuter. It is an existing old station. 

The CHatrmMan. But not permanent. 

You haven’t determined it permanent. Allright. I want to check 
that for the time being, due to the fact the bell is ringing anyhow. 

The next is Fort Totten, N. Y. Utilities. 

Colonel Suter. Fort Totten, Queens County, N. Y.  Authoriza- 
tion amount is $170,000, Its principal mission is to ee AAA 
and Nike units stationed at Fort Totten, Fort Tilden, Camp Hero, 
and Montauk, Long Island, and AAA and Nike sites, also supports 
Armed Services Medical Procurement Laboratories. 

The first line item is “Extension of sewer system, $82,000.” Project 
is required to provide sewage treatment by utilization of the New 
York City sewer system and, | thereby permit discontinuance of opera- 
tion of the installation’s sewage treatment plant with its outfall 
adjacent to a park department bathing beach and objected to by the 











a a ee 


DR NRRL AIL WI OH 





3717 


United States Public Health Service and the New York City health 
authorities. 

The other line item is “Modification of electrical distribution sys- 
tem, $88,000.” This project is required to eliminate existing overload 
on primary lines. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Now, let’s see. Second Army area. Fort Holabird, Md. 

Colonel Suuter. Authorization request for Fort Holabird, located 
in Baltimore County, Md., is $612,000. The principal mission is the 
provision of logistical and administrative facilities and services for 
AIC Center; Armed Forces examiner station; G-2 Central Record. 
Activities of Baltimore Signal Depot, Transportation Corps railway 
shops and a branch office, Judge Advocate General are located at Fort 
Holabird. 

The only item requested for this station is enlisted men’s barracks 
with mess, $612,000. This project is required to provide permanent 
type housing for troops assigned to this installation. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection. Now Fort Knox. 

Colonel Suuter. Our authorization request for Fort Knox, Ky., 
is $8,990,000. It is the home of the Armored School; 3d Armored 
Training Division; non div units; 8576th AAU Board No. 2; 8576th 
AAU Research Unit No. 1; Armored Medical Research Lab; recep- 
tion center; United States Army Hospital; support of civilian com- 
ponents; summer training; logistical assistance and protection to 
United States gold depository ; Food Service School. 

The first item is “Bachelor officers’ quarters (nurses), $520,000. 
It is required to provide permanent housing for nurses to be assigned 
to permanent hospital now under construction. Nurses are housed 
in mobilization-type barracks, constructed in 1941 and located 1.3 
miles from this new hospital with the exception of 1 building of 10 
spaces near the old permanent hospital of 127 beds. 

The next item is an addition to officers’ open mess with swimming 
pool, $478,000. Existing permanent officers’ mess was constructed 
in 1934 as a regimental type. Due to limited size, this facility is not 
used as an open mess and has little value as such until expanded to 
meet requirements for the authorized permanent strength. This addi- 
tion will provide a gross area to meet the installation requirements 
at less cost than construction of a complete new facility. 

Hardstand (regimental motor park) is next in the amount of 
$125,000. This project is required to provide a hard-surfaced park- 
ing area for organizational track-laying vehicles, and for perform- 
ance of miscellaneous minor repairs and servicing, as may be permitted 
during favorable weather. 

The next item, “4 battalion oil and grease buildings, $6,000.” Build- 
ings are required to provide storage for oil and grease for existing 
permanent motor shops. Existing buildings are emergency-type 
shacks, moved from land acquired in 1941 and 1942, or constructed 
from salvaged materials. Buildings are a fire hazard. 

Next on my list is “Gasoline stations, $51,000.” This project is 
required to provide gasoline-dispensing facilities for two regimental 
motor parks. Approximately 200 to 250 track-laying type vehicles 
are stored and serviced in each park. Daily gasoline requirements for 
1 filling of vehicles in each aie based on two-thirds vehicle capacity 


is approximately 30,000 gallons. 





Addition and modification to cold-storage plant, $98,000 is next. 
It is required to provide refrigerated storage space to meet peacetime 
operation requirement. Presently 8 prefab boxes (2,208 square feet ) 
are being used to supplement existing permanent facility. 

The next is “Communications School Building (the Armored 
School) , $771,000.” This project is required to provide a consolidated 
communication school with facilities for efficient and controlled in- 
struction of 360 students on a peacetime basis and will be designed to 
meet the minimum requirements for classrooms, labs, administration 
space (including instructor offices), supply and storage space and 
rectifier and heater rooms. 

Next item is “5 battalion classroom buildings, $261,000.” Prior 
construction at this installation included barracks for 8,385 enlisted 
men Which will be completed during fiscal year 1955. Classrooms were 
ot provided for six of the batt: lion areas where a part of this hous- 
ing will be located. 

The next project is “3 battalion headquarters buildings, $148,000.” 
This project is required for the administrative, supply, and command 
functions of troops in battalion area and assigned to permanent bar- 
racks recently completed. 

Next is “3 regimental dispensaries, $315,000.” This project is re- 
quired to provide medical treatment for a assigned to new per- 
manent barracks in three regimental area 

Next item is “2 branch post saeianaed, $137,000.” This project is 
required to permit military personnel assigned to the new permanent 
barracks which were constructed in battalion areas to purchase neces- 
sary merchandise without inconvenience. 

Next is “2 enlisted men’s barracks, $1,243,000.” These barracks are 
required to provide permanent housing for 652 assigned enlisted per- 
sonnel. Troops are now occupying mobilization-type barracks com- 
pleted in 1941. 

The Cuamman. Fort Knox. Now, let’s see. I have a letter here 
from the Congressman. He is talking about Wherry houses at Fort 
Knox. We have now a demand at Fort Knox of 3,815 units. We have 
17 Wherry houses. We have 422 existing Government houses. Com- 
munity support, 600. And there is a deficit of 1,093. And you pro- 
pose to build 360? 

Colonel Suuter. Yes,sir. And they are 98 percent replacement for 
substandard quarters. 

The CHarrMan. I suggest you put in the record—well, there is no 
need to put this in there. 

Now, what was 

Mr. Kertener. Mr. Chelf was concerned that the housing being 
built here would interfere with the existing Wherry housing. 

The Cuatrman. But it doesn’t do, I don’t think. 

Mr. Ketitener. No, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Now, let’s see. We have Wherry houses. Here 
is a breakdown of it. 

Fort Knox. We have 1,700 Wherry houses. The total demand 
of the services is 3,815 units; is that correct ? 

Colonel Suter. That is essentially correct; that is right. 

The Cuatrman. That is right—well, what is correct, then? 

Colonel Suvter. I have 3.615, sir, on my sheet. 
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The Cuatrman. All right, 3,615. 

Colonel Suuter. As the total requirement. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Sothere would be a deficit now of 1,093, 
and you are only proposing to build 360. So it is not in the slightest 
degree interfering with the Wherry houses already built there; is 
that correct ! 

Colonel Suuter. That is right. 

And that is for the group of noncommissioned officers who can’t 
afford to pay for a Wherry house in the first place, sir. 

The Cratmnan. All right. 

Now, the next—that is 360 houses there. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is right. 

Colonel Sxuter. Fort Knox? 

The Cuarrman. That is right. Now, Fort Meade. 

Colonel Suuter. Our authorization request for Fort George G. 
Meade, Md., is $923,000. It provides housing, logistical support, and 
sere facilities for Second Army Headquarters, 3d Cavalry Regi- 
ment, NSA, ORC, ROTC training, 6 AAA battalions (including 

Nike), aa miscellaneous assigned company and battalion-size tactic al 
units. 

The following items are requested for this station : 

First is “Clothing and equipment repair shop, $189,000.” It is 
required to replace clothing and equipment shop destroy ed by fire in 
April 1951. It will provide space for all shop facilities for repair 
of clothing, shoes, tentage, typewriters, office machines, furniture, ete. 

Second is “Motor-park facilities, $71,000.” This project is required 
to complete facilities for a regimental motor park to permit complete 
servicing of 500 assigned org: anizational vehicles. 

Third is “Hardstand (motor park), $127,000." Hardstand is re- 
quired to provide a hard-surfaced parking area for vehicles awaiting 
repairs and for performance of miscellaneous minor repairs and servic- 
ing as may be permitted if the weather is favorable. 

Fourth is “3 battalion classroom buildings, $164,000." This is re- 
quired for indbor training and instructions ‘for troops siatiniea to the 
new permanent barracks which were recently completed in three 
battalion areas. 

Fifth is a regimental dispensary, $127,000. This project is required 
to provide medical treatment for military personnel assigned to regi- 
mental areas. No dispensaries exist. 

Sixth is a branch post exchange, $68,000. This project is required 
to provide necessary Post Exe hange facilities for military personnel 
who will be assigned to the new per rmanent barracks in the 1 ‘egimental 
area, 

The last project is a regimental chapel, $177,000. It will provide 
facilities for religious worship by all miltary personnel assigned to the 
new permanent barracks in the regimental area. 

The CuatrmMan, Without objection, we approve Fort Knox, and 
Fort Meade. 

All right. 

The Third Army. Fort Benning. 

Colonel Suuter. We are requesting $10,392,000 for Fort Benning, 
Ga. The principal mission is as follows: Development of leadership 
in all ranks; instruction of Infantry officers in standardized techniques 
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and tactics; training of officers for staff duty (up to and including 
divisional general staff) ; instructing, testing, and qualifying enlisted 
men and officers in airborne tactics and techniques. 

First item is “3 regimental dispensaries, $299,000. This project is 
required to provide medical facilities for 7,712 enlisted men and 
students assigned to permanent barracks in the north and south areas, 
completed June 1954 and 2,104 enlisted men to be assigned to barracks 
now under construction in the Kelley Hill area. These are new areas 
und no such facilities exist. 

Next item is “3 battalion headquarters buildings, $115,000." This 
project is required to provide facilities for administration, command, 
and supply runctions for troops assigned to new permanent. barracks 
in the new north area, completed June 1954, and troops to be assigned 
to permanent barracks now under construction in the new Kelley Hill 
area. 

Next is “3 motor-repair shops, $184,000.” This project is required 
to supplement one permanent motor-repair shop in the motor park in 
the recently completed north area of the installation. It will provide 
normal operational facilities for repair of vehicles to be assigned to 
troop units occupying the 3,504 spaces in the permanent barracks. 

Another item is “Theater without stage, $359,000." It is required 
to provide recreation and training for approximately 7,700 enlisted 
men housed in the new permanent barracks completed in June 154. 
There is no theater readily accessible to this area. 

Our next item is “2 branch post exchanges, $137,000." It is required 
to provide exchange facilities for 6,312 enlisted men to be assigned to 
barracks now completed or under construction in the Kelley Hill anc 
south areas. Facilities will permit enlisted men and their dependents 
to purchase essential merchandise without inconvenience. No such 
facilities exist in these two new areas. 

Next is “10 battalion classroom buildings, $466,000.” This project 
is required for classroom training and instructions for eight infantry 
battalions for which certain facilities were completed in June 1954, 
and eight 263-man barracks funded in fiscal year 1955 MCA program. 

We have also included “2 motor-repair shops, $124,000." These 
shops are required to provide facilities for repair of motor vehicles, 
trailers, etc., assigned to troop units who will occupy the eight 263-man 
barracks funded in fiscal year 1955 for construction in the Kelley Hill 
area. 

Next is “Motor park facilities, $61,000.” These motor park facili- 
ties are required for first echelon maintenance, repair, and operation 
of 500 motor vehicles assigned to various troop units occupying per- 
manent housing recently completed, or under construction in the 
Kelley Hill area. 

The next project is “Hardstand (motor park), $134,000." This 
hardstand is required to provide a stabilized all-weather surface for 
parking and servicing motor vehicles, trailers, pnd other equipment 
that will be assigned to troop units to be assigned to the eight 263-man 
permanent barracks funded in fiscal year 1955 and planned for con- 
struction in Kelley Hill area. 

Next is “Enlisted men barracks, $460,000." This project is required 
to replace seven 70-man and two 63-man temporary barracks that 
were destroyed by windstorm on March 13, 1954. 
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Another item is “Administration building, $13,000.” This building 
is required to replace one temporary building No. 2588 which was 
demolished by windstorm on March 13, 1954. 

Storeroom (addition to officers’ mess), $21,000 is our next item. It 
is required to provide storage space for food and nonedible items used 
in the operation of the officers’ mess, building No. 229, serving 600 to 
800 persons per day, replacing 3,375 square feet of floor space pre- 
viously available in temporary building No. 1455 which was destroyed 
by windstorm on March 13, 1954. 

Next project is “Warehouse with railroad spur, $98,000.” This 
building is required to replace storage space totaling 9,858 square feet 
which was available in temporary buildings Nos. 1261, 1748, and 1839 
prior to their destruction by windstorm on March 138, 1954. 

Next item is “Bachelor officers’ quarters, $167,000.” This build- 
ing is required to partially relieve the shortage of bachelor quarters 
for single and transient officers: 

Next is “Classroom building, $30,000.” This classroom is intended 
asa replacement for building No. 2413, which was destroyed by wind- 
storm on March 13, 1954. 

Next to the last project is 9 enlisted men’s barracks, $5,745,000. 
These barracks are required to provide permanent housing for enlisted 
personnel now occupying mobilization-type 63-man and 74-man bar- 
racks. 

The CuatrMan. Family houses. How many units down there? 

Colonel SHuter. One hundred and fifty sets of family quarters for 
fort Benning, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, your demand there is 6,627. You have 1,000 
Wherry houses and 935 Government houses and 1,232 community sup- 
port. That gives a deficit of 3,460. And you ask to build 150; is 
that right ? 

Colonel Suuter. That is correct, sir. 

The Ciamman. All right. Without objection, we approve that. 

Mr. Gavin. That is Fort Benning, Ga. 

The CHatrman. Yes, sir. 

Fort Bragg, N.C. 

Colonel Suvier. Next station is Fort Bragg, N. C., for which we 
are requesting authorization of $15,659,000. The principal mission 
is, tactical training of an airborne division; training of air transpor- 
tation (helicopter) units; headquarters XVIIT Airborne Corps; board 
No. 5 OCAFF; and the Psychological Warfare Center. 

First project is “Three regimental dispensaries, $287,000.” The 
+ dispensaries proposed will serve 13,150 enlisted men of the 82d Air- 
borne Division to be housed in permanent barracks now under con- 
struction and scheduled for completion in 1955. 

Next is “Main PX with cafeteria, $467,000.” Project is required 
to provide central exchange services for the convenience of personnel 
assigned to this installation, and their dependents. A cafeteria is 
required to provide central dining accommodations, since only tem- 
porary facilities are available. 

_ The next item is “3 branch post exchanges, $203,000.” This project 
is required to provide post exchange facilities for 9,850 enlisted men 
to be assigned to a permanent barrack area now under construction. 

Next is a regimental chapel, $148,000. This project is required to 
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provide facilities for religious worship by 4,385 enlisted men to be 
assigned to the new permanent barracks now under construction. 

Five enlisted men barracks, $3,259,000 are required to provide hous- 
ing for a part of the troops of one airborne division. 

Next is request for addition to water filter plant, $340,000. The 
existing water filtration plant has a capacity of 7 million gallons per 
day which was adequate until the construction of 2,000 Wherry hous- 
ing units, conversion of temporary structures to 1,124 family housing 
units and, extensive air conditioning installations. An accelerated 
summer training program for the past 4 years added from 5,000 to 
35,000 general and reserve troops to the normal population further 
aggravating the water shortage. 

Next request is to pave Gruber and Longstreet Roads, $553,000. 
This project is required to provide permanent roads for vehicular and 
tracked equipment traffic at this installation. 

Next item is to pave Knox Street, $161,000. This project is required 
to provide an all weather permanent road 6,741 feet in length, con- 
necting the new permanent warehouse area and the main cantonment 
area. It will also provide access from Highway 87 over which com- 
mercial vans making deliveries to the warehouse are routed. This 
road will also become a primary link between the installation road 
system and the United States highway into Fayetteville, N.C. 

The next item is “Parachute packing and maintenance building, 
$998,000.” This project will provide, within walking, distance of 
barracks of operational personnel, a facility adequate to maintain 
20,000 parachutes per month. 

Next is “12 battalion classroom buildings, $615,000.” This project 
is required to provide educational and training facilities for 13,150 
enlisted men to be housed in a new permanent troop housing area now 
under construction. This project will provide one classroom building 
for each of the 12 battalions to be housed in the area. 

Roads and parking area (Smith Lake) is next project, $85,000. It 
is required to provide parking area for 52 cars, a 2,000-foot all- 
weather road to connect the cantonment area with Smith Lake Army 
Airfield and a 2,500-foot road from the aircraft parts warehouse 
to the field maintenance hangar. The present road from the canton- 
ment to the Smith Lake Airfield is clay surfaced. There is no road 
from the field maintenance hangar to the aircraft parts warehouse. 

Next is a maintenance hangar w/shop (Smith Lake), $536,000. 
This project will provide required hangar and maintenance shop for 
a heavy helicopter unit. 

Our next project is hardstand and taxiways (Smith Lake), $565,000. 
This project is required to provide hardstand for the 23 helicopters 
of one company, an apron for the field maintenance hangar, and taxi- 
ways connecting these areas with the Smith Lake flight strip. Hard- 
stand is available for only one of the two helicopter companies as- 
signed. 

The next item is “Battalion headquarters building, $34,000.” This 
project is required to provide facilities for administrative, supply and 
command functions for the 1,315 enlisted men who will be house in 
the five 263-man barracks now approved for construction in the fiscal 
year 1955 MCA program. 

Next is “fire and rescue building (Smith Lake), $72,000.” This 
project is required to provide fire fighting and rescue facilities for 
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protection of the 155 Army aircraft, and hangars, shop, administra- 
tive, and storage buildings including one warehouse in which are 
stored aircraft parts valued at more than $15 million. The nearest fire 
station is 3 miles away. 

“Nine motor repair shops, $773,000” is next. The 9 motor repair 
shops covered by this project will provide 1 shop for each 115 motor 
vehicles. 

Next is “Motor park facilities, $32,000.” This project will increase 
the number of wash platforms in each regimental motor park to 10 and 
will permit frequent washing of the approximately 500 vehicles as- 
signed to each regiment. 

The CuairmMan. Now, let’s see. At Fort Bragg, you have houses 
there. This isthe picture there. The demands are 8,074 units. And 
there are 2,000 Wherry units. And there are 243 Government houses 
and 2,500 community houses. Making a deficit of 3,331. And you 
want to build 490 units there; is that right / 

Colonel Suvuter. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, we approve that item. Fort 
Campbell, Ky. ; 

Colonel Suuter. Our next station in the Third Army area is Fort 
Campbell, Ky. The request for it is $12,377,000. The principal 
mission is basic and tactical training of airborne division and miscel- 
laneous nondivision units, including parachute landing of equipment 
and personnel and weapons-firing operations. 

The following items are requested for this station: 

Three regimental dispensaries, $307,000: This project is required to 
provide facilities for the medical treatment and care of military 
personnel of three airborne infantry regiments assigned to the new 
barracks. 

Regimental chapel, $148,000: This project is required to provide 
facilities for religious worship by airborne troops housed in the new 
barracks. Troops now use existing mobilization type chapels located 
from 2 to 4 miles from this housing area. 

Three branch post exchanges, $197,000: This project is required to 
provide branch exchange facilities for three regiments of airborne 
troops assigned to new permanent barracks recently completed. The 
need is not being met as there are no exchanges in this housing area. 

Another is a hardstand (4 regimental motor parks), $675,000: This 
project is required for 4 regimental motor parks, each park to accom- 
modate 500 to 600 vehicles. There is no hardstand for the existing 
motor parks and vehicles are parked on light covers of crushed stone, 
or unsurfaced areas. 

Theater with stage is next, $369,000: It is required to provide facil- 
ities for the entertainment and training of troops housed in new 
permanent barracks. 

Also there is an item for 13 battalion-classroom buildings, $676,000 : 
This project is required to provide educational and training facilities 
for 13 battalions of troops in the new housing area. There are no 
existing classroom facilities in the area and the need is being met by 

utilizing space in the new permanent barracks. ‘ 

Next 1s two motor-repair shops, $147,000: This project is required 
to provide repair facilities for 2 motor parks which will complete the 
requirements for the 13 motor parks for the airborne troops. 
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Another item is battalion headquarters building, $39,000: This 
project is required to provide facilities for administrative, supply, and 
command functions for one battalion of troops in a new barracks area. 

The next item is motor park facilities, $212,000: This project is 
required to provide servicing facilties for organizational vehicles at 
5 motor parks which have not been completed. These facilities and 
the 2 motor repair shops will complete the requirements for the 13 
battalion motor parks for airborne troops. 

Another project is 7 enlisted-men’s barracks, $4,180,000: This pro}- 
ect is required to provide permanent housing for enlisted personnel 
now housed in modified emergency-type barracks. 

The CuarrmMan. Let’s see, Fort Campbell: The demand there is 1,200 
Wherry houses; 336 Government houses; 3,390 community facilities; 
making a shortage of 3,550, and you are building 401 there. Is that 
correct ¢ 

Colonel Suuter. That is all correct, sir, except the permanent facil- 
ities. We have 36, instead of 336. Do you have that—you read 336, 
sir, for the assets, permanent quarters. 

Mr. Kertener. That is what this record indicates, Colonel. 

The CHAtRMAN. 336 our record shows. 

Colonel Suvuter. Thirty-six is correct, sir, according to our latest 
survey. 

Mr. Ketiener. Plus 300 in last year’s bill. 

The Cuarrman. All right. That makes the figures right. 

Now, Camp Gordon. 

Colonel Suvuter. Our request for Camp Gordon, Ga., is $261,000. 
It provides logistical and administrative support for 2 class II activ- 
ities (provost marshal general center and Signal Corps training center 
with schools) ; replacement training center and branch United States 
disciplinary barracks. 

The only project we are requesting is a post chapel with religious 
educational facilities, $261,000. This project is required to provide 
facilities for religious worship and education in a central post chapel. 
No such facility exists. 

The Cuarrman. Community facilities. 

Without 

Colonel Suvuter. That is temporary. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Camp Gordon is down near Augusta, isn’t it? 

Community facilities. Now, I was talking to the Secretary the 
other day about making that a permanent station. What is the use 
of spending any more money, unless you are going to make it perma- 
nent ? 

Colonel Suuter. Sir, we need the post chapel at camp—— 

The Ciaran. Of course you need it. 

You have 25,000 men there, and have been there—— 

Colonel Suuter. If Camp Gordon were a permanent station, sir, 
we would be in for a permanent post chapel. But Camp Gordon is 
i temporary station, as our records now show. 

There fore—— 

The Cuatrman. At Camp Gordon, why shouldn’t you build a hos- 
pital over at Fort Jackson? That is a permanent place, isn’t it, Fort 
Jackson ¢ 
Colonel Sauter. No, sir; Fort Jackson is not a permanent station, 
sir. 
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The Cuarrman. What is the military activity at Fort Jackson? 

Colonel SHuter. What is the military what, sir? 

Mr. Smarr. Activity. 

The Cuarrman. What is the military activity ? 

Colonel Suuter. It is a replacement training center, sir, Fort 
Jackson. 

The CHoarmman. How many men are there? 

Now, you haven’t a hospital, and this is the place where all inductees 
in the Southeast go, over in South Carolina, at Columbia. 

How many inductees pass through there during a year ? 

Colonel Suuter. I have that information right here, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamrman. Now, members of the committee, while he is look- 
ing that up, I ask that the committee reconsider its act in having a 
subcommittee appointed to go to investigate Parramore Island. If 
there is no objection, why the committee will reconsider it. Any 
objection ? 

The Chair hears none. So it is reconsidered, on the appointment 
of a subcommittee of four. 

Mr. Parrerson. Reconsider what, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Carman. I asked the other day 

Mr. Parrerson. Yes; I remember that. 

The Cuarman. That is right. 

Mr. Parrerson. But why are you reconsidering that ? 

The Cuarrman. I am reconsidering that. 

Mr. Partrerson. That the committee go down there for an in- 
vestigation ? 

The Cuarrman. No; that we do not have the committee go there. I 
think the facts warrant the committee to act favorably on approval 
of Parramore Island. 

Mr. Parrerson. What is your withdrawal predicated upon ? 

The Cuarman. What? 

Mr. Patterson. What is the withdrawal predicated upon ? 

The Cuarrman. Well, it predicated upon the failure of the opposi- 
tion to make out a sufficient case. There were no facts submitted 
here the other day to show that it was going to interfere in the slight- 
est degree with the fishing and the farming, to drop this particular 
type of bomb on Parramore Island. 

There the just two people complaining, because they just don’t want 
it down there. It is a game preserve. 

Mr. Parrerson. Will that condemnation proceedings, then, that 
will be entered there ? 

The Cuarrman. If we can’t buy it, we will have to condemn it. I 
think you have to have in view of that particular type of training. 
So I think the thing to do is go ahead and approve it. What is your 
reaction on it ? 

Mr. Patrerson. I don’t know. I mean, I am not taking a stand 
for the committee. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Mr. Bares. ( Aside.) 

Mr. Parrerson. If there is no objection to it, then there is no 
objection. 

The Cyaan. Without objection, the committee approves the 
acquisition of Parramore Island. 


55066—55—No. 20-53 
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Where it appears in the bill, mark it. 

Now, it is 12 o’clock. Let’s take a recess now until 2 o'clock. Be- 
cause we have to get through with this bill. But we must be back. 
And I respectfully request all of you to please come back at 2 o’clock, 
so we can take up this thing. We start off at Camp Jackson now, to 
build a hospital. 

(Whereupon, at 11:55 a. m., the committee recessed, to reconvene 
at 2 p. m. of the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


The Cuairman. Let the committee come to order. 

Now, when the committee recessed at 12 o’clock—it is a good time 
to stop, at 12, when the bell rings—we had reached the item Camp 
Gordon, community facilities, $261,000. 

Now, at Camp Gordon we authorized previously, since the 80th 
Congress, $3,556,400, and we spent $3,396,000. 

Now, what community facilities are you contemplating at Camp 
Gordon ? 

Colonel Suvuter. You mean the item I am requesting, Mr. Chair- 
man? The item I am requesting is the post chapel. 

The CHarrman. Post chapel ? 

Colonel Suuter. At Camp Gordon. 

The Cuatrman. All right, without objection, we approve that. 

Now, the next one is Fort McClellan. Community facilities, stor- 
age facilities, operational and maintenance facilities, and family 
housing. 

Colonel Suuter. The request for Fort McClellan, is $2,611,000. It 
is the home of Chemical Corps Training Command, including opera- 
tion of Chemical Corps School which provides CEBAR training for 
troop units and selected personnel of other services. WAC basic train- 
ing and WAC Specialist School. National Guard and Reserve sum- 
mer training; projected is Ranger training. 

First is two branch exchanges (WAC and CCTC), $118,000. This 
project is required to provide exchange facilities for approximately 
4,600 military personnel assigned to this installation. At present there 
are no post exchange services within three-fourths of a mile of the 
Chemical Corps Training Command area and none in the WAC area. 

Next is chapel without religious educational facilities, $154,000. 
This chapel is required to provide religious facilities for 2,500 enlisted 
men of the Chemical Corps Training Command. 

Our next item is heavy equipment maintenance shop (post engi- 
neer), $27,000. This shop is required to provide facilities for main- 
tenance of post engineer heavy equipment. 

Boxing and crating shop (post engineer), $10,000 is next. The 
project is to provide facilities for normal boxing and crating func- 
tions. An average of 75 overseas 5-foot by 5-foot 6-inch crates or ap- 
proximately 3,000 tons per month are crated. In addition, an average 
of 114 railroad carloads of household furnishings are received per 
month, unloaded, uncrated, and delivered by the Transportation Corps 
within a 150-mile radius in accordance with current regulation. 

The next project is lumber and pipe shed (post engineer), $13,000. 
Project required to provide storage for average of 35,000 board feet of 








lumber, framing and finish grades and 40,000 lineal feet of steel pipe. 
Prolonged open storage of lumber results in increase of moisture con- 
tent over allowable 17 | percent due to high relative humidity (approx- 
imately 80 percent) experienced in this vie inity 7 months of the year. 
Fifty percent of pipe stored is black iron; prolonged ¢ exposure to in- 
clement weather produces excessive oxidation, especially to threads 
and couplings. Large inventory of pipe due to collection of pipe ex- 
cesses in this area for extension of natural gas distribution system in 
annual increments at this post. 

Storehouse (post engineer), $106,000 is the next one. This project 
required to provide for post receiving, storing, and reissue of engineer 
maintenance and repair items such as plumbing, heating, sheet metal, 
electrical, carpentry, refrigeration units and repair parts. Area re- 
quested (13,260 square feet) will be utilized to store an approved stock 
level value of $95,000 worth of parts, plus seasonal (National Guard), 
and obsolete and excess materials and parts awaiting shipment. <Ad- 
ministration space is required for maintaining shipping documents, 
locater file, ete. 

The next item is equipment storage shed (post engineer), $41,000. 
This equipment storage shed required to store from 19 to 55 (according 
to size) pieces of the 102 pieces of equipment on hand and being used, 
according to season, 1. e., storage of mowing and paving equipment 
during winter months, ete. 

Additional post engineer facilities, $143,000. The project is re- 
quired to provide facilities to complete post engineer area. Spur track 
required to transport 57 to 70 carloads per year. Bituminous and con- 


crete paving will complete required paving for area. Chain link fence 
is to provide security enclosure for ec engineer yard; emergency 


trucks, unattended after normal working hours and have tools, re- 
placement parts, and repair materials w hich may be stolen. 

The CuatrrMan. How many family houses ¢ 

Colonel Suvier. One hundred and fifty sets of family quarters, sir. 

The CHamrMan. One hundred and what? 

Colonel Suuter. One hundred and fifty sets of family quarters, sir. 

The CrairmMan. Well now, let me look at my sheet here. Fort 
McClellan. That is your requirement. 

Mr. Keviener. That is right. 

The Carman. We built 140 Wherry houses and 49 existing Gov- 
ernment units. Community supply is 400. That is a deficit of 375 
And you are building 150 yourself ? 

Colonel Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The CuamMan. That is correct. All right. 

Now, the next is Camp Rucker. Airfield pavements, and opera- 
tional and maintenance facilities. 

Colonel SHuter. Our next station is Camp Rucker, Ala., where we 
request $2,070,000. The principal mission of this station is to train 
Army aviators for arms and services authorized organic Army avia- 
tion; pr eparation and dissemination of doctrine for operation and 
administration of Army aviation; functional reviewing agency of 
Army aviation accidents, world wide. 

The first item for this station is “Hardstands and taxiways (FW), 
Ozark AAF,” $363.000. This peri is required to provide partial 
requirements or operation, parking, storage, and minor maintenance 
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of 231 fixed-wing Army aircraft assigned to the Army aviation school, 
15 fixed-wing and 10 rotary-wing aircraft assigned to Army Field 
Forces Board No. 5, Army Aviation Test Section, or a total of 256 
Army aircraft, plus 10 percent additional for transient aircraft. 

Next is “Maintenance shop (FW), Ozark AAF,” $251,000. This 
shop is required to permit disassembly and inspection of aircraft dur- 
ing inclement weather, so that maintenance may be accomplished. 
There is not sufficient space available to accomplish organizational 
maintenance. 

“Hardstands for stagefields (FW and RW),” $639,000 is the next 
item. ‘This project is required to provide partial requirements for 
hard-surface, dust-free stagefields, which will be used for student 
training during all seasons to eliminate necessity for rotation of un- 
paved fields. Each stagefield affords an area for 20 aircraft used 
in training small groups. 

Next is “Maintenance shop (FW), Auxiliary Field No. 1,” $251,000. 
This facility is necessary to provide direct technical service mainte- 
nance support to the using organization. It will provide partial 
requirements fer field maintenance of 106 fixed-wing aircraft to be 
operated from Auxiliary Field No. 1, and prevent unnecessary evacua- 
tion of disabled aircraft to depot maintenance facilities. 

The next item is “Operations building, with control tower (RW), 
Auxiliary Field No. 2,” $147,000. This project is required to pro- 
vide partial facilities for control of flight-operations activities; that is, 
briefing room, dispatch, weather, parachute storage and issue, toilets, 
and radio-control tower for the operation of 269 rotary-wing aircraft, 
plus 10 percent additional transient traffic. 

Next item is “Parachute packing and drying building (FW), Ozark 
AAF,” $18,000. This project is required to provide facilities for in- 
spection, drying, packing, and repacking of parachutes at 60-day 
intervals. This work is being accomplished by the airborne school 
at Fort Benning, but when the Army Aviation School is in full opera- 
tion, the time spent in packing and transporting the chutes to and 
from Fort Benning would be prohibitive. 

Next is “Operations building, with control tower (FW), Auxiliary 
Field No. 1,” $147,000. This project is required to provide facilities 
for control of flight operations activities; that is, briefing room, dis- 
patch, weather, parachute storage and issue, toilets, and radio-control 
tower for the operation of 106 fixed-wing aircraft plus 10 percent 
additional transient. traffic. 

The next item is “Operations building, with control tower (FW), 
Ozark AAF,” $200,000. This project is necessary to provide facilities 
for controlling all base-flight operations activities of 256 assigned 
Army aircraft and all transient aircraft on a 24-hour operational basis. 
It will provide the basic facilities for base weather, flight dispatch, 
flight planning, transient lounge, parachute storage, radio aids, and 
control tower. 

Another item is “Fire and rescue building (RW), Auxiliary Field 
No. 2,” $27,000. This facility is to provide housing for one 10-type 
fire and rescue vehicle, 1 ambulance and the crew assigned on a 24- 
hour basis, ready to respond to plane-crash alarms immediately with- 
out requiring equipment warmup period. 

Next item is “Fire and rescue Lallding (FW), Auxiliary Field No. 


i,” $27,000. This facility is to provide housing for one 10-type fire 
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and rescue vehicle, 1 ambulance and the crew assigned on a 24-hour 
duty basis, ready to respond to plane-crash alarms immediately, with- 
out requiring equipment warmup period. 

The Cuatrman. Now, our distinguished colleague from Alabama, 
Mr. George Andrews, has just come into the committee room. Is Mr. 
Andrews here? 

Mr. Anprews. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Yes; I see you 

Mr Andrews, you desire to make any statement is regard to Camp 
Rucker ¢ 

Mr. Anprews. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I want 
to thank you for this opportunity to come over and tell you what little 
I know about Camp Rucker. The camp was built in 1942 and was 
reactivated about 1950. And then following the end of the Korean 
war the camp was abandoned again. Then about a year ago, in 1954, 
the Army located their av iation school there. 

| have been out there several times since the school was located there 
and talked with the commanding officer and many of the officers down 
there. I think the Army is well pleased with the camp, and it serves 
the purpose of the school well. And I would like to suggest to you 
that you consider making the camp permanent. 

The CuarrmMan. Well, let me interr upt you and say this, to give you 
a little background here. Since the 80th Congress we have authorized 
$1,003,020, and we have spent $996,938. And this calls for $2,070,000. 

Now, the other day when Secretary Stevens was here we had con- 
siderable discussion about making not only Camp Rucker but other 
camps throughout the country permanent. We insisted that they 
should be made permanent where expenditures were being made. 

Do you know how much the total expenditures at C amp Rucker have 
been, Mr. Kelleher? How much have we invested at Camp Rucker ¢ 

Mr. Ketitener. The total investment is about $30 million. 

Mr. Fosrer. I have it here, Mr. Chairman. It is listed at $30,261,- 
636. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, we have spent $30 million there; is that it? 

Mr. Foster. That is right, sir. 

The CuHarrmMan. Now, read off there how many barracks and how 
many buildings you got there. 

Mr. Hess. The Secretary said the other day he was going to make 
it permanent. I asked him the question, and he said he was going to 
make it permanent. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is right. 

Mr. Hess. I asked him the question. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Hess says the other day, when he was talking to 
him and the committee was examining the Secretary, he asked him 
about Camp Rucker, and he said he was going to make it permanent. 
What is your plan? 

Colonel Sauter. May I make a statement, Mr. Chairman? 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Suvter. In the case of Camp Rucker, where we have moved 
the Army Aviation Center from Fort Sill, the $2 million that we are 
asking for here, mostly for pavements, which are as permanent as 
you can conceive of 
The CuarrmMan. That is right. 
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Colonel Sauter. Are for the immediate requiremeints to keep that 
school running. 

Now, the Army is presently studying, and I believe I can state, 
coming up with a recommendation to the Secretary to make Camp 
Rucker permanent. And that would be the permanent Army Aviation 
Center, and stationed there would be a regimental combat team in 
addition, to give economical use of the station. 

So we have an intention, sir, to try to make Camp Rucker perma- 
nent, and hereafter we will come in for all permanent construction at 
Camp Rucker. 

The CHairMAN. Well, then, the committee can understand it is your 
intention for the time being to make Camp Rucker permanent ? 

Colonel Suuter. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, that is left up to the Board and up to the 
Secretary. 

Colonel Suuter. It is left up to the Secretary; yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Has the Board made any recommendation, or has it to be studied 
again ? 

Colonel Sauter. No, sir; that will not have to be studied again. 
The Army position, whatever it is, will be approved by the Chief of 
Staff, sir, and presented to the Secretary of the Army for final de- 
cision. 

The Cuairman. Well now, all down through the military channels, 
has it all been decided to make Camp Rucker permanent ? 

Colonel Suuter. As far as I know, sir, the recommendation is about 
to be made to the Secretary to make Camp Rucker permanent. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, he needs no legislation. All he needs is his 
pen to sign it as permanent ? 

Colonel Siruter. That is correct, sir. 

The CHarmman. And instead of calling it Camp Rucker, knock out 
the word “Camp” and put in “Fort” Rucker. 

Colonel Suvuter. That will be done after it is made permanent; 
\ es, sir. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Now, of course he did that out at Camp Carson, Camp Crowder, 
and I have been trying to convince the Secretary he ought to do it over 
at Camp Gordon and Camp Stewart and a great many other camps. 
But unfortunately I haven’t been able to convince him on it. But I 
um at least glad to know—I compliment Mr. Andrews for having 
been able to convince the Secretary and the Department of the Army 
of the wisdom of making Camp Rucker permanent. Had it not been 
for his aid and assistance, and persistence and forceful argument, 
Camp Rucker would still be a camp instead of a fort. I congratulate 
you, Mr. Andrews. And I trust that information will not be put 
inder a bushel, but. will be known out through the country. 

The Cnamman. Without objection, we approve Camp Rucker. 

Thank you, Mr. Andrews. 

Mr. Anprews. Thank you, so much, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I would like the record to indicate that 
I have discussed this with our distinguished colleague from Alabama 
on many occasions. 

The Cuarrman. Well 
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Mr. Rivers. Wait a minute. I want the record to 

The Cuarrman. The next one 

Mr. Rivers. Wait a minute, Mr. Chairman. I have the floor. 

I want to put something in the record about my discussion with 
Mr. Andrews about this matter. I want to congratulate the Army 
for finally agreeing that somebody else can help you down the line of 
determination of these things. 

Mr. Anprews. Thank you, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Camp Stewart. 

Thank you, Mr. Andrews. 

Mr. Anprews. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, Camp Stewart. 

Colonel Suuter. Our authorization request for Camp Stewart, Ga., 
is $967,000. The principal mission is the training of AA artillery and 
armored units. 

First item is POL Dispensing Station, $51,000. This project is 
required to provide fueling facilities for four tank battalions. It is 
anticipated that, with the present tank training mission for Camp 
Stewart, an average of four tank battalions will be in training at one 
time. 

Next item is rehabilitation of sewer system (2d inc.) , $55,000. This 
project is required to replace existing sewer lines constructed during 
World War IT which have deteriorated to the extent that leakages 
in the lines are impracticable to repair. Many of these lines are 
wooden pipe. In addition, a part of the existing sewer system requires 
rehabilitation only. The fiscal year 1953 MCA program included 
authorization and appropriation of $150,000 for the first increment 
of this work. This part of the project will complete requirements for 
effective operations. 

Next item is four tank-repair shops (battalion motor park), 
$132,000. This project is required for the repair and maintenance of 
medium tanks assigned to organizational units. In order to provide 
facilities for this purpose it is proposed to modify the standard plan 
(3,127 SF, 6 stalls) to provide a shop with 4 stalls. The standard 
plan provides for six stalls which are not wide enough for the tanks. 
There are no repair and maintenance facilities for tanks. 

Hardstand (battalion motor park), $112,000 is next item. This 
project is required for parking, servicing, and minor repair to the 
medium tanks assigned to the tank battalions, and will support the 
tank-repair shops. 

Next is four storage sheds (battalion motor park), $53,000. The 
existing motor parks are designed for AAA gun battalions. Each is 
equipped with 1 mobilization-type storage shed, 46 by 144 feet. These 
sheds have 12-foot bays. Project is required to provide storage sheds 
of 18-foot bays for 4 medium-tank battalions to accommodate the 
M-48 tanks. 

The next item is additional motor-park facilities, $75,000. The 
existing motor-park facilities are designed for AAA gun battalions. 
Each contains 1 mobilization-type repair shop (3,127 SF); 1 storage 
shed; 1 gas station with 2 pumps; 1 grease rack, 2-car; 1 oil-storage 
house; and 1 wash platform, 2-car: for 2 battalions. With approxi- 
mately 210 vehicles (139 wheel and 71 tanks) per medium-tank bat- 
talion it is proposed to add 1 grease rack (modified for tanks) ; 1 wash 
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rack (modified for tanks) ; 1 gas station, 2-pump (basis 1 nozzle per 
50 vehicles) ; 1 oil-storage house; 1 lenehek office; and to fence the 
battalion areas separately. 

Next item is field-maintenance shop (engineer), $290,000. This 
project is required to provide facilities for the maintenance of engi- 
neer equipment assigned to National Guard units in Florida, Savan- 
nah, and Jacksonville districts, and this installation on a return-to- 
the-user basis. 

Another project is alterations to 26 messes, $199,000. Modification 
of these messes will provide an additional capacity of 30 kilowatts for 
the operation of electric grills, toasters, coffee urns, doughmixers, meat 
grinders, and slicing machines. These messes will be located in four 
battalion areas and in areas occupied by smaller units and special 
troops. 

The Cuatrman. Troop housing, storage facilities, operational and 
maintenance facilities. 

What is this for now ¢ 

Colonel Suuter. Sir, Camp Stewart is classified as a temporary 
installation and these are facilities that we need for the troops sta- 
tioned there. These troops are a part of the interim Army strength, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The CHairman. Well, now, is Camp Stewart going to find itself 
somewhat in the same category as Camp Rucker, or is it further down 
the list ? 

Colonel Suuter. That is possible, sir. I can go this far, as to state 
that Camp Stewart is presently being studied as to whether it should 
be made permanent or not, but 1 cannot state the same thing I did 
in the case of Camp Rucker. 

The CHatrMan. That is right. It is a little bit further down the 
line. 

Colonel Suuter. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, while we are in the Third Army area, 
I want to inquire the status of Fort Jackson, at Columbia. 

The Cuarrman. I will say, Mr. Rivers—— 

Mr. Rivers. Now 

The CuHatrMan. Wait 1 minute, Mr. Rivers. Just be quiet. I will 
say that we had this up before lunch and I purposely passed it over 
until we get through the bill. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, may I inquire? 

Now, the Secretary has told me it is a permanent installation. 

Colonel Sauter. Mr. Rivers, Camp Jackson is a temporary installa- 
tion. It was permanent at one time, yes, sir. But it is now a temporary 
installation. 

Mr. Rivers. The Secretary has told me this, that under the rotation 
system, when the new concept will be put in effect this would be very 
much permanent, in that they would have at least two divisions there 
at one time under the rotation. One of them would have its permanent 
home at Fort Jackson. You have many, many hundreds of thousands 
of acres of land there. You know that, don’t you?! 

Colonel Suvter. Yes, sir, I realize that, sir. 

May I make a statement, sir, on what I know of the status of Fort 
Jackson as regards to its use ? 
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The Cuarrman. Now, in this connection I am passing it over, but 
making a note that I will call up before we recess—we were discussing 
the question of hospital facilities. We will take up that after we 
run through the rest of the bill. 

Mr. Rivers. He started to say something about Fort Jackson. I 
wanted to hear him continue. 

Colonel SHutER. May I continue with my remarks on Fort Jackson, 
Mr. Chairman ? 

The CuatrMan. All right. Fort Jackson is not in the bill. 

Colonel SHuLER. No, sir; but Mr. Rivers has asked me a question 
which I would like to answer, if I may, sir. 

Fort, Jackson is one of our replacement training centers, a very fine 
one, sir, for that mission. Under the interim Army we do most of 
our basic training in replacement training centers. We have one at 
Camp Gordon. We have one at Leonard Wood, and some other 
places—all temporary installations. 

In the permanent peacetime Army the training of basic trainees 
and basic training will be done in the divisions, sir. They will be 
brought directly from civilian life and put in the divisions on division 
posts and given their basic training. We will not use the replacement 
training center system. 

Mr. Rivers. That means, then, that you will abolish Jackson, you 
will abolish Gordon, you will abolish Stewart, and you will abolish 
what else? 

Colonel SHutrr. Not for so long. May I say this, Mr. Chairman: 
We may never get to the position, although I hope we will get to it 
someday, and that is the permanent peacetime Army. We may have 
for a long time an Army larger than that. For as long as we have 
a large enough Army we have no idea of closing Fort Jackson, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I want to say this: You went to Fort 
Jackson and I went with you. They have had that fort running for 
at least 12 years. There is a life to the buildings you have constructed. 
People can’t continue—thirty to forty to fifty or one hundred thou- 
aan troops—can’t continue to live in the dust in temporary buildings 
and go to hellin a breadbasket. I think it would be wise and sagacious 
on the part of somebody in the Army to get wise and put something 
where people can live. You can’t—people can’t live under those 
conditions. 

Colonel SHuter. Mr. Rivers, may I state this: In all of these pages 
that the committee has before them on these 68-c forms, you see a 
column, “Present strength” and “Permanent strength.” All of our 
requirements are based against a goal to build up on the basis of that 
permanent strength. In the case of barracks, we are only 55 percent 
along on that basis. 

Now, if we raised that goal to the present strength of the Army— 
you take, for instance, at Aberdeen Proving Ground the present 
strength is 8,000 enlisted and the permanent strength is around 3,000 
We have figured up, sir, that it would add about $2 billion to our 
future requests across the United States to build permanent con- 
struction. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, I want to say this to you: As long as you have 
that kind of concept you will always have to draft people in the Army. 
Because they are not going to join. They will join everybody else 
but the Army. . 
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The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Rivers. I would get wise, if it is possible. 

The Cuatrman. The next item is the Fourth Army area. 

Mr. Rivers. That is what I would do. 

Mr. Ketiener. Did we approve Stewart, sir? 

The CHarman. Just a minute now. Oh, yes; Camp Stewart is 
approved. 

Now, what States—so I can carry in my mind—I know I am in it. 
What States is the Third Army? “North Carolina and South Caro- 
lina 

Mr. Foster. The Third Army area is, sir, Georgia, North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Alabama, Florida, Mississippi, and Tennessee. 

Colonel SuHuter. West Virginia. 

Mr. Fosrer. And West Virginia. 

The Cramman. Not West Vi irginia. 

Mr. Smarr. Louisiana. 

Mr. Fosrrer. No; Louisiana is Fourth Army. 

The Cuamman. Headquarters, Fort McPherson ? 

Mr. Foster. That is right, Mr. Chairman. 

Colonel Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrman. All right. 

Now the next one, the Fourth Army area. How many Army areas 
are there in the United States ? 

Mr. Foster. There are six. 

Colonel Suuter. Six. 

The Cwarman. All right. Let’s see. Now, the First is up in 
Massachusetts. The Second is around in this section. The Third 
is down in the South Atlantic States. And now the Fourth is out 
West. 

All right. The Fourth Army area, Fort Bliss. 

Colonel Suvier. We request that Fort Bliss, Tex., be authorized 
$4,645,000. The principal mission is that it is the AAA and GM 
center which act as coordinator between the artillery school’s AA 
and GM branch and the First GM Group of AFF Board No. 4 in 
the study, development, and teaching of tactical, technical, logistical, 
and training doctrines and programs concerning AAA and GM of 
interest. to chief, continental armies. Supervision of training of 
general reserve and ConUS type units. 

First project is 3 bachelor officers’ quarters, $949,000. This project 
is required to partially alleviate a serious shortage of permanent quar- 
ters for bachelor officers at this installation. 

Next is 18 battalion headquarters buildings, $804,000. This project 
is required to provide. facilities for administration, supply, and com- 
mand functions for 18 battalions (14,500 enlisted men) to be assigned 
to permanent barracks (now under construction or funded) in a new 
area where no such facilities exist. 

The next is a regimental chapel, $170,000. This chapel is required 
to provide facilities for religious training of approximately 14,500 
enlisted men to be assigned to barracks either under construction or 
funded. These barracks will be located in a new area where no such 
facilities exist. 

Next is a branch post exchange, $65,000. This facility is required 
to permit the purchase of mer chandise by 4,410 men who are housed 
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in 15 new 263-man barracks during fiscal year 1955. No post exchange 
exists in the area that could be utilized for this activity. 

Next is 6 motor-repair shops (6 battalion motor parks), $771,000. 
These facilities are required in support of twenty-four 263-man bar- 
racks constructed in an isolated area with prior funds. No facilities 
exist that can be utilized. 

Next is hardstands (6 battalion motor parks), $417,000. These are 
required for parking and accomplishment of minor repairs and servic- 
ing of vehicles assigned to these motor parks. 

Next item is motor-park facilities (6 battalion motor parks) , $226,- 
000. The project is required for servicing vehicles assigned six 
battalions. 

Next is 24 battalion classroom buildings, $1,243,000. These class- 
rooms are required to support 12,029 permanent troop spaces built 
with prior funds for presentation of highly technical and specialized 
instructions by means of motion pictures and lectures. No classrooms 
exist nor are there other facilities that can be used for this purpose. 

The Cuarrman. No houses there? 

Colonel SHuter. Right, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Al right. Without objection, we approve it. Fort 
Ifood. 

Colonel SHurer. Authorization request for Fort Hood, Tex., 
amounts to $12,922,000. Fort Hood is a training post for an armored 
division and its supporting troops. Interim mission is training post 
for two armored divisions and supporting troops and a corps head- 
quarters. 

First project in this station is eight enlisted men’s barracks, $4,- 
$88,000. This project is required to provide permanent housing for 
enlisted men presently assigned to temporary eae is. 

Next project is 2 motor repair shops (2 battalion motor parks), 
$492,000. These shops are required for organizational maintenance 
of 516 varied type tactica! vehicles assigned to armored battalions. 
There are no maintenance shops existing of any type for this purpose. 

Next item is motor park facilities (two battlion motor parks), 
$107,000. These facilities are required to service 516 organization 
tactical vehicles assigned to 2 armored battalions. There are no exist- 
ing facilities to meet this requirement, and vehicle maintenance is be- 
ing conducted under field conditions in open areas approximately 
1,200 feet from the new areas. 

Another item is four battalion headquarters buildings, $136,000. 
This project is required for accomplishment of administrative, com- 
inand, and supply functions of 4 battalions to which are assigned 2,350 
military personnel to be housed in permanent barracks now under 
construction and 460 military personnel housed in permanent barracks 
constructed from fiscal years 1952-54. Ejght of the fiscal year 1955 
barracks are sited in a new area with no existing structures of any type. 

Next is officers open mess and swimming pool facilities, $465,000. 
It is required to provide messing and recreational facilities for 2,526 
permanently assigned officers. 

Next is an non-commissioned-oflicers open mess and swimming 
pool, $515,000. This project is required to provide messing and recre- 
ational facilities for noncommissioned personnel. 
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Next is an aircraft paint shop, $84,000. It is required to provide 
shop facilities for painting 62 aircraft assigned to units at this instal- 
lation. No facilities exist to accomplish this painting. 

Next is two branch post exchanges, $119,000. This project is re- 
quired to provide exchange facilities to serve 7,824 troops who will be 
housed in 24 permanent barracks upon completion of the fiscal year 
1955 MCA program. There are no buildings to meet this requirement. 

Two regimental dispensaries, $199,000, is the next item. This proj- 
ect is required to serve 7,824 troops who will be housed in 24 permanent 
barracks upon completion of the fiscal year 1955 MCA program. 

Next is a regimental chapel, $149,000. This project is required for 
religious worship for 3,055 enlisted men housed in permanent barracks 
constructed in fiscal years 1952-55. No existing facility within this 
area. 

Next is eight battalion classroom buildings, $387,000. These build- 
ings are required to provide classroom training for 7,824 troops to 
be housed in 24 permanent barracks upon completion of the fiscal year 
1955 MCA program. Eight of these barracks, housing 2,172 enlisted 
men during the interim, and 1,880 enlisted men of the peacetime com- 
plement, are in a new area without such facilities. 

The Cuatrman. Fort Hood, family houses. 

Colonel Suv.er. We are asking for 400 sets of family quarters at 
lort Hood, sir. 

The Cuairman. All right, without objection, it is approved. 

Now, has anybody written me, Mr. Kelleher, about any of these 
forts? 

Mr. Keitiener. Not about those two, sir, no. 


The Cuairman. All right. Fort Sam Houston. 
Colonel Suuter. Fort Sam Houston, Tex. is the next station and 
we are requesting $805,000. The principal mission is the aha 


of housing, training, supply maintenance and service to Headquarters 
Fourth Army, Brooke aay Medical Center (including Medical Field 
Service School, Brooke Army Hospital, Medical Training Center, 
Fourth Army Area Medical Laboratory, Central Dental Laboratory, 
Surgical Research Unit and Hospital Management Research Unit), 
San Antonio General Depot and other activities or installations located 
at or satellited upon the post. 

First project is ACAN radio transmitter station, $143,000, Exist- 
ing station located within Fort Sam Houston. It contains a perm- 
anent transmitter building, 2,805 square feet, built in 1934, good con- 
dition, and will be converted in the future to 2 NCO family quarters. 
New standards for rhombic antennas for the present 4 circuits plus the 
5 additional circuits emanating from Headquarters, Fourth Army 
(requested by Department of the Army) make the existing location 
inadequate since an area of only 900 feet diameter is available and 
existing surrounding buildings, including Wherry housing, prevent 
expansion. An antenna area 1 mile in diameter is required to con- 
tain the rhombic antennas, each of which requires a space 400 by 1,200 
feet and must be orientated directionally. Proximity (9,700 feet) to 
existing radio receiving station is objectionable, current commercial 
practice is 25-mile separation and is observed at other Department of 
the Army stations. 

The other item for this station is 2 bachelor officer quarters, $662,- 
000, Project is required to provide quarter for 120 bachelor officers. 
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The Cuarrman. Fort Sam Houston. No family quarter there. 
Without objection, it is approved. 

Colonel Suuter. The authorization request for Fort Still, Okla., is 
$3,053,000. The principal mission is the tactical and technic al tr aining 
on artillery units of the Army with all its component and supporting 
units and the summer training of National Guard, ROTC, and ORC. 
Fort Sill commands the Artillery School and T. O. & E. units. 

The first project is 1 motor-repair shops (2 battalion motor parks), 
$243,000. This project is an urgent operational requirement to provide 
facilities for the maintenance and: repair of T. O. & E. assigned 
vehicles for artillery battalion and to maintain integrity in operation 
and training. 

The next one is motor-park facilities (2 battalion motor parks), 
$58,000. This project is an urgent operational requirement to provide 
supporting companion fac ility for two battalion motor parks proposed 
in this program. These fac ilities are required for maintenance and 
repair of T. O. & E. assigned vehicles which range in number from 182 
to 290 vehicles per battalion depending upon type of battalion. 

Next is hardstands (2 battalion motor parks), $215,000. This proj- 
ect is urgent operational requirement to provide service drives and 
parking for T. O.& EB. assigned vehicles for two battalion motor parks. 
Construction of these two battalion hardstand areas is v itally neces- 
sary to provide operational facilities for troop units to be assigned to 
new area, 

Next is a branch post exchange, $64,000. This project is required as 
exchange facility for 4,000 EM now housed in new troop area recently 
constructed at this installation, and to make available to these enlisted 
personnel merchandise and services of necessity and convenience which 
are not furnished by the Government. 

Our next project is a regimental dispensary, $105,000. This project 
is required to provide facility for medical treatment (examination and 
treatment of ambulatory patients, first aid, physical examinations, 
inspection, and immunizations) to 4,000 enlisted persons housed in 
new troop area recently constructed at this installation. 

Another one is a regimental chapel, $152,000. This project is re- 
quired to provide religious facilities for 4,000 enlisted personnel now 
housed in new troop area recently constructed at this installation. 
The chapel is required for formal religious services, private prayer 
meditation, and character guidane e. 

Land acquisition (areas. 2 and 3), $2,216,000 is the next project. 
This land proposed for acquisition borders the west range and will 
provide for training maneuver, firing, and impact areas, required by 
the use of 280- millimeter guns, and the 762-millimeter rocket. This 
training is not feasible now since it would be necessary to fire over 
populated areas of the installation, highways, and railroads. 

The CHairman, Fort Sill. Now, acquisition of land. Now, I know 
about this. 

Now, tell the committee, you want 31,000 acres, isn’t it / 

Colonel Suuter. Mr, Chairman 

The CHarrMAN. Suppose we pass over Fort Sill. 

Colonel Suv ter. 1 would request—I have some expert witnesses 
from the Department of the Army. 

The CuarrMan, All right. 
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Colonel Suv.er. I would like to have here, sir, to answer your ques- 
tion of yesterday. 

The CuarMan. All right, let’s pass over Fort Sill for the time 
being. 

All right, now we passed over Fort Sill. And we have passed over 
the proposition I want to raise about building a hospital at Fort 
Jackson. All right, now that is all we passed over. 

Now, the Fifth Army. Fort Carson. 

Colonel Suvter. Our authorization request for Fort Carson, Colo., 
is $7,487,000. Fort Carson is an Infantry division post. Camp Hale 
(subpost of Fort Carson): Logistic support of mountain oA cold- 
weather training center. 

First item is “Post headquarters building, $686,000.” This project 
is required to provide facilities for consolidated administration and 
command functions. Post headquarters activities should be central- 
ized to eliminate time consumed traveling between various buildings 
in various locations. No post headquarters exist, but the hospital, 
mobilization-type administration building and three other buildings 
approximately L mile apart are now used for this purpose. 

The next item is “2 ammunition igloos, $97,000.° These igloos are 
required for the storage of packaged artillery ammunition now stored 
in the open and exposed to the weather. 

Next item is “6 enlisted men barracks, $3,718,000." This project 
required to house a portion of the enlisted n men at Fort Carson in per- 
manent barracks. Although this installation has a requirement based 
on peacetime strength for 19,181 permanent spaces, none now exist 
except for 1,578 spaces which are under construction. 

Next, “2 battalion headquarters buildings, $79,000.” This project 
required to provide facilities for administrative, supply and command 
functions of two combat battalions and to support the permanent 
EM barracks under construction. There are no existing permanent- 
type buildings suitable for use as battalion headquarters. 

Next item is “2 battalion classroom buildings, $109,000.” This 
project is required to provide training and educational facilities for 
troops of two combat battalions which will be housed in permanent 
barracks now under construction. Current training programs require 
indoor study and classroom work in addition to field training. There 
are no existing permanent buildings suitable for use as classrooms. 

Next is “4 motor-repair shops (regiment motor park), $268,000.” 
Proposed shops are required for the maintenance and repair of 529 
vehicles (333 wheeled motor vehicles, 25 tracked combat vehicles, and 
171 towed trailers) of an Infantry regiment, units of which will 
occupy the barracks under construction and those in this program. 
There are no similar existing facilities in the new regimental area. 

“Hardstand (regiment motor park), $127,000.” This hardstand 
required to prov ide hard-surfaced area for parking and miscellaneous 
servicing (when weather permits) for 529 vehicles (333 wheeled 
vehicles, 25 tracked combat vehicles, and 171 towed trailers) assigned 
to the regiment. Hardstand does not exist in area where shops to be 
supported will be located. 

Another item is “Motor park facilities (regiment motor park), 
$68,000." These facilities are required for the support of the 4 shops 
in this program and for servicing 529 vehicles (333 wheeled motor 
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vehicles, 25 tracked combat vehicles, and 171 towed trailers) of the 
regiment whose units will occupy the barracks under construction and 
those in this program. No similar facilities exist in the new area. 

“Relocation of 35 existing buildings, $154,000,” is the next project. 
Relocation of these buildings is necessary to provide a site for the 
motor park facilities in this program. Buildings will continue in 
use and be available for the installation’s interim and mobilization 
missions. New location will be adjacent to existing utilities. Build- 
ings to be moved are in good condition and will continue in use as 
barracks, messes, and company administration buildings. 

“A regimental dispensary, $104,000” is next. This dispensary is 
required for medical treatment and care of approximately 4,000 mili- 
tary personnel to be assigned to the EM barracks now under construc- 
tion and in this program (line item 36). No such facilities exist for 
this new regimental area. 

Next is a “Branch post exchange, $72,000.” This branch exchange 
is required to permit approximately 4,000 military personnel who will 
occupy the barracks now under construction and others in this pro- 
gram to purchase merchandise without inconvenience. Nosuch facili- 
ties exist in this new regimental area. 

Next is “Concrete aprons (aircraft hangar), $350,000.” These con- 
crete aprons are required adjacent to the hangar, which is now under 
construction, for engine warmup and parking for 27 fixed-wing air- 
craft and 16 helicopters. Lighting is required to permit fueling and 
servicing of aircraft at night and water is required for washing and 
fire-fighting purposes. None of these facilities exist at present. 

Another item is “EM service club, $502,000.” This project is re- 
quired to provide recreational facilities for enlisted personnel at this 
station, and to relieve overcrowding of existing facilities. In view 
of the relative isolation of installation, recreational facilities are es- 
sental for mantaining morale desired. Two mobilization-type serv- 
ice clubs of 21,229 squarefeet exist, and are structurally sound, but they 
cannot accommodate the enlisted personnel entitled to use these 
facilities. 

Next is “2 EM barracks (Camp Hale), $165,000.” No EM housing 
exists at this installation, but one 80-man EM type has been approved 
in the fiscal year 1955 MCA program. Troops on periodic training 
are housed in Jamesway huts or squad tents. These quarters are suit- 
able for these troops since they are moved to Camp Hale for only 
short period of time. These barracks are required, however, for over- 
head personnel who are assigned to the installation for extended 
periods. 

Next is an infirmary, $235,000. This project is required for the 
medical treatment and care of approximately 5,000 military personnel. 
No infirmaries or dispensaries exist at Camp Hale. Medical facilities 
have been established in Jamesway huts but are limited to the type of 
treatment. Military personnel requiring surgery or other major 
treatment must be transported to Fort Carson, 100 miles distant, or 
a civilian hospital approximately 50 miles distant if conditions require 
it. Training schedules require the use of this camp at various times 
throughout each year. In view of the strenuous training conducted 
at Camp Hale, such as mountain and cold weather training, casualties 
are usually higher than at other installation. 
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Next is 6 EM messes, $420,000. Messes existing or planned for 
early construction with M. and O. funds consist of 6 T/O type totaling 
16,880 square feet, 11 metal prefab type totaling 21,120 square feet, 
and 2 totaling 5,920 square feet in the fiscal year 1955 MCA program. 
These units are sufficient for 18 company messes and the station comple- 
ment or 3,800 troops. The requirement for additional messes is based 
on a planning strength of 5,000 or 6 additional messes. This project 
is required for the messing of 6 companies which presently do not have 
these facilities. 

Next item is “3 latrines, $158,000.” Latrines existing or planned 
for early construction w ith M. and O. fends consist of 6 T/O company 
type totaling 7,680 square feet ; 5 metal prefab 2-company type total- 
ing 9,600 square feet; 1 metal prefab company type totaling 1,920 
square feet; and 2 in the fiscal year 1955 MCA program totaling 2 "560 
square feet. a — are sufficient for 18 companies and the sta- 
tion complement, or 3,800 troops. The requirement for additional 
latrines is based on a lend strength of 5,000, requiring 3 additional 
2-company latrines. 

Next is 6 company administration and classroom buildings, $175,- 
000. This project will complete requirements for this type facility. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrmMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CunNntNGHAM. May I at this time make a motion in the form 
of an amendment I am offering to the bill? 

On page 9, between lines 6 and 7, insert the following: 


Fifth Army Headquarters is hereby established at Fort Des Moines, Iowa. 


The CHarrMan. Well now, I will offer this suggestion to you. I 
raised that question the other day purposely, because I discussed it 
with you. The Secretary said he was making a study and looking 
into it. Don’t you think, in deference to the Secretary saying that 
he was making a study, that we ought to at least accord him the oppor- 
tunity to make his study before we pass a decision on it 

Mr. Cunntncuam. I would have no objection to that, Mr. Chair- 
man. What opportunity would I have then to get it back ? 

The CuarrmMan. Well 

Mr. Cunnincuam. I thought this: If I were to make the motion 
and get it in the bill now and then we could hear the Secretary and if 
it wasn’t right, take it out. 

The Cuarman. No, that wouldn't be the way to do it. The way to 
do it: When we raise the question—we told the Secretary. As the 
hearings disclosed, I tried to point out why I thought it should go 
from rented property in Chicago to the Government base out at Des 
Moines. He said, and after you examined him, that he would consider 
and make a study of it. Now, let’s give him a chance. And if he 
doesn’t, why then we meet every year and I would suggest that you 
withhold it to give him a courteous opportunity to reach a decision 
before we do it, and let it go over, with instructions from the committee 
that we want the Secretary to make a thorough study as to why 
shouldn’t the Fifth Army Headquarters be moved from C hicago to 
Des Moines and try to give us a report at least by. January of next: year 
so we can have it up when the bill comes up again. I would say that 
would be the orderly way to do it. 

Mr. Cunnineuam. Mr. Chairman, may I make this observation? 
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The CHamman. Yes. 
Mr. Cunnincuam. I don’t want to belabor the thing. If that is 
true, in all probability Fort Des Moines, Iowa, will be sold by that 
time. 

The Cuatrman. No: it won’t be sold. Now, you are on the sub- 
committee—— 

Mr. Cunnineuam. Mr. Chairman, we will have to get an order, 
then, to withhold them from surplus. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Now, the attitude of the Secretary the other 
day when I interrogated him was that his mind was made up com- 
pletely and unless action is taken by this committee, it will be done. 

The Cuarrman. It may be we are extending him a courtesy which 
doesn’t amount to anything. 

Mr. CunntncHaM. Of course I am for extending him the courtesy. 
He has had it already. 

The Cuatrman. He can’t have it without clearance from you. You 
are on the subcommittee. He can’t sell it as surplus unless this com- 
mittee says so. So I would suggest 

Mr. CunnincHam. Mr. Chairman, it isn’t necessary that this com- 
mittee declare it be approved as surplus. That is done by the 
Department. 

The Cuarrman. I understand that. 

Mr. CunnincHam. It has been declared surplus. It is being held 
on a stay order by Mr. Floete now. 

The Cuarrman. Let’s give the Secretary an opportunity. He said 
he was looking into it. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Mr. Chairman, I agree to that, except I don’t 
like to wait until January 1. 

The Cuarrman. All right, let it be September 1. 

Mr. CunnineHam. No. I would like to have it done before we 
adjourn. He promised me the other day he would be up to see you. 
He told me when the matter was brought up that he would look into 
it. If he set it at that time we might as well postpone it indefinitely. 

The CuarrMan. Let’s say the 1st of August. 

Mr. CunnincuHam. We will be out of here by the 1st of August. 

Mr. Chairman, what I am concerned about is if we get this report 
and this bill is gone, then what chance is that of having it considered 
this year? 

The Cuamman. All right; suppose the next 30 days. 

Mr. Cunnrncuam. That will be all right. 

The Cnatrman. All right, write him a letter, Mr. Kelleher, and 
tell him the committee wants a report on the subject matter at least 
by the 4th day of July. 

Mr. Ketitener. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. All right. 

Now, we will have to pass over Fort Sill, because there are wit- 
nesses from Fort Sill that want to be here. And while we are passing 
that over, I wish you would have an exhaustive inquiry to see if we 
can’t use some other camp somewhere—I don’t care where it is— 
for this long-range firing. Now, we all know what Fort Sill is. I 
know it plays its part very effectively. And we don’t want to reduce 
it. But there is no need to add any more acreage there if a training 
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can be carried on somewhere else where you got large acreage of land. 
As I pointed out the other day, down at Camp Steward is 280,000 
acres of ground. Mr. Brooks pointed out that Camp Polk is 500,000 
acres of ground 

And we may be able to use that kind of land for this kind of long- 
range shooting. And so—because, we are going to scrutinize buying 
this 31,000 acres of ground there. 

Colonel Suvter. Mr. Chairman, we will look into that, and I will 
have the proper witnesses on that. 

The Cuamrman. We will set a date for that, Mr. Wickersham. 

Now, Fort Carson. Now, it looks like to me—I want to be frank 
with you about Fort Carson. Just about the time the Air Academy 
was established at Colorado Springs, in the vicinity of Fort Carson— 
now, take this off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, in addition—you said «bout training 
mountain troops. They train those at Camp Hale which is over 100 
miles away. And Camp Carson is in no way necessary. You still 
operate Camp Hale up in the mountains without Camp Carson at all. 

The CHarrman. My point is this. I want to be fair with the com- 
mittee. I know all the background. I have been worried about this, 
considerably worried about it. Congress said nothing in the world 
about the location of the Air Academy. The Air Academy went out 
there, and was by a board approved. 

And we are going to spend $140 million—$175 million, to build up 
an air academy, provided they can get the architects to get away from 
window panes and glass. [ Laughter. | 

We are building it. And here comes along Camp Carson right in 
that neighborhood. And now, you want to expand it. And yet it had 
been drifting along, with all the authorization that the Academy got 
out of it. So I don’t think we should expand Carson one iota. I 
think we should use it. I think we have enough authorization today to 
spend—you have $14 million to your credit there, you are not 
spending. 

Mr. Foster. The main point on that, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHatrmMan. What? 

Mr. Fosrer. The main point on that is that the bulk of that au- 
thorization was granted by the last session of Congress and these con- 
tract award data that you refer to are as of last December 31. 

The Cuatrman. Well, I am telling you what the books show. You 
haven't let any more contracts. 

Mr. Fosrrer. We have, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Well, how many contracts have you let? Now, 
you got $14 million to spend. 

Mr. Fosrrer. There is another $114 million that has been awarded 
since December 31. 

The Cuatrrman. Now, don’t you know that is just chickenfeed, when 
you have $14 million there? You said, “I am awarding contracts,” 
and you only awarded that. 

Now, I want to be fair with you. I don’t think the committee would 
be warranted, even if the Academy wasn’t there, to give you another 
penny until you spent part of your $17 million. 
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Because, we got to keep these in line. We are not going to run with 
authorization far ahead of the appropriation. And I think—I am 
going to move that we strike out Fort Carson, and you can spend your 
$17.916,900, and if you only expended at the rate you are expending 
now, it will be 10 years before you can spend your $17 million. 

Colonel Sauter. Mr. Chairman, may I have an opportunity to 
speak ? 

The CHairman. Because you have 314 million to your credit now, 
and you have only spent $1,500,000. 

Colonel Suvter. Mr. Chairman? 

The CuatrMan. You can’t spend it in 10 years. 

Colonel Sauter. May I have the chance to speak, sir? 

I have not been afforded 

Mr. Devereux. You haven't heard the colonel’s side of the thing. 

The CHarrRMAN. Yes. 

Colonel Sauer. I have not been given the opportunity to say very 
much. 

The CHatmrMan. I will give you all the floor. 

Mr. Rivers. Provided you don't take more than 1 minute. 

Colonel Suuter. Sir, there are several points I would like to cover. 

No. 1, Fort Carson was made permanent in January of 1954 by the 
Secretary of the Army, and the date that this committee has is the 
date of the general order, sir. It was not made permanent by the 
Secretary in July of 1954. 

The CuHarrMaNn. In that connection—wait, let me correct it. Now, 
here is— 

Department of the Army, Washington, the 16th of August 1954. 

Camp Carson, Colo., redesignated section 1. 

Camp Crowder, Mo., designated section 2. 

Permanent Department of the Army installations announced and 
firmed. First, Camp Carson, Colo., effective the Ist of July 1954. 

Camp Carson, Colo., is redesignated Fort Carson, Colo. 


recon- 


Now, I don’t know when it was done, but here is what you sent me. 

Colonel Suvter. Mr. Chairman, I can tell you it was done in Janu- 
ary of that year. I can tell you further it was not done because the 
Air Academy was coming out there whatsoever. I also would like to 
point out, sir, that the moneys that we have been discussing as re- 
maining in authorization are largely unfunded authorization at Camp 
Carson. We are asking in this amount for a funding equal to the 
authorization—$7 million authorization. 

Camp Carson is an infantry division post, and scheduled for the 
permanent peacetime Army as well as the present Army, and Mr. 
Bray, sir, the need for Camp Carson to support the mountain training 
is there. It is a need. 

We do not have very much up at Camp Hale. We have some tem- 
porary installations, that is all. 

Mr. Bray. Have you ever been there, Colonel ? 

Colonel Suvuter. Yes, sir. 

| have been to Camp Carson and Camp Hale. 

Mr. Bray. And been to Camp Hale? 

Colonel Suuter. Yes, sir. 

_ Mr. Bray. And it is purely a mountain camp up there. How far 
is it from Camp Carson ? 
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Colonel Suuter. It is about 85 miles, sir. 

Mr. Bray. I think it is just a little longer than that. But anyway, 
it is immaterial. 

I thought it was nearer 100. 

Colonel Suuter. It is 85 miles here on this sheet. 

Mr. Bray. It is nearer 100. I frankly can see no justification why 
there is any connection between the two. And as for your statement 
that this was designated in January 1954, at the same time you say it 
was designated I had conversations with the Defense Department, and 
they said it wasn’t. But I guess—at that same time. That is all in 
the record of last year. 

Colonel Suuter. Mr. Bray, it is in the record of last year, sir. 

Mr. Bray. At the time that this was before the committee I brought 
out that Camp Carson—that they had told me, and I told you w rho 
made the statement, at the same time you people said it was desig- 
nated they said it wasn’t. So there was confusion a year ago in Janu- 
ary as far as the public in general was concerned. At least, it was 
confusion as far as Members of Congress were concerned. 

The CuarrmMan. No confusion, as to when this paper said. I am 
just reading from it. 

Mr. Bray. The chairman is right. That was the time. 

Colonel Suuter. That was the official effective date; that is correct, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. All right. Now, I think this, members of the com- 
mittee. Here is an authorization in the amount of $17,916,000 on the 
books. It has been there since the 80th Congress. It accumulated 
last year and the previous year and the previous year. Now they have 
only let contracts for $3,437,900. And they point with lasting pride 
that they are now letting a contract for $1,500,000. So it shows that 
they are not very zealous and very interested in spending the authori- 


zation, or else they would have done it a little bit faster. 
Colonel Suuter. I 


( Asides. ) 

The CHatrman. Now, I think—what ? 

Colonel Suter. Mr. Chairman, may I tell you how much of that is 
family housing, because it is very pertinent to the question ? 

Thirteen milloin dollars of that is for 1,000 sets of family quarters. 

The Cuatrman. There are no family houses involved in this. It 
has troop houses. 

Colonel Suuter. Sir, the funding—may I restate this? 

We have 1,000 sets of family quarters, for which the authorization 
exists in last year’s family housing bill and which we are asking funds 
cringe year to fund. There is $13,324,000 of authorization; “that is 
right 


"The minute we get the money, sir, we are ready to advertise and 


build. 


And that will pretty well clean up that residual authorization at 
Fort Carson. 


Mr. Hess. How much appropriations have you had since the 80th 
Congress ¢ 

The Cuarrman. $17,969,000. 

Mr. Hess. That is authorizations. 

I mean appropriations. 

The Cuarrman, All right. 





What is the appropriations? 

Mr. Foster. It is in the order, Mr. Hess, of about 414. 

Mr. Hess. You had an appropriation of 414 against authorization 
of $17 million. 

Mr. Foster. That is right. 

Mr. Hess. And you have actually spent $1.6 million 

Mr. Foster. No. Almost all of it is under contract at the present 
time. 

The Cuarrman. He gets it in lump sum. You don’t get it broken 
down, You break it down yourself. 

Mr. Foster. That is correct, sir. 

The CuatrMan. Now, get that across to the committee. You didn’t 
zo before the Appropriations Committee and say, “I want so much 
at Camp Carson.” 

You got the total amount. 

And then you can allocate it to Fort Carson or any other place. 

Mr. Foster. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Exactly. Now, that merely shows that you weren’t 
so alert to allocate very much to Camp Carson. You had the money. 
You could have built Camp Carson and got through with it if you 
wanted. But you just were dilatory. 

Colonel SuHuter. It would have taken every dollar we had for fam- 
ily housing, sir, because we got $25 million, of which $12 million is 
far rehab 

The CuarrmMan. Now, I think—of course, the committee can do as 
it pleases. But I think Camp Carson should not be permitted to grow 
any larger until we know we are going to have plenty of water out 
there for everybody, including Camp Carson, ghana Springs, and 
the increased population and the Air Academy. 

And, of course, we all know that the town is going to grow. It is 
bound to grow, by leaps and bounds, with all this money being spent 
in there. 

Water is a great problem all out that part of the country. Now, 
do we want to be left high and dry in a few years from now and say 
we have two great big Government installations at Colorado Springs, 
and we haven’t water enough ? 

Now, I think we better hold Camp Carson down, and not let it grow 
too fast. until we find out where we are. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman. Did the Air Force select that place 
out there, that area, knowing this condition of perhaps not having 
sufficient water ? 

Mr. Hess. Sure. 

The CuarrMan. Anywhere after you cross the Mississippi you 
are up against the water proposition to a certain extent. 

Mr. Devereux. I mean why should we penalize the Army if the 
Air Force moved in on them ? 

The CHARMAN. We are not penalizing the Army. 

Colonel SHuLER. Sir, you are making a whole division live in 
quarters that are undesirable. 

The CHarrmMan. No; we are not. You have that authority now. 
This $7 million is not for that. 

Colonel Suuter. Sir—— 
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The Cuairman. There is not one line in this bill for this $7 million 
for housing. 

Colonel Sauter. Sir, a part of it, $3,700,000, is for six enlisted men’s 
permanent barracks. 

The CuarrMan,. All right. Let’s see what it is. Troop housing— 
that is barracks—community facilities, training and administration 
facilities, medical facilities, airfield pavements, storage facilities, 
operational and maintenance facilities, $7 million. 

Now, not one penny of that money could be spent for houses. 

Colonel SHuLER. | said troop housing, sir. By that 1 mean 
barracks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, barracks; that is right. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman 

Colonel SHuter. And I am saying—pardon me, sir. 

The CuArrman. How much is the item for barracks ? 

Colonel Suuter. The barracks item, sir, is $3,718,000. 

The CuArrMAN. Then you might be warranted in cutting them down 
to three million. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I was complaining a moment ago about 
the Army plan. I was talking about Fort Jackson. 

This answers my complaint. I think you have to have these things. 
I want to come to your defense, if that might surprise you. 

I don’t like the way the Army plans, Mr. Chairman. I think they 
ure making a mistake in their planning quite frequently. 

But here is a good case I am talking about that. We have been 
out there. You have some hard winters in that country. 

Colonel Suuter. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. If you keep this division there, we have to provide 
these things. 

Colonel Suuter. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. I think this is one case it is justified. 

Colonel SHULER. It is a division post, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Suuter. I certainly side with Mr. Rivers on one remark 
he made, and that is I would like to see every soldier in the Army 
in permanent barracks. But the only argument I have on the case 
of Jackson versus Carson is that Carson is a division station in the 
permanent Army and Jackson is a replacement training center and 
is not in the permanent Army plan. 

Now that is 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s talk about Carson. 

I think you ought to have your Carson money. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

What is your future planning for Carson ? 

Colonel SuHuter. Carson, sir, is planned for an infantry division 
permanent post. 

The Cuarrman. How much more money do we have to spend there? 

Colonel Suuter. I will give you that, sir. That is a big bill, because 
we have not any permanent construction completed there yet. That 
is $207 million. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Colonel Suuter. $207 million. 

The CrarrMan. $207 million. 

Colonel Suuter. That is correct, sir. 
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The CHairman. Now how much increased personnel do you con- 
template putting there? 

Let’s just figure now. 

Colonel Sauter. We have 25,000 people there in the present 
strength and the permanent peacetime Army calls for 23,680 enlisted 
men, which is very close to the present strength, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Then your plant—go ahead. 

Colonel Suuter. And if we counted the civilians and the officers, 
the present Army there, present strength is 29,320 and the permanent 
plan is 28,311. 

That is as big a post as Fort Lewis which is—or almost as big as 
Fort Benning, sir. 

The CHatrmMan. Well, it will be in the neighborhood of 50,000 
people on account of the expansion of this camp; won’t it? 

Colonel Suuuer. Yes, sir, with families. And I 

The CHatrmMan. All right. 

How many years do you contemplate taking to do it ? 

How many years? 

Colonel Suuer. To get to the permanent strength, sir? 

The CnarrMan. That is right, sir. 

God willing, I hope we get there soon. But it won’t happen until 
the world settles down to a permanent peacetime strength basis. 

Allright. Let’s say in the next 4 or 5 years? 

Colonel Suuter. I don’t think it can happen that soon, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Colonel SHuter. I am just giving my opinion. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

In the next 7 or 8 years, then we know that carrying out the plans 
you are going to increase the population or have a total population 
of around forty or fifty thousand people there ? 

Colonel SHuter. They are there now, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHarrman. Oh 

Mr. Hess. They are in temporary quarters now. 

Colonel Suuter. They are in temporary type buildings, quarters 
and facilities, and all we want to do is build up the permanent build- 
ings and facilities for the permanent use of that station. 

The CuatrMan. I was just trying to run through my mind that in 
the course of a few years from now you would have augmented the 
population of Colorado Springs area so large—— 

Colonel Suuter. No, sir. 

In fact, there will be less than we have now instead of greater, 
if we get toward the permanent peacetime Army, sir. We have there 
now a strength which will be the largest we will ever have there unless 
we go into mobilization. 

In which case we might then crowd it up higher. That is true. 

The Cuarrman. How far is this from the Air Academy ? 

Colonel Suvu.er. I would say about 8 miles, sir. 

The Cuatrman. About 8 miles [Chorus of “No.” } 

Mr. Foster. It is about 16 or 17 miles. 

Colonel Suuter. It is about 16 or 17 miles, sir. 

The Cuatrman. About 15 or 16 miles. 

Mr. Rivers. It is farther than that. 

The Cuatrman. How far is it from Colorado Springs? 
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Colonel Suuter. It is 92 miles northwest of Camp Hale. That is 
7 miles southeast of Colorado Springs. That is where I got my 7 
miles. 

The Cuamman. What is the population of Colorado Springs now ? 

Mr. Smarr. 55,000. 

The CHarrman. And with 25, or 30, or 40,000 Army personnel 
and five or six thousand Air Force personnel, and their families, and 
with the water situation like it is, and with Colorado Springs growing, 
why you are going to have to have water accommodations to take 
care of in the next 10 years a population of around in the metropolitan 
area of 200,000 people. 

Now will the water situation bear that? 

Colonel Sauter. Mr. Chairman, I can state—and I know this to 
be an absolute fact—we have studied very carefully the water situation 
of Colorado Springs, the Air Academy, and the Army, and we feel 
that the situation is in hand, sir, that there is enough water and that 
the future plans are such that we will have enough. 

And I will be glad to submit to this committee such a study, sir, if 
that is what is necessary. 

The Cuairman. Well, we have had some correspondence about it 
and I have talked to Mr. Talbot about it, and I talked to all the archi- 
tects about it. 

And I particularly asked Mr. Smart and Mr. Kelleher to go out 
there and see if there was enough water in that country. It is going 
to be a situation that is going to confront us some time. 

Mr. Rivers. They are building a new tunnel, sir? 

Colonel SHuuer. Sir? 

Mr. Rivers. You are building a new tunnel out there? 

Colonel Suuter. Yes, sir, they are. 

Mr. Rivers. Is it about finished yet? 

Mr. Smarr. Blue River. 

Mr. Hess. May I ask a question in reference to the cost? 

Colonel, you say the ultimate cost will be two hundred and some-odd 
million, $209 million? 

Colonel Suvter. I said, sir, the estimated cost of facilities remain- 
ing to be accomplished and I might state there is practically no 
permanent construction there now—is two-hundred-and-seven-odd 
million dollars. 

Mr. Hess. That is from this point on, $207 million you are going 
to spend ? 

Colonel Suuter. That is to build the post permanent. 

Mr. Hess. We were told a few weeks ago by the commanding gen- 
eral out there that in order to complete the camp it would cost “about 
$90 million, but that the value of the plant when completed, together 
with the construction that they have there now, would be approxi- 
mately $200 million. 

Colonel Suvuner. No, sir. This figure is the cost of facilities in 
future years to construct the facilities to the ultimate requirements of 
this complete station, permanent. 

That is how much it will cost. 

The Carman. How much have we invested there up to date? 

Colonel Suuter. We have invested there, sir, $44 million. 
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The Cuarrman. It might be cheaper to just let that investment 
remain ¢ 

If it is going to cost $207 million more, then it is way out of propor- 
tion to most any other camp. 

Colonel Suuter. But, sir, those buildings are not going to last too 
much longer. I am talking about building 35-year type construction. 

And what is out there is getting close to its final life. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. Now wait 1 minute. Now you took troops from 
Camp Atterbury—I believe that is the name of the camp there. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Colonel SHuter. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. And carried them out there when you knew you 
had a program that was going to cost 200—how many million you 
say? 

Mr. Hess. $207 million. 

The Cuatrman. $207 million to build a camp. 

Colonel Suuter. The reason we are out there primarily, sir, is the 
mountain training. It is ideally suited for that training. And the 
Infantry division training, in conjunction with taking them out and 
training them. 

Mr. Rivers. Is that your only mountain camp? 

Colonel SuHuter. That is the only mountain training camp we have, 
sir, in the United States and it is very ideal. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman? 

The Cratmman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. We went into that matter when the committee went out 
there the other day. 

There is 85 miles distance from the edge of Camp Carson to this 
camp Hale, where they do take their mountain training. 

The CuatrrmMan. What? 

Mr. Bray. 85 miles to Camp Carson. 

The CHatrman. What is the other camp? 

Mr. Bray. Camp Hale, that is over the mountains. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Bray. It is apparently 85 miles away. Apparently it is the 
tail wagging the dog. They want to have Camp Carson to have the 
Camp Hale up in the mountains. 

Furthermore, there is almost no grass at Camp Carson because of 
the great scarcity of water. The matter was discussed generally 
among all people in and around—inside the Air Force Academy, at 
Camp Carson, and also at Colorado Springs, about the great dearth 
of water in that locality ? 

The Cratrman. I know about that. 

I have been worried about it since they went out there. 

Mr. Bray. So have I. 

Mr. Gavryx. How many men do you train at Camp Hale? 

Colonel Suuter. Sir? 

Mr. Gavin. At Camp Hale how many men do you train a year? 

Colonel Sauter. Do you know, Mr. Foster? 

Mr. Fosrrer. Mr. Gavin, they move the Infantry division up into 
the mountains for maneuvers. 

Mr. Gavin. I know, but how many men are in training at Camp 
Hale when you do move in? 
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Mr. Fosrer. About 20,000. 

Mr. Gavin. 20,000. Then it is no small operation ? 

Colonel Suuter. That is right. 

Mr. Gavin. You said it is a little camp up in the hills. Where they 
are training 20,000 men, isn’t a little camp. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, that is a camp where they live outside. 

They don’t expect to make very many permanent improvements up 
in the mountains. 

Mr. Bray. It has very little connection to Camp Carson. 

And then as far as the state of those buildings, we went through 
many of them and those barracks are—although they are temporary 
barracks, frame barracks, but they are in excellent state of preservation. 

We asked them what they intend to do when they spend these millions 
of dollars on new barracks. 

They are going to keep all those other barracks there on a standby 
basis. They have all the facilities they need down there of a frame 
construction, to do all the work they are doing at Camp Carson. 

The Cuamman. Let me get this straight in my mind. 

At Camp Carson, is that the base 

Mr. Gavin. That is the operating base. 

And the Camp Hale is where the troops are 

The CHarrmMan. Trained. 

Colonel Suuter. That is right, sir. 

The Crarman. And then after a period of training there, they 
come back ¢ 

Colonel Suuter. They come back to Carson and to their normal 
infantry division training, sir. 

The CuarkMan. So you are making your permanent buildings down 
at Camp Carson ¢ 

Colonel Suuter. That is right, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And temporary up at Hale? 

Colonel Suuner. Yes, sir; and very few of those at Hale, as the 
Congressman pointed out. 

Mr. Gavin. May I ask you: When an outfit moves—— 

The CHarrmMan. How many members went out there recently to 
the Air Academy ¢ 

(Show of hands.) 

Mr. Rivers. I have been out there, but not on a recent trip. 

Mr. WickersHam. Twice. 

The Cuaiman. Now, did you go to see Camp Carson ? 

Mr. Hess. Yes. 

( Further chorus of “ Yes.”) 

The Cuatrman. Well, what is your reaction with reference now to 
starting on a program that is gomg to lead to $207 million? 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, as far—— 

The CnarrMan. Now wait one minute. 

Mr. Hess, what is your reaction ? 

Mr. Hess. As far as I am concerned, I think we should go ahead 
and do it because I do not see any other place we should go. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bray, what do you think about it ? 

Mr. Bray. I do not think we should. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Miller, what do you think? 

Mr. Mitier. To me Camp Carson is the training area and the big 
camp in the Fifth Army area. 
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Camp Hale is one that is up above. 

The CHarrman. That is the same thing. 

Mr. Miuter. [ want to say this: The Secretary of Air while we 
were out there expressed “I would say a little more than offhand the 
thought that it would not be too healthy to have Camp Carson with 
the same area dependent on Colorado Springs, that the new Air 
Academy is on.” 

Mr. Gavin. Why didn’t he think about that before he moved out 
there? 

Mr. Mitier. I am just telling you what he said. 

Mr. Gavin. What does he want to do, now chase the Army out since 
the Air Force moved in? 

Mr. Mitier. The question is are we going to have pressure from 
the Air Force to move Camp Carson ? 

The Cuatrrman. Mr. Wickersham ? 

Mr. WickersHam. I have been there three times, but not on this 
trip. I would lke to ask 

The Cuairman. Wait one minute. 

We will all get back. Any other member that was on this trip out 
there the other day ? 

( No response. ) 

The CuHatrman. Now, Mr. Smart, you were out there. 

Mr. Smarr. Not to Camp Carson, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarman. You did not go to Camp Carson? 

Mr. Smart. No. 

Mr. Hess. Mr. Blandford did. - - 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

I will talk to Mr. Blandford. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrrmMan. Now wait 1 minute. 

Mr. Rivers, when you were out there? 

Mr. Rivers. I was out there when Mr. Smart was out there, origi- 
nally, and we inquired about the possibilities of this. And I think 
that the Army had told us then and will tell us now this is the only 
area which they have to train mountain troops. 

You have to rely on their judgment on that extent. 

The CuHatrman, All right. 

Mr. Rivers. If they are going there, you have to properly house 
them. That is elementary. 

Mr. Gavin. How long has the base been established ? 

The Cuairman. Let’s see. 

Now how many more acres of ground have you got to acquire to 
spend your $207 million? 

Colonel Suuter. None that I know of, sir. 

The Cuatrman. None. 

How many acres have you got out there? 

Colonel Suuter. We have out there 108,000 Government-owned, 
which includes Camp Hale, the mountain area, and 24,581 leased. 

The CuHatrman. How many you got down at Carson ? 

Colonel SHuter. Will you subtract from 108,000, Mr. Foster. Let’s 
see—73 

The Cuatrman. About 30,000. 

Colonel Suuner. 35,000, sir. 
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The Cuarrman. All right. 

The Committee can understand, then, that if you spend this $200 
million the population will be just about as it is today in the Army 
installation there? 

Colonel Suuter. Except for mobilization, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Except for mobilization ? 

Colonel Sauter. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. That is the situation exactly. And this work is a 
permanent character, is that it? 

Colonel Suuter. That is right, sir. 

The Carman. And it is going to be built out of brick and stone, 
or is it going to be built out of wood, or it is going to be built out of 
glass? 

Mr. Hess. Concrete. 

Colonel Sauter. Masonry type construction, sir. 

The Cuairman. All right. Thirty-five year lifetime. 

It is built to fit the atmospheric condition out there ? 

Colonel Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

When are you going to let another contract now ? 

You have $14 million to your credit, appropriated, and you only 
let one million and a half. 

When are you going to spend your balance? 

Colonel Sauter. We expect to award the housing contract, Mr. 
Chairman, this July. 

Is that for the whole thousand units? 

Colonel Marevicnu. No. 

The Cuarrman. That is only $3 million worth. 

Colonel Suuter. Then we are asking for money from the Appro- 
priations Committee for the remainder and as soon as we get that 
money, sir, we can award that contract immediately thereafter. 

The Cuamman. Well, in view of what the committee members say, 

majority of them anyhow 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

The CuatrMan. We will approve this item. 

Without objection, Carson is approved. 

Mr. Gavin. I might say, Mr. Chairman, this base was established 
in 1942. 

The Cuarrman. Yes; I know. 

Mr. Gavin. It has been there. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir; I know that. 

Well, I hope we will have plenty of water out there. I did not 
want them to get too thirsty. 

All right. 

Fort Leavenworth, Kans. 

Colonel Suuter. For Fort Leavenworth, Kans., we are requesting 
authorization for $8,615,000. Fort Leavenworth is the location of 
the Command and General Staff College and United States Discipli- 
nary Barracks and Fifth Army Relay Center. 

First item is a station hospital, $2,700,000. This project is required 
to provide medical care for military personnel (and their dependents) 
assigned to Fort Leavenworth and the surrounding area. 

Next is C. and G. S. C. academic building, $5,433,000. 
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C. and G. S. College now occupied 11 masonry buildings, most of 
which are old and obsolete, that were constructed in 1859, 1892, 1908, 
and 1911. Three of these buildings are used for classroom purposes. 
One of these is a gymnasium, equipped with movable partitions, which 
is needed for its “designed purpose. Another is a former riding hall 
similarly equipped. The third is a former stable. The other build- 
ings were constructed for administrative functions, stables, family 
quarters, and miscellaneous use, but are being used for miscellaneous 
college activities including administration and supply and storage. 
Present student strength is approximately 1,200 officers. Proposed 
facility is based on a student load of 1,200 and a staff and faculty of 
240. All existing buildings will be continued in use but converted 
to other purposes, such as “warehousing, family quarters, and admin- 
istrative functions. 

Next is communications center building, $262,000. This project is 
part of a nationwide system for relaying military messages and re- 
places the communic ations center now occupying 5,600 square feet in 
Fifth Army headquarters building at 1,660 East Hyde Boulevard, 
Chicago, Ill. Cost including equipment will be amortized in about 5 
years. Existing space in Fifth Army headquarters building will be 
converted to administrative use. 

Next is radio receiver building, $54,000. This project is required 
to provide space for radio receiving facilities to be used in conjunc- 
tion with the radio transmitter building and will provide emergency 
teletypewriter circuits in event of disruption of leased land-line cir- 
cuits or in event of other emergency. 

The last item is a radio transmitter building, $166,000. This project 
is required to provide space for radio transmitting facilities to be used 
in conjunction with the radio receiver building and will provide 
emergency teletypewriter radio circuits in event of disruption of 
leased land-line circuits or in event of other emergency. 

The Cramman. Now you have not got a good ‘picture there, either. 

New Fort Leavenworth. Medical facilities, training facilities, 
operational facilities. 

You are asking for $8,615,000 and we have already authorized 
$1,100,925, and you have not spent a penny. 

You have not spent a penny. Now what is the use of piling up this 
authorization ? 

Now here is another one down there. You have not a good case 
here on the Fifth Army area. mae is the next one: 

Camp Riley. We authorized $12,147,415 and you only contracted 
for $3,806 000 and now you are ah oH for $8 million. 

You are not making a good showing down in the Fifth Army. 

What is the trouble out there? Nobody been hot in behind you? 

Colonel Suvuter. The only thing I can say, Mr. Chairman, is that 
the authorization in general is not ‘funded or that we have not got the 
contracts awarded yet. 

The Cuamman. All right. 

Colonel Suuter. But we are trying to get them awarded. 

The CHatmayn. All right. We know the authorization is not 
funded. 

Why should we continue to pile it up? 

Now that is what is running through my mind with Camp Carson. 

Colonel SrruLEer. These—— 
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The Cruarrman. Why should we continue to pile up—right here 
now. 

I want the members to listen to this: They are asking for $8 million 
more at Riley. 

You have $1,100,000 that you have not spent 1 penny on. 

Colonel Suuter. This is for the Fort Leavenworth, sir. 

The Cuatrman. If you get that, that will be $9 million that you 
have not any contracts out against. 

Colonel Suvu.er. Might I state, sir, that for the $8,615,000 of that 
ve are asking for full funds, and as I pointed out we are designed up 
to preliminary plans and we will award those contracts, I believe, 
expeditiously in the case of Fort Leavenworth. 

The Cruamman. Is this a new hospital ? 

Colonel Suuter. That is a new hospital, at Fort Leavenworth, sir, 
and this is a new academic building for the Command and General 
Staff School. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

What is that $1,100,000 for ?¢ 

Colonel SHuter. Do you know what it is for? 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Colonel Suuxer. I can furnish it for the record, sin 

I don’t know right now. 

(The information requested is as follows :) 

The $1,101,925 authorized since the SOth Congress was for 2 projects: A repro- 
duction building in the amount of $931,456 and an electrical power substation in 
the amount of $170,469. These facilities have long since been completed. 

The Cuarrman. Now the next place is Camp Lucas, Mich. Com- 
munity facilities, $145,000. 

Colonel Suuter. Request that Camp Lucas, Mich., be authorized 
$145,000. This station provides logistic support of an AAA unit. 

The only project being requested for this station is a gymnasium, 
$145,000. This project is required to provide recreation for the troops 
stationed in the Camp Lueas area. No such facilities exist at the 
installation. 

The CuarrMan. You made a good case. We authorized, since the 
80th Congress, $145,300. 

You contracted $145,300 and you are asking now for $145,000. 

Mr. Cunnrneuam. Mr. Chairman, is that Fort Leavenworth mat- 
ter left ? 

The Cuairman. What? 

Mr. Cunnincnam. Fort Leavenworth approved ? 

The Cuarrman. Oh, yes. 

All right. Camp Riley. 

Colonel Suuter. The request for Fort Riley is 5.657.000. Li pro- 
vides logistic support of infantry division and Army General School. 

The first item is an aircraft hangar, $449,000. The proposed hangar 
is required for the maintenance of helicopters. 

The next item is hardstand (aircraft hangar), $53,000. Depart- 
ment of the Army helicopter stationing plan has “established Fort 
Riley as one of the stations where helicopter units will be stationed 
and trained. One hangar is included in this program. Hardstands 
are required in connection with this hangar for fueling, outdoor serv- 
icing, and tie-down of 49 helicopters to be assigned to the station. 
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Next is conversion of building 296 to salvage warehouse, $55,000, 
This project is required to provide facilities for the receipt, storage, 
and disposal of salvage material in order to permit efficient conserva- 
tion, utilization, and segregation of various materials. 

Next is 2 ammunition igloos, $75,000. This project is required to 
provide facilities for the storage of 8,500 cubic feet (1,318 square feet) 
of rocket ammunition, 1,200 cubic feet (186 square feet) of separate 
loading artillery ammunition, and 25,000 cubic feet (3,875 square feet ) 
of packaged artillery and mortar ammunition. The construction of 
these two igloos will permit safe storage of most of these explosives 
which are now stored in the open. 

Next is 6 enlisted men barracks, $3,498,000. This project is required 
to house a portion of the enlisted men at Fort Riley in permanent bar- 
racks. Although this installation has a requirement. based on peace- 
time strength for 13,022 spaces, only 1,896 exist and 1,578 are under 
construction. 

Another item is 4 battalion headquarters buildings, $168,000. The 
barracks approved in the fiscal year 1955 MCA program and now 
under construction, and those in this program constitute 1 regimental 
area consisting of 4 battalion areas. This project is required for 
administration and command functions of each battalion. No other 
buildings exist within 3 miles of this area. 

Next is 4 battalion iaeuinies buildings, $211,000. This project is 
required to provide training and educational facilities for troops to 
be assigned to the enlisted men barracks now under construction. 
Current training programs require indoor study and classroom work 
in addition to field training. No permanent buildings suitable for 
use as classrooms exist at the installation. 

Next is 4 motor repair shops (regimental motor park), $286,000. 
These shops are required to provide facilities for the repair and main- 
tenance of vehicles for 1 infantry regiment consisting of 25 tracked 
combat. vehicles, 333 wheeled motor vehicles, and 171 towed trailers. 

Next item is hardstand (regimental motor park), $155,000. This 
hardstand is required to provide a hard surfaced parking area for the 
vehicles assigned to the regiment (25 tracked combat vehicles, 333 
wheeled motor vehicles, and 171 towed trailers) and for minor repairs 
and servicing, if weather permits. Hardstand does not exist in the 
area where the shops which it supports will be located. 

Next is motor park facilities (regimental motor park), $74,000. 
This project is required to provide facilities for the fueling and serv- 
icing of 25 tracked combat vehicles, 333 wheeled motor vehicles, and 
171 towed trailers of the unit occupying the new regimental area. 
No such facilities exist. 

A regimental dispensary, $119,000, is next item. It is required to 
provide medical facilities for the treatment and care of approximately 
4.000 enlisted men to be housed in the new barracks located over 3 
miles from the nearest medical facility. 

Next item is a branch post exchange, $72,000. This project. is 
required to provide exchange service for approximately 4,000 military 
personnel assigned to the new regimental area. No post exchange 
exists within 3 miles of these barracks. 

Another item is enlisted men service club, $462,000. This project 
is required to provide recreation for approximately 4,000 enlisted 
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men to be housed in a new area 3 miles from other similar facilities. 

Another is theater without stage, $331,000. This project is re- 
quired for training and recreation for 4,000 enlisted men to be housed 
in a new area located approximately 4 miles from any existing theater. 

The Cuarrman. Now at Riley—you are going to make a good case 
there. But you got family housing. 

Colonel Suuter. Two hundred units. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Now spend some of this money, or quit getting authorizations, 
either one. 

Colonel SHuter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Now, without objection, we approve it. 

Now Fort Sheridan, Il. 

Colonel Suuter. Our next station is Fort Sheridan, Ill. The 
authorization request is $1,528,000. The principal mission is logistic 
support of transfer center and AAA units in C thicago area. 

One of the items being requested is a cold storage w varehouse, $260,- 
000. The requirement is based on the satellite responsibilities of this 
installation which include supply of frozen products to Fort Sheri- 
dan; headquarters, Fifth Army, Chicago; Chicago Quartermaster 
Depot ; 45th AAA Brigade, C hic: ago; O’ Hare AF Base ; "A. C. and W., 
Elkon, Wis.; Truax AF Base, Wis.; Camp Have, Wis. In addition 
to the permanent military strength of 1,804 at this station, approxi- 
mately 6,000 additional military personnel of these satellite installa- 
tions are also served from this facility. 

Mr. Rivexs. Mr. Chairman, this is the place he said he would move 
his headquarters to. 

Mr. Cunnrneuam. Yes. In 30 days he has to get a report. 

Why approve this until we know where the headquarters are going 
to be. 

The CHairman. All right. 

Let's read it. 

Storage facilities, and family housing, $1,528,000. 

Now we authorized $242,776 and we have not spent one penny, not 
one penny. 

So that means you are not very hot to build that station. 

Now in view of the Secretary he wants to reach a decision, I sug- 
gest for the time being we strike out for Fort Sheridan, out of the 
bill, so he could have a free hand to make a proper decision. 

What do you say, Colonel ? 

Colonel Sxuxer. I would like to point out just one thing, sir, and 
that is that this cold-storage warehouse has nothing to do w ith whether 
the headquarters is mov ed there and isa very definitely needed facility. 

The CHairmMan. Well, of course if you move the headquarters from 
Chicago—and the Secretary intimated probably instead of going to 
Des Moines he would go to Fort Sheridan 

Colonel Suvuter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. That is what he intimated. 

You heard him. 

Colonel Suuter. He intimated he was studying it. 

The CuarMan. He was studying? 

Colonel Suuter. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. Right. 
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Leave that whole subject-matter, Sheridan, Chicago, and Des 
Moines, open until we get a report. 

Colonel Saver. All right. 

Mr. Hess. Mr. Chairman, Fort Sheridan is a permanent installa- 
tion and they need the facilities regardless of whether the headquarters 
is located there. 

Colonel Suuter. Might I read what this facility supports there and 
then I think that will be enough. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Colonel Suuter. The facility supports the following installations 
or faciilties: The 45th Anti-Aircraft Brigade, located in Chicago. 
Camp Haven, which is in Wisconsin. 

A. C. and W. Station in Elkton, Wis. That is aircraft warning 
station. “ 

Chicago (Juartermaster Depot. O’Hare Air Force Base. 

Fort Sheridan proper. And headquarters Fifth Army. 

My point is, sir: I can see where the support for headquarters 
Fifth Army would be changed somewhat if you moved it somewhere. 

Mr. Gavix. How many men in the headquarters of Fifth Army, at 
Chicago. 

Mr. CunninGuam. Two thousand, sir, I do not have that. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, we w:ll say approximately 2,000. 

Colonel Suuter. That would be—— 

Mr. Gavin Tlow many men does this warehouse supply, outside of 
that particular group as to which there is*talk of moving to Des 
Moines ? 

, All those units are the ones you read have. 

How many men are involved ? 

Approxinately ? 

Colonel SHuter. Approximately 6,000 additional military person- 
nel of the satellite installations I read in the record are served by this 
facility, sir. 

Mr. Smarr. And how many—-— 

Mr. Hess. Family housing does not apply to the headquarters, 
do they ? 

Colonel Suuter. No, sir. 

Family housing applies to Fort Sheridan proper, sir. 

The CHatrman. All right. 

Then how much do family houses come to, out of the $1,528,000? 

Colonel Suvuter. We have 100 sets of family quarters, all for non- 
commissioned officers, that we are asking for at Fort Sheridan. 

$1,268,000. 

The CHatrmMan. Well, I suggest we change the $1,258,000—— 

Mr. Hess. $68,000. 

The CHarrMan. $200-—— 

Colonel Suuter. $68,000. 

Mr. Hess. $1,278,000. 

Mr. KeLiener. $1,268 

The CHarrman. All right, $268,000. 

All right. That is all right. 

Now the next item. 

The Sixth Army area. 

Camp Hanford, Wash. 
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Colonel Suu.er. Our request for Camp Hanford, Wash. is for 
$167,000. The principal mission is the protection of Atomic Eenergy 
Commission’s Hanford Works by AAA, missile, and supporting 
services. 

The only project requested for this station is River Ferry landing 
facilities, $167,000. All supply and maintenance items for AAA 
and missile sites north of the Columbia River must be transported 
by ferry which is now operated at the old Hanford townsite on the 
ast side of the area served. By moving the ferry crossing to a more 
central location, vehicle travel will be reduced by 1,120 miles per 
day and, in addition, savings of $18,000 per year could be realized on 
maintenance of existing landing facilities which require constant 
regrading due to shifting of the ramps. 

The Cuatrman. Waterfront facilities, $167,000. Without objec- 
tion. Fort Lewis, Wash. 

Colonel Suuter. The authorization request for Fort Lewis, Wash., 
amounts to $15,275,000. The principal mission is training infantry 
division troops and related units, including National Guard, United 
States Army Reserve Engineer and Tank units. 

First item is storm drainage system, $161,000. No storm drainage 
outfall exists to serve South Fort Lewis. This project required to 
complete a storm drainage outfall system for the Fort Lewis Reserva- 
tion. 

Next is Hardstand (regimental motor park No. 2), $127,000. This 
project is required to complete the partially constructed motor park 
facilities within the regimental motor park No. 2 area. 

Next is dental clinic, $330,000. Project is required to provide dente 
service for 6,700 troops assigned to a new barracks area. No dental 
clinic facilities exist in the immediate vicinity of the new barracks 
area, 

Twenty-three ammunition igloos, $543,000 is the next item. This 
project is required to provide ammunition and chemical storage facili- 
ties for 7,313 tons of explosives, authorized for this installation, 3,400 
tons are required as a standby reserve, and 3,913 tons are for training 
purposes which require the daily issue of approximately 50 tons. 

Another item is 3 regimental dispensaries, $329,000. Two regi- 
mental dispensaries are required to provide medical treatment and 
care, and emergency treatment for aproximately 6,700 enlisted men 
to be assigned to new regimental areas 1 and 2. One regimental dis- 
pensary is required to provide medical treatment and care, and emer- 
gency treatment for approximately 2,630 enlisted men to be assigned 
to 10 enlisted men’s barracks now under construction in the division 
artillery area. No facility exists in this area. 

Next is regimental chapel, $159,000. This project is required to 
provide facilities for religious worship for 3,300 enlisted men assigned 
to new barracks in a new regimental permanent housing area. No 
regimental chapels exist in the housing area, and barracks space must 
be utilized for this activity, thus reducing housing capacities. 

Next is refrigerated warehouse with central meat-cutting plant. 
$343,000. This project is required for meat receiving, storage, cutting 
and issue, and for fat rendering. 

Next item is field maintenance shop (engineer), $766,000. This 
project is required to provide facilities for repair of 3,357 items of 
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equipment annually, of which 1,731 are major units Items include 
TO/E and TA, depot operating, and R. & U. equipment located at 
Fort Lewis, Mount Rainier Ordnance Depot, Madigan Army Hospi- 
tal, and Yakima Training Center. 

The next item is Hardstand (engineer field maintenance shop), 
$62,000. This project is required to provide for a minimum of main- 
tenance if weather permits, and parking for approximately 76 items 
of heavy equipment per day. 

Next is theater without stage, $335,000. It is required to provide 
recreation and training for approximately 6,700 enlisted men assigned 
to new permanent barracks in regimental areas Nos. 1 and 2. No 
theater exists in the new area, the nearest permanent theater is located 
over 1.5 miles distant. 

Next is two branch post exchanges, $142,000. This project is re- 
quired to provide post exchange facilities for 6,600 enlisted men 
assigned to recently completed barracks in two new regimental areas 
and will replace present activities located in barrack spaces. 

Next item is classroom building, $58,000. This project is required 
to provide educational and training facilities for one battalion in the 
division artillery area. No classrooms exist in this area. If this 
facility is deferred, space in barracks must be used for classroom 
purposes. 

Next is enlisted men service club, $443,000. This project is required 
to provide off-duty recreation for 6.700 enlisted men assigned to 
recently completed barracks in 2 regimental housing areas. 

Next is 10 enlisted men’s barracks, $6,096,000. This project is 
required to provide permanent quarters for enlisted personnel now 
housed in 65 temporary wood-frame barracks, which were constructed 
for emergency use at the beginning of World War IT. 

The Cuarrman. Troop housing, community facilities. Without 
objection. 

Colonel Suuter. We are asking for 400 sets of family quarters there, 
too, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrMaN. Well, you have tremendous authorization there 
now. 

You are runing out again. We authorized $50,387,000. We only 
contracted for $25 million. 

Now you are getting $15 million more. That is $40 million in 
authorization. 

Colonel Suuter. Mr. Chairman, might I remind the committee that 
we are offering $195 million of existing authorization for rescission, 
which will be taken out of these figures. 

The CuarrMan. How much are rescissions at Camp Lewis? 

Colonel SuHuter. We have a list, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. How much would it be? 

Colonel Suuter. I regret to say there is none for Fort Lewis, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

The next one is the presidio. 

Colonel Suuter. The authorization request for Presidio of Mon- 
terey, Calif., is $1,878,000. The principal mission is operation of 
the Army Language School which is responsible for instructing stu- 
dents in such foreign languages as prescribed by the Department of 
the Army. 
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Academic building, $601,000, is the first project. The mission of 
this installation is to conduct courses of instruction in 24 languages 
and provide small classroom facilities for highly specialized methods 
of teaching. Permanent military strength is 1,503. Of these 1,200 
are students; however, the present enrollment is 1,663 students. It 
is expected that the enrollment of students will increase. 

Next is a student dormitory, $1,277,000. This dormitory is required 
to provid housing conducive to homework study for students attending 
the Army Langu: ige School. Requirements are based on a perm: inent 
strength of 1,105 EM, including students. Of this total approxi- 
mately 225 will be authorized family quarters, leaving a total of 880 
permanent spaces required. This project will provide one-half of 
140 spaces of the total required. These quarters are designed to permit 
use of sound recording, speech drills, and record players, with a 
minimum of disturbance to other students. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection. 

Mr. Rivers. You do not plan declaring any of that property around 
the presidio surplus, do you? 

Colonel Suuter. Sir, I do not feel qualified to talk on that. It is 
a very high-level problem. 

The Cuatrman. The next it Fort Ord, Calif. 

Colonel Suuter. We are requesting authorization for Fort Ord, 
located in Monterey County, Calif., for $1,407,000. The principal 
mission of this installation is it is a replacement training center. 

First item is for a post chapel with religious educational facilities, 
$491,000. This project is required to provide permanent facilities 
for religious training and education of 1,795 military personnel (in- 
cluding dependents). There is no permanent post chapel at this 
installation. 

Next item is “2 regimenta! dispensaries, $221,000." These dispen- 
saries are required to provide medical care and treatment for 8,153 
enlisted men in barracks recently completed in a new housing area. 
No permanent dispensary buildings exist in this new area. 

Next. project is for a main entrance road, $97,000. This proposed 
new road is required to provide a grade separation for the main en- 
trance and exit from the installation and is in consonance with the 
proposal for realinement of State Highway No. 1 along the entire 
western boundary of the reservation. 

The next item, “Branch post exchange,” in the amount of $68,000 
is essential to provide exchange facilities for one training regiment 
of approximately 4,000 enlisted men assigned to new barracks in the 
permanent troop housing area. With the exception of a small ex- 
change provided in the basement of one of the regimental headquar- 
ters buildings, there are no exchange facilities for troops in this area. 

The next project is a regimental chapel, $171,000, which will provide 
one of two regimental cha apels that are required for use by 2 training 
regiments of approximately 8,000 enlisted men quartered in new per- 
manent barracks. 

The last item is a theater without a stage, $359,000. This project 
will provide 1 of 2 regimental theaters that are required for recreation 
and training by approximately 8,000 enlisted men of 2 training regi- 
ments quar tered in the new permanent barracks, 
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The CHairman. Without objection. The next is “Presidio, San 
Francisco.” 

Colonel SHuter. We are requesting authorization for Presidio of 
San Francisco, located at San Francisco County, Calif., in the amount 
of $144,000. Principal mission of this installation is, it is the head- 
quarters for Sixth Army and also for training purposes. 

The item required is a quartermaster dispensing station, $144,000, 
to provide centralized servicing and refueling facilities for approxi- 
mately 1,500 vehicles based at this installation for operational support. 

The CHairMan. Without objection. 

The next is the “United States Disciplinary Barracks, Calif.” 

Colonel SuHuter. Authorization is requested for United States Dis- 
ciplinary Barracks located in Santa Barbara County, Calif., for $184,- 
000. The principal mission, Sixth Army Area Disciplinary Barracks. 

First item is “Post chapel with religious educational facilities, 
$125,000.” This proposed chapel is required to provide religious fa- 
cilities for 733 military personnel and their dependents. There is no 
chapel at this installation. 

The other item is a post exchange, $59,000, which is required to 
provide exchange services for the personal needs of 500 military per- 
sonnel and their dependents. 

The Cuairman. Without objection. 

Yuma Test Station, Ariz. 

Colonel Suuter. We are requesting $709,000 for “Family quarters 
at Yuma Test Station.” The principal mission is research and de- 
velopment testing. ‘This station is located in Yuma County, Ariz. 

The CuatrmMan. Family houses. 

How many family houses are there / 

Colonel Suuer. Fifty sets of family quarters, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Without objection. All right. 

Now the military academy. 

Community facilities and utilities, $756,000. 

What is that for? What are you going to do up there? 

Colonel Suuter. Sir, we are going to replace the switch gear in the 
powerhouse. We are going to build an NCO mess. There is also 
aun item for extension of the sewer, from Washington Hall to the 
Hudson River. ‘Those are the 3 items, sir, that make up the $756,000. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Without objection. 

The next is the Armed Forces special weapons project, the Sandia 
Base, N. Mex. 

All right, family houses, $1,231,000. 

How many units? 

Colonel Suvuner. Ninety sets of family quarters at Sandia Base, 
N. Mex. 

The Cuatrman. How large a military installation is there 4 

Colonel Suvter. Sir, the information on these stations is classified. 

The Cratrman. All right. 

Colonel Suuter. These are AFSWP stations. 

The Cuairman. All right. 

Various installations: Maintenance facilities, community facilities, 
and utilities, $3,014,000. : 
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That is all classified ¢ 

Colonel Suuter. That is right: yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And it is all in connection with the Armed Forces 
special weapons project ? 

Colonel Suuter. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. And all in this area in New Mexico? 

Colonel Suuter. No, sir; it is various stations in the continental 
United States. 

The CHatrMan. Various installations. 

Maintenance facilities, community facilities, and utilities. 

No houses to be built? 

Colonel Suuter. Only at Sandia Base, sir. 

Family housing is requested only at Sandia Base. 

The Cuamman. All right. 

Without objection, that item is approved. 

Colonel Suuter. If we—— 

The Cuarrman. Now various locations, family housing $8,135,000. 

Now you have to break that down, don’t you 4 

Where are you going to build them ¢ 

Colonel Suuter. Mr. Chairman, this is a request for authoriza- 
tion for family housing at the various Nike sites throughout the 
continental United States. 

The Cuarman. All right, that is enough said. 

All right. 

Mr. Bares. I don’t know if it is enough said, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. The Nike sites over the United States. 

Mr. Bares. I know. Where are you going to build these, Colonel ? 

Colonel Suvter. This is an exceedingly complex problem. If we 
built them all on the sites and we satisfied our full requirements we 
would need about 9,000 units. 

Now, our request thus far is for under 1,000 units, actually 900 units. 

We are wrestling with the problem of whether to build the family 
housing on the sites so that a man can get to the Nike position in very 
short order, whether to build them into the civilian community, so that 
if we ever have to get rid of them we can sell them and get something 
back for the Government, and we even have thought of trying to get 
legislation to rent community housing 

In other words, leasing it for a 5-year period or a 7-year period. 

We are exploring all those various means and approaching the thing 
as cautiously as we can so as not to build family quarters where they 
might be vacant some day. 

Mr. Bares. That is the reason I asked the question. Because this 
is a very unusual situation here. This is not like most of your military 
installations. 

Colonel Sauter. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Barres. Here you have a small one. 

Now at most of these sites you do not have land anyway to build 
houses ¢ 

Colonel SHuLErR. Don’t have what, sir ? 

Mr. Barres. You don’t have land? 

Colonel Suuter. We could put some housing on the land we have, 
sir. It is true that if we built all the housing on the sites we would 
probably have to get a certain amount of additional land. 
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We are trying to avoid that, sir. 
Mr. Bares. Well, I hope you get into the community—— 

Mr. Rivers. Will you yield? 

Mr. Bares. I vied. 

Mr. Rivers. There is a lot of this land and our subcommittee have 
been in the public parks and the land owned by the city, is that right ? 

Colonel Suvter. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. And they would not permit housing ? 

Colonel Souter. That is right. That would be a problem, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That would be a problem, Colonel Shuler. That is 
something that would require a lot of planning. 

Now at this time we just do not have the land. 

Colonel Suuter. The ones we are asking for, sir, we would have to 
put on the land we have, and we think we can do that with this many. 

I must say, Mr. Chairman, we are urgently in need of something, 
because these men are located in these rather isolated sites. 

The Cuairman. Now the Nike operation is an around the clock 
proposition ? 

Colonel Sauter. That is right, 24 hours a day. 

The CHatrman. All right. 

Why is it highly important that the men who operate it be located 
close by? 

Colonel Sauter. That is right, sir. 

The Caairman. What advantage would it be to have them located 
out. in the suburban community or suburban area / 

He has to be there just like the firemen when the gong sounds. 

Mr. Gavin. Right. 

Colonel Suuier. That is correct. 

You can work a shift basis, but you can’t work it past a certain de- 
gree. Because the Nike is no good when the chips are down unless 
the people all are there and do the job right. 

Mr. Rivers. Down here at Lorton you probably would have enough ? 

Colonel SHuter. Yes, sir: that is right. 

Mr. Bares. I know around many of these sites, Mr. Chairman, there 
is planty of housing convenient to where the sites are going to be. 

Colonel Sauter. We hope—— 

Mr. Bares. I certainly hope we are going to exercise every effort to 
get. some local housing, instead of going out and building houses. 

Colonel Sauter. We will, Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. Government houses in the middle of all these com- 
munities ? 

Colonel Sauter. Of course on Wherry housing you can’t touch 
it because there are too small a number of units, and we are wrestling 
with the problem and it is a very complex one. 

Mr. Bares. There is plenty of houses—— 

Mr. Cunntncuam. This is for the security of our country, is it not ? 

Colonel SHuer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. And the closer the men live the better it is, Colonel 

Colonel Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The CHairman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The Cuamman. The next is rehabilitation, various locations. Re- 
habilitation of facilities for family houses, $2 million. Now, you don’t 
make a good case for that. We have authorized under that item 
$12,230,500, and we haven't spent a penny of it. 




















3764 


Colonel Suter. Mr. Chairman, may—— 

The Carman. Not a penny. 

Colonel Suvuter. May I give you a report, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuairman. Now, let’s hear this now. I want to get this. 

Colonel Suvuer. May I tell you, Mr. Chairman, that by June 50 
we will have obligated the entire twelve and a quarter million. We 
have already obligated around $7 million of it as of this date. I re- 
peat, by the end of this month we will have it all obligated, all under 
contract, then. 

The CuarrmMan. All right. Rehabilitation of facilities for family 
houses, $2,661,000. By June 30 all the previous authorizations will 
have been contracted for. 

Colonel Suuter. By the 30th of June, ves, sir, on this particular 
item. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, may I inquire right there of Colonel 
Shuler ? 

Colonel Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That looks like to me that is a very modest—how can 
you rehabilitate all the stuff you have with that little bit of money / 

Colonel SHuter. Mr. Rivers, when we got the twelve and a quarter 
million, we had a survey of all of our requirements. Now we don’t 
want to take an old house and put money into it if it is not going to re- 
main a permanent type set of quarters. We also don’t want to go into 
these four-story houses and put work into the fourth floor, because 
usually they close up the fourth floor because it is too big for a family. 
So we have held this to permanent quarters on permanent installa- 
tions. And we have limited the type work they can do. And we have 
told them that they cannot average over $2,100 across the board per 
set of quarters and they cannot go above $10,000 on any one set. 

Now, if they go up to $10,000, it means they have to go way down 
on some other ones. We have controlled this program. And we feel 
that this is about what we need to round it out. Now, it may be a 
little more, but that is about it. 

The Cuarman. Allright. Now, outside continental United States. 

Alaska area. Big Delta. Troop housing and community facilities 
and family housing, $3,638,000. How many units do you propose to 
build there ¢ 

Colonel Suuter. Is this Big Delta, sir? 

The CHarrMan. That is right. 

Colonel Suvuier. Big Delta, 105 miles southeast of Fairbanks, 
Alaska, is the Army Arctic Center. This includes the Arctic Indoctri- 
nation School (survival, tactical, and logistical operations) and the 
Arctic Test Branch (research and development functions). Our 
request for this station is $3,638,000, 

The first item we are requesting is a 6,500-square-foot NCO open 
mess—S241,000, This mess 1s required to provide club facilities, based 
on 245 top three grade NCO’s plus 100 transient students attending 
Arctic Indoctrination School. Complete absence of recreational facili- 
ties in this area creates an urgent need for adequate NCO open mess 
facilities. 

The second item is for a laundry and dry-cleaning plant—S589,000. 
This plant is urgently needed as the existing World War II wood- 
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frame plant (20 by 120 feet with 20- by 48-foot addition) does not 
meet the station need and is a fire hazard. 

Next, we are requesting a hobby shop—$54,000. Since there are no 
YMCA, USO, or other similar recreation — atives on this post 
(due to subarctic weather which averages winter temperatures of 1 
and minimum readings to minus 63°, 11 miles per hour average wind 
velocity and 80 miles per hour May winds), on-post recreational 
facilities are urgently needed for the enlisted men. There are not com- 
parable off-post facilities available nearer than Fairbanks, which, as I 
have stated, is 105 miles distant. 

The next item we are requesting at this station is for a civilian 
bachelor quarters for females—$386,000. This project is needed be- 
cause of the lack of off-post housing. It will provide quarters for 26 
bachelor female civilian employees and 9 schoolteachers; 3 rooms will 
be required for commissioned female officers. The remaining room 
will be used to billet transient female personnel requiring quarters. 
The need now is being met by using 13 rooms in a temporary type 
quarters which will not be retained after completion of the new 
quarters. 

The last item is a request for 72 units of family quarters at a cost of 
$2,368,000. 

The Cnairman. Allright. Without objection, we approve that. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

That is the new base up there ? 

Colonel Suuter. That is correct, sir; 1951. 

The Cuairman. Eielson Air Force Base— 

Mr. Bares. Now, this is the one—we had the Air Force base origi- 
nally. We left that, back in around 1950, 1951, somewhere in there. 
This is the new base that we built. 

Colonel Siiuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Now, is this the end of it ¢ 

Colonel Suvier. No,sir. The cost to the Government at Big Delta, 
as of June 30, 1949, was about $10 million, and we spent about $1,796,- 
000 between then and the present. There are permanent facilities 
now under construction amounting to $15 million. And the future 
development of the station will cost approximately $17 million more. 

The CuatrmMan. All right. 

Now, the next one is Eielson Air Force Base, maintenance and 
storage facility, $1,047,000. 

Colonel Suvuner. Kielson Air Force Base (Army), Alaska, is a 
station 26 miles southeast of Fairbanks whose principal mission is for 
the ground and antiaircraft defense of Kielson Air Force Base. We 
are requesting $1,047,000 for this base. 

The only item we are asking for at Eielson is a maintenance shop 
with heated vehicle storage—$1,047,000, This is needed because of 
the intense cold (40° to 60° below zero), proper maintenance facilities 
are essential to keep 480 vehicles (tanks, prime movers, weapon car- 
riers, and so forth) which are assigned to the 6 separate Army organi- 
zations at this installation, available at all times for carrying troops, 
guns, and equipment to the field. This proposed facility, together 

with a similar existing one, will provide 50 percent of the total re- 
quirement. 

The CHatmrman. Without objection. 
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The next is Ladd Air Force Base, storage facilities and liquid fuel 
lispensing facilities, $266,000. ; 

Colonel Suvuter. Ladd Air Force Base (Army) is 3 miles east of 
Fairbanks, Alaska. Its mission is for ground and AAA defense of 
the base and for logistical support of Army units in northern Alaska. 
We are requesting two projects at this station—$266,000. 

The first item is for a gas station—$18,000. This will be located 
adjacent to and complement the new south organizational maintenance 
shop being erected on the east side of Street. 1, between Streets 4 and 7, 
and will replace a temporary station located in an area which must 
be vacated upon completion of the new maintenance shop. 

The second item at this station is for a storehouse for flammables 
with open storage area—$248,000. Due to extremely cold weather 
common to this area, the project is required to provide heated fireproof 
facility for storage of paints, lubricants, and similar flammable items 
which are presently stored in tents and small wood frame buildings 
which present a serious fire hazard. 

The Cuarrman. Without. objection, it is approved. Fort Rich- 
ardson. 

Colonel Suvrer. Another Alaska station is Fort Richardson, 7 
miles northeast of Anchorage. This station is responsible for the 
logistical support for all Army operations in Alaska, including special 
requirements for supply and maintenance facilities and training facil- 
ities for both Alaskan civilian component and continental active Army 
units receiving tactical training in Alaska. We are asking $9,079,000 
for this post. 

The first item is for three water wells (to be used as standby for 
the domestic supply )—$452,000. Since, during February and March 
each year, the flow of water in Ship Creek is inadequate to meet the 
full demand, resulting in low flow rates and requiring reduction in 
use, Fort Richardson and Elmendorf Air Force Base have a written 
agreement with the city of Anchorage to share available flow equally, 
according to population. As the city grows and the military bases 
increase the number of permanent on-post barracks and quarters, the 
water demand rises. The new 2,500,000 gallon reservoir under con- 
struction will require standby well sources of water if it is to be 
effective during low-water stages or during emergencies such as water- 
line breaks or fire demands. 

The next item is for modifications to the central heat and power- 
plant—8641,000. These improvements represent requirements based 
on actual operation of the plant and, generally, have been incor- 
porated in the design of later similar facilities in Alaska. 

Next is a request for an NCO open mess—$506,000. This project 
is required to provide a facility in keeping with standards for recog- 
nition of the status of noncommissioned officers as leaders and vital 
links in the chain of command and is based on serving 2.200 top three 
grade NCO’s. This number of top three grade NCO’s is due, to a 
large extent, to the fact that Headquarters, United States Army 
Alaska is also housed at Fort Richardson. The present 6.500 square 
foot facility consists of modified quonsets and frame structures. 

We are also asking for three enlisted man barracks with mess— 
$2,119,000. These barracks are urgently needed for, in spite of the 
existing permanent barracks being occupied at reduced space allow- 
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ances, 3,411 troops are presently housed in 400 quonsets in dispersed 
areas. 

Another project we are requesting is for an addition to the Alaska 
general depot (building No. $00) —$523 000. This project is urgently 
needed to provide a portion of the 439,342 square foot deficiency of 
covered heated warehousing for the depot to support a theater mili- 
tary strength of 1 5,000—30,000, ine luding Army, Air Force, Navy, dis- 
trict engineers, Alaska Railroad, Al: iska National Guard, and the 
Alaska Communications System. 

Next is our request for roads, streets, walks, and so forth (fourth 
increment )—$750,000. This item represents a portion of the require- 
ments for roads, streets, and parking, with lead-in sidewalks, grading, 
top soiling and seeding adjacent to the proposed paving, to serve exist- 
ing facilities or those presently under contract which ‘did not include 
these requirements in the original line items. 

We also have a request for a community center building at Fort 
Richardson—$1,411,000. This building will provide a commissary 
with a capacity for approximately $197,600 per month sales to serve 
2,470 families; a post office with sufficient space to handle and process 
mail, including second- and third-class mail delivered at irregular 
intervals by boat and carload lots; a PX cafeteria to serve both mili- 
tary and civilian personnel; and a bank. 

A request for railroad spurs and three loading docks is also in for 
Fort. Richardson . These are required to increase Army 
rail switching rate average (19 to 15 cars per engineer-hour) in order 
to handle trains of as many as 80 cars (50-car average) received in 
classification yards from the Alaska Railroad. These proposed facili- 
ties will result in saving approximately $24,000 per year ($10,000 
per transportation unit) in handling an average of 386 commercial 
units per month (19 units per working day) unloaded in the Alaska 
general depot. 

Next we have a request for hangar and : 
This project is required to provide maintenance, operational, and con- 
trol facilities for 9 permanently based planes (5 L-19’s, 2 L-20’s, 1 
1-33, and 1 H-13), and space for field maintenance of 26 additional 
Army planes (7 L-19’s, 4 L-20’s, 4 H-13’s, and an L-33 attached to 
the 71st Division and 6 L-19’s and 3 L-20’s operated by the Alaska 
National Guard). Permanently based planes are required to fly a 
minimum of 270 hours per month, making heated facilities essential 
for normal operation. Present facilities, including quonset and 
Jamesway huts with oil-fired space heaters used for operational and 
storage functions and an unheated nose hangar built by troops from 

salvaged material, are without water or s sanit: ivy provisions and con- 
stitute a fire hazard. 

Our last item for Fort Richardson is for POL terminal storage— 
$2,183,000. This project is required to provide storage for tanker 
deliveries during summer months and thereby permit saving of $350 
per tank car in railroad freight from Whittier. At an average of 990 

tank cars per winter season, a saving of $346,500 is possible, requiring 
an amortization period of 10 years. Both Anchorage and Whittier 

tank farms are required to store POL for units located south of Alaska 
Range. 

The CuHairMAN. Fort Richardson, troop housing, community facil- 

ities, storage facilities, operational and maintenance facilities, and 
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utilities, $9,079,000. Now, that is the base that we authorized $118,- 
188,000. We spent $24,223,000. Now, we want to add $9 million more, 
making about $130 million expenditure up to date, against $24 million 
that has been spent. That doesn’t make a good case, either. 

Mr. Fosrer. Mr. Chairman, may J point out that the tabulation 
from which you are reading has two related but not identical columns. 
The $118 million is the total authorization granted since the 80th 
Congress. 

The Ciatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Fosrrer. Most of that is in being. The $33 million is the au- 
thorization granted only during the last 3 years. The $24 million is 
the amount actually under contract as of last December. 

The CuatrmMan. All right. 

Mr. Foster. It must be remembered in that light. 

The CHarrMan. Still you have more authorization than you have 
money anyhow. You are not spending by any means. Yet you want 
$9 million more. It will take you at least 3 years to spend what you 
already have been authorized 

Mr. Foster. No, sir. 

The CHatrman. Three years—what? How long will it take you 
to spend it? 

Mr. Foster. One construction season. 

Colonel Siruter. In one season we will spend this $9 million, sir. 

The Crairman. All right. How come you haven’t been trying to 
get more money, then? 

Colonel Suvier. You mean against existing authorization un- 
funded, sir? 

The Cratrman. Yes. How come you haven’t been trying to get 
funded this authorization ¢ 

Colonel Suurer. May I refer to my list of rescissions? We are 
offering $3,389,000 for rescission at Fort Richardson. 

The Cratrman. All right. That would be around $113 million 
still. 

Colonel Siruter. Then there is still $2 million more at Fort 
Richardson. 

The CHarrman. All right, add that. You have an authorization 
of $118 million since the 80th Congress. 

Mr. Gavin. No; $33 million authorized since the 80th Congress. 

The CuatrmMan. No; since the 80th Congress $118 million authori- 
zation. 

Colonel Suter. Sir, most of that is constructed, in the ground. 

The Cuarrman. No. You have only spent $24 million? 

Mr. Fosrer. No, Mr. Chairman. 

Colonel Sivuter. No. That is what is under contract now and ap- 
plies principally to funds of the last 3 vears, sir. 

The Cuatmrman. Well, all right. This $24 million under contract 
now is charged against your $118 million ¢ 

Mr. Foster. No, sir. 

Colonel Suvter. No, sir. 

Mr. Foster. Not solely. 

Colonel Suvuter. Not solely. 

The Cuarrman. Of course it is. 
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Colonel Suvuter. It is a part of it. But the point is if you take 
that away from the bigger figure, the bigger figure is either rescinded 
or it is constructed. 

The Cnarmman. All right 

Colonel Suvxer. All done. 

The Cuarrman. Well, I can’t follow you. Now, the book shows— 
my books show that the total amount authorized since the 80th Con- 
gress is $118 million 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Now, of that $118 million you have only con- 
tracted for $24 million. Now, that is the story. And you fixed up 
these figures. 

Mr. Fosrer. We prepared these, Mr. Chairman, at the counsel’s 
request. 

The Cuairman. That is right. 

Mr. Fosrer. And the $118 million represents a 6-year total. It 
goes back to 1948. The next column of $33 million is the recent 3 
years. Then the obligation report was against only the last 3 years, 
All that prior has been built and completed. 

Mr. KELLEHER. In this case, Mr. Chairman, that is so. 

Mr. SMart. So it is 24 against 33. 

Mr. Fosrer. It is 24 as against 33, as of last December. Whittier. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, we approve it. 

Colonel Suv ter. Whittier, Alaska, is used for logistical support 
for Armed Forces in Alaska by operating and supporting a port 
capable of discharging and backloading vessels and railroad cars on 
a year-round basis. Our request for this station is $1,183,000. 

The CuarMan. Now at Whittier. Community facilities. We 
authorized $26 million and you contracted for $13 million. 

The next is Wildwood Station 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman, will they tell us a little bit about Whit- 
tier, ple ise ? 

The Cuaman. Give a little information about Whittier. 

Mr. Bates. We had all those facilities completed around 1951, all 
the permanent-type barracks and community facilities. And then 
you had the fire after that. Now, what is the situation today ? 

Mr. Foster. The fire, Mr. Bates, was on the wharf. 

Mr. Bates. Yes, I know, the pier burned up. 

Mr. Fosrer. That is right. 

Mr. Bates. That is right. 

Mr. Fosrer. All of the permanent buildings have not yet been built. 
ae those which have been programed were either built or under con- 

ract. Whittier, as you know, is on a very small delta. 

Mr. Barres. So I was wondering where you are going to put all 
these things. You can’t even turn around up there. 

Mr. Foster. We are going up. 

Mr. Barres. You are going up to the top of the glacier; is that the 
situation ? 

Mr. Foster. No, sir; we are going to multistory buildings and 
grouping a number of faciilties under one roof, using composite 
buildings. 

Mr. Bates. You did all of that under the 1951 program. 

Mr. Foster. Not all of it. That was the first increment. 











Mr. Bares. This is all on the side of the mountain, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. I know. 

Mr. Bares. Let’s get more out of it than we are now. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is approved. 

Mr. Bares. What are you going to put up there with this money ? 

Colonel Suvuter. This is for a post engineer office, for the shops 
and storehouses connected with the post engineering work on the post, 
a laundry and dry-cleaning plant, because they can’t get their work 
done anywhere else, and a swimming pool to be added to the gymna- 
sium so they will have some place to have recreation, sir. 

The CHarrman. All right. 

The next place—— 

Mr. Bares. Does that wind up Whittier now? Is that the end of 
Whittier ? 

Colonel Suvier. No, sir. 

The CuarmmMan. Just starting. They never end any of them. 

Mr. Bares. You are going to end this one, Mr. Chairman, because 
vou won't have any place to put it unless you put it through the bay. 
They had to put a tunnel through the mountain to get in there. 

The Cuairman. That is right. The next is Wildwood Station. 

Colonel Suuter. Wildwood Station, also referred to as Kenai, in 
Alaska, is a classified project for which we are asking $469,000. 

The first item being requested at this station is a dormitory addi- 
tion to the post fire station, $16,000. This addition is needed to pro- 
vide dormitory space in the existing fire station. Original plans 
called for fire department personnel living in enlisted men’s barracks, 
but experiences show that the time factor involved could cause seri- 
ous loss in life and property. All family housing on this post are 
wood-frame structures, and the loss of a few minutes in getting organ- 
ized could cost thousands of dollars. 

The second item being requested is a civilian bachelor quarters, 
$136,000. This project is required to provide suitable quarters for 
bachelor civilians now housed in enlisted men’s barracks. The pres- 
ent practice is unsatisfactory, due to the diversion of space from the 
intended use and differences in policies relative to civilian and enlisted 
personnel. Due to isolation of this installation, offpost housing is 
extremely limited. 

The last item is a post chapel with religious education facilities, 
£317,000. This project is needed to provide a suitable facility for 
the spiritual, welfare, and morale needs of 530 military and civilian 
personnel and 157 dependents. The additional space—in the base- 
ment—is essential for dependents’ activities, such as Boy and Girl 
Scout meetings, church socials, and related functions for which space 
is not available in other facilities. Presently, religious services are 
conducted in an inappropriate and inadequate enlisted men’s dayroom, 
50-person capacity. 

The Cratrman. Troop housing and community facilities, $469,000. 
Without objection. 

Various locations. Rehabilitation of facilities for family housing. 

Mr. Rivers. The same thing. 

The Cuarmman. Without objection. That is all in Alaska. 

Line 16 applies to Alaska. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 
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Mr. Fosrer. That is right. 

Colonel Sauter. Right. 

The Cuarrman. Now, the Far Eastern Command, Okinawa. 

Colonel SHuter. We are requesting authorization of $45,983,000 
for Fort Buckner, Okinawa, Ryukyu Islands. Fort Buckner’s mis- 
sion is to carry out the responsibilities of the United States in the 
Ryukyus as directed by the Joint Chiefs of Staff and to protect 
interests of the United States in the far-eastern area. 

Many items are requested for the proper carrying out of this im- 
portant mission. The first is for utilities, eighth increment, $159,000. 
This project is required to provide trunk distribution and service utili- 
ties for the next six projects I will mention. 

First of these projects is an AFRS and television studio at Sukiran, 
$175,000. This studio is required to complete the new 1,000-watt 
AFRS radio and television system, the transmitter building and 
antenna field which are under construction from the fiscal year 1955 
program. New radio equipment is on hand and is being operated 
in a 1,200-square-foot quonset in the Sukiran area in connection with 
the old 250-watt system. This quonset does not allow sufficient space 
as studios for live programs, rehearsal, control, and administrative 
required by the new system. 

The second is a dental clinic at Sukiran, $188,000. This clinic is 
required to provide adequate dental treatment (including general den- 
tistry, orthodontia, and prosthetic work, but excluding oral surgery) 
for 9,000 troops in the Sukiran area, 7,000 Army dependents island- 
wide, and emergency treatment for 4,350 Department of Army civilian 
employees and dependents; 29 chairs authorized for Fort Buckner 
20 in the proposed facility, 2 in the Naha dispensary for 1,000 troops, 
2 in the Machinata dispensary for 1,000 troops, and 5 in the RYCOM 
hospital. 

The third is a dispensary at Sukiran, $144,000. This is required to 
provide medical care for 9,000 troops, 6,000 Army dependents, and 
emergency treatment for 4,300 Department of Army civilians and 
their dependents in the Sukiran area.. The facility will contain wait- 
ing rooms, examination, immunization, consultation, X-ray, and treat- 
ment rooms, pharmacy and administrative space. Surgery, labora- 
tory, and pathological work will be done at the hospital. 

Fourth is for three battalion headquarters and classroom buildings 
at Sukiran, $238,000. This project is required to provide administra- 
tion space and classroom facilities for each of the three infantry bat- 
talions at Sukiran. Each building will provide office space for the 
commanding officer and executive, and battalion staff functions, 
namely, intelligence, operations and supply, and classrooms for visual 
and oral instructions to troops on squad, platoon, company, and bat-. 
talion operations. Storage space for training aids and signal and en- 
gineer equipment assigned to a battalion is also provided. 

The fifth is a high school, $3,680,000. This school would be for 
children of American citizens serving the United States Government 
on Okinawa. The total number of students is 1,995 (that is 1,184 for 
the Army, 775 for the Air Force, 17 for the Navy, and 19 for others. ) 

The last of these projects is an elementary school in the Machinato- 
Naha area, $925,000. This school would provide elementary school 
facilities for 600 children of American citizens serving the United 








States Government on Okinawa and living in the 1,457 family quar- 
ters at the Machinato-Naha area 

That takes care of the projects to be serviced by the $159,000 request 
for utilities (Sth increment). Next is a request for utilities (9th incre- 
ment), $541,000. This project is required to provide trunk distribu- 
tion and service utilities for 14 projects: 

First of these is an administration building (post engineer ) , $61,000. 
This building is required to provide Fort Buckner post engineer ad- 
ministrative facilities, including cost-accounting and property -records 
activities, engineering office, vault, stor age space, miscellaneous office 

space, heater room, and latrines. 

Next is a motor-park facilities item (post engineer), $147,000. 
This is required to provide maintenance, repair, and servicing facili- 
ties for 250 post engineer cars, trunks, bulldozers, road patrols, cranes, 
power shovels, garbage-collection trucks, and other miscellaneous spe- 
cial vehicles. The maintenance shop will include body and fender re- 
pair shop: paint, tire, and battery shop; stockroom, toilets, and office 
space. 

Next we have a request for a battalion motor-park facilities item 
(field artillery) at Sukiran, $168,000, This project. is required to pro- 
vide facilities for repair and servicing of approximately 200 vehicles 
of the field-artillery battalion located in the Sukiran area. 

After this comes a request for a battalion gun park facilities, Field 
Artillery at Sukiran, $124,000. This is required to provide mainte- 
nance and repair facilities for the field artillery battalion located in 
the Sukiran area. The proposed facilities will permit efficient and 
proper care and maintenance of field pieces and equipment. 

Also included is a request for 123 family quarters in the amount of 
S2.300,000. 

The next project requested is a battalion headquarters and class- 
room building, field artillery, at Sukiran, $79,000. This project. is 
required to provide administration space and classroom facilities for 
the field artillery battalion located at Sukiran. 

Next is an item for two battalion headquarters buildings, AAA, at 
Sukiran, $69,000. These buildings will provide administration facili- 
ties for each of the two AAA battalions at Sukiran. 

Another request is for tank park facilities, $53,000. These facilities 
will provide parking area and first and oan echelon maintenance 
for 22 tanks; 17 trucks; 16 gun carriages (full tracked), tank retriever 
(full track) and tank maintenance vehicle (full track). 

Next we have in a request for a milk reprocessing and ice-cream 
plant, $637,000, This plant is required to provide an adequate struc- 
ture in which to process milk and milk products under contract with 
the International Dairy Supply Co. for American citizens (including 
dependents) serving the United States Government on Okinawa 
(37,200 adults; 14,687 children). The daily plant capacity (based on 
17-hour operation) is 3,000 gallons of milk, and 1,100 gallons of ice 
cream but the plant will normally operate only 10 hours per day. 
Plant design, developed in conjunction with the dairy company, pro- 
vides space needed and allows a 120-day supply level. 

We have in a request a fence item for the Machinato service area, 
$240,000. This fence is required to provide 32,000 linear feet of 9-foot 
perimeter fence around the Machinato service area to prevent or re- 
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duce loss by theft, to preclude intentional and unintentional trespass, 
to control entrance and egress, to reduce the number of security guards 
required for the area and to minimize possibility of sabotage. The 
Machinato service area is the principal storage and maintenance area 
for Fort Buckner and contains supplies valued at approximately $7.5 
million. 

Another item requested is a finance building, $168,000. ‘This is re- 
quired to provide a suitable facility in which the Army Finance and 
Accounting Office for Okinawa may perform functions not accom- 
plished by commercial banks on Okinawa. 

Then we have a request in for a telephone system for Sukiran, $50,- 
000. This is required for the procurement and installation of the last 
increment of materials necessary to complete telephone and _fire- 
reporting services in the Sukiran, Rycom, and Camp Kue areas. 

Next we have a request for a telephone system in the Machinato- 
Naha housing and port area, $25,000. This project is required to 
provide the final increment of a $100,000 telephone service for the 
Naha port and the Machinato-Naha housing and service areas. The 
2,000-line dial center office connects with 3 central offices of the island- 
wide telephone system. 

Next is a request for a chapel in the AAA area, $275,000. This is 
needed to provide religious educational facilities for AAA troops and 
military and civilian personnel (and their dependents) of all faiths 
living in the AAA area or the vicinity of Sukiran and Futema areas. 
The project will serve 9,000 troops; 2,052 families and 3,300 children. 
In addition, the structure will provide chaplains’ officers, sacristy, 
general purpose room, latrines, and storage space. 

Our next line item is a pumping station (Naha tank farm No. 2), 
$509,000. This station is required to complete the islandwide POL 
distribution system ; it will pump POL products from Naha to Kadena 
and/or Chimu Wan tank farms. The present station is incapable 
of handling the transfer of quantities of POL products required. 

We have a request in for a marine fuel dispensing station at Naha, 
$120,000. This is required to service the Rycom Fleet of 34 vessels (6 
FS boats, 6 J boats, 5 LCM, 3 L tugs, 2 floating cranes, 2 FMS, T-boat, 
fire boat, patrol boat, LSM, Y boat, LCT boat, S tug, BC, BK, and 
BCL) which provides service to the Air Force and Army installations 
on outlying islands as well as to United States Civil Administration of 
the Ryukyu Island. The fleet provides assistance in docking incom- 
ing ocean vessels, delivery of POL products and necessary work detail 
for operation of Okinawa harbors. 

Next is a request for a sea-water pumping station at Naha, $11,000. 
This is required to provide fire protection for Naha port facilities of 
un estimated value of $20 million. 

The next project is a chapel in the Machinato Service area, $83,000. 
This project would provide chapel facilities for 1,815 troops of all 
faiths assigned to the Machinato Service area and will provide chap- 
lains’ offices, sacristy, general purpose room, latrines, and storage 
space. 

Next is a request for utilities (10th increment) , $150,000. This proj- 
ect is required to provide roads, walks, drainage, and service utilities 
for the next three projects. 
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First of these is a central post office, $333,000.. This is required to 
provide main post office facilities for 26,000 troops; 17,600 dependents 
and 4,000 others having access to the United States postal system on 
Okinawa. This fac ility will provide 7,200 square feet for sorting and 
pouching, and areas for directory service, money orders, registry 
service, claims, lo: uling and unloading facilities, storage, latrines, and 
administrative space. 

Second is a request for motor park facilities (MHE), $148,000. 
These facilities are required for the maintenance and repair of 475 
material-handling items assigned to the various technical services. 
The project will be located in the Machinato service area. Existing 
facilities are located at Tengan in 3 prefabricated and quonset struc- 
tures (a total of 40,848 square feet), which are to be dismantled and 
salvagable material returned to stock, and land returned to indigenous 
landowner. 

The third item to be supported by the request for 10th incre- 
ment facilities is a general pastry and bakery shop, $453,000. This 
shop is required to replace badly deteriorated quonset and frame struc- 
ture (total of 17,360 square feet) located in the Tengan area, 15 miles 
north of the center of troop population. The proposed facility will 
provide a bakery and general pastry shop to serve the needs of all 
Armed Forces personnel and personnel of other United States agen- 
cies on Okinawa (of which there is approximately 37,000 persons). 
The new facility will be located in the Machinato service area. 

Next we have a request in for 4 POL tanks (Chimu Wan tank farm), 
$1,230,000. This project is required to complete Chimu Wan POL 
farms No. 1 and No. 2, which are an integrated part of the islandwide 
POL system serving the Army, Air Force, and Navy units on 
Okinawa. 

Next is an item for land acquisition, $30,500,000. The Army, as 
executive agent for the Ryukyus Command, seeks authorization for 
the acquisition of all lands required by United States forces and other 
Government agencies on the island. 

The Cuarman. Okinawa. Now, members of the committee, as I 
stated to the committee a few days ago there are representatives that 

came from Okinawa to appear before the committee. 

Colonel Suvuter. Mr. Chairman, may I make a statement, sir? 

The CuatrmMan. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Suvuter. I would like to state, sir, that the facilities that 
we are requesting for Okinawa in this bill we need regardless of the 
land situation. You understand, sir, that they will be put on land 
we already occupy. And the land question is paying the Okinawans 
for land which we already have, except for one parcel which we can 
diseuss in closed session later. But these facilities are needed. 

The Cuatrman. Now, these facilities are needed on land that we 
own now. 

Colonel Suvier. They will be no different than those we built in the 
last number of years, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Then if we approve this item it would not interfere 
with the construction on Government-owned land ? 

Colonel Struter. It would not affect the real estate bill at all, 

Mr. Kettener. No. The colonel said on land that we now occ ann 
and will continue to occupy. The only question with the Okinawans is 
paying them for what they know they are going to give up. 





The Cramman. All right. Now, how many more acres of land 
are we going to have to acquire than that which you are now occupy- 
ing? And we want to settle with these people for occupying their 
land, if we haven’t settled with them. 

Colonel Suvuter. Sir, I am happy to say since I left the Pentagon 
this morning this subject has become unclassified. So I am going to 
ask Mr. Woht, who is very familiar with this item, to answer your 
question. 

The CuairMan. Supposing we pass over all this until those people 
come before the committee. 

Mr. Keviener. They can probably be here tomorrow. 

The Cuarrman. No. We will pass this by. The next is family 
houses in Hawaii. How many family houses? Pacific Command 
area. 

Colonel Suuter. Thirty-two sets of family quarters at Helemano. 

The Cuarrman. The next is Camp O*Donnell in the Philippines. 

Colonel SHuter. Camp O’Donnell, in the Philippine Islands, is 12 
miles east of Clark Field and 72 miles west of Manila. It has the mis- 
sion of operating and maintaining the radio transmitting facility for 
ACAN, AACS, and 13th Air Force Command communications. For 
this station we are requesting $832,000. 

The one and only project we are requesting for Camp O’Donnell 
is a generating plant; 3,050-kilowatt, $832,000. This plant is required 
to permit the Army to fulfill its responsibility, assigned by US—JEC 
(JCS) agreement of July 20, 1954, for all existing off-island Army 
and Air Force point-to-point communication circuits. The project 
will provide primary power for consolidated Army (ACAN) and 
Air Force transmitters at Camp O’Donnell. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection, the next is Schofield Barracks. 

Colonel Suuter. Schofield Barracks, 221% miles northwest of Hono- 
iulu, Hawaii, T. H., provides administration, housing, and training 
facilities for troops as peacetime garrison; is command and adminis- 
trative headquarters for SB area; is headquarters for the 25th Infantry 
Division ; provides depot and repair facilities for ordnance, chemical, 
and engineers; is the water reservoir for SB; supplies facilities for 
(YM and Hawaii Medical Depot; houses the annex for TAH and the 
stockade; is facility for USARPAC personnel center including recep- 
tion, induction, and separation, and AAA training facilities. For this 
installation we are requesting $3,162,000. 

First of these is a commissary, $645,000. Due to redeployment of 
an infantry division to this command, the proposed facility is required 
to replace the present commissary occupying two 40- by 156-foot con- 
verted wood frame warehouses (6,240 square feet each) built in 1920. 

Second is a service club, $640,000. This is required to provide 
wholesome recreation for enlisted personnel who will occupy troop 
housing at the opposite end of this installation from the existing club. 
Recreational facilities at Schofield and Wahiawa are limited and those 
available in Honolulu are generally too expensive for the average 
enlisted man. 

Third and last of the items requested for Schofield Barracks is a 
cold-storage warehouse, $1,877,000. The need for this facility is based 
on Department of Army survey of all refrigeration facilities (civilian 
end Armed Forces) on Oahu and redeployment of an infantry divi- 
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sion to this command. The facility will serve both Army and Air 
Force personnel (and their dependents) at Schofield, Tripler Army 
Hospital, Hickam AFB, and so forth, and retired military personnel 
residing on the island. Existing cold-storage warehouse, located at 
East Range, isa World War II 78- by 384-foot T/O type structure with 
cane-fiber boards (used as insulation), which have failed and fallen 
in many of the rooms and, although temporary repairs ($30,000 in 
the past year) have been made to permit continued operation, the 
maximum life expectancy is 2 or 3 additional years. 

The Cuamman. Schofield Barracks. Without objection. 

Colonel Suvier. The next is Waiawa, sir. Waiawa (Waipio) 
radio transmitting station is located 17 miles northwest of Honolulu, 
Hawaii. This station has the provision of facilities for a sending 
station of the Army Command and Administrative Network; troop 
housing for assigned personnel. We are requesting $363,000 for this 
station. 

First item is for a post exchange and craft shop, 2,000 square feet, 
*35,000. This station is isolated, and no community or recreational 
facilities are available to military personnel except makeshift or im- 
provised. Exchange items are sold in a room of a temporary building. 

Next is a request for a fire station, $41,000. The building is required 
to house one fire track and provide facilities for fire fighters. Except 
for thirty-five 5-gallon water tanks and brush swatters, there is no fire 
protection at this isolated station. 

The CHatrrman. Off the record. 

(Statement off the record.) 

The Cnairman. All right. 

Now the Caribbean area. Fort Clayton. Family housing. Now, 
vou have never spent anything there. This is new. Nothing has 
been authorized since the 80th Congress. You haven’t made a con- 
tract. 

Mr. Foster. That is right. 

The CuarrMan. Is this a new place ! 

Mr. Fosrrer. No, sir; this is a permanent station in the Caribbean 
area, Sir. 

The Cuarmman. All right. 

Colonel Suvter. We are asking for 106 sets of family quarters. 

The Cuatrman. What military personnel is there? Since the 80th 
Congress 

Colonel Suuter. This is located in the Canal Zone, sir, right next 
to Balboa, and it provides the necessary garrison facilities for quar- 
tering and training assigned units in furtherance of the ground 
defense of the Panama Canal, defense of United States from attack 
through the Caribbean Sea. 

The CratrmMan. This base has been practically finished, because 
ince the 80th Congress you haven’t asked for 1 penny. 

Colonel SuHuter. That is about correct, sir. 

The Cratrman. That is right. 

Colonel Suuter. Except we now have a need for family quarters. 

The CuatrmMan. I congratulate you on having one base that has been 
almost mapped out and finished. 

All right. now. Mr. Rivers, what is the next place? 

Mr. Gavin. Keflavik. 


x 
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The Cuatrman. All right. Keflavik Airport. 

Colonel Suuter. Keflavik Airport in Iceland is a classified station 
for which we are requesting $3,793,000. 

The first item is an auditorium with classrooms, $117,000. This 
project is required to provide indoor classroom training for Army 
troops. 

Next is a request for training facilities, $174,000. These facilities 
are required to satisfy weapons qualification requirements of the com- 
mand. Rifle range will be used primarily by the Army but, in certain 
instances, by troops of all services for qualification purposes. 

The Cuarrman. What is the next place ? 

Colonel Suvuter. That is an airport, sir, Keflavik Airport in Ice- 
land, where the Army has a mission of protecting the airbase, and we 
are asking for 88 sets of family housing there. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Without objection. 

Now, classified installations. Family housing. Now, is that in the 
Iceland area ? 

Colonel Suuter. I didn’t understand, sir. 

The CHamman. Line 13, classified installations. Family housing, 
$5 million. 

Mr. Smarr. What area? 

Colonel SHuter. Oh. These are Army Security Agency overseas 
locations, and they are classified, and if we could go off the record 
or into classified testimony, I would be glad 

The CuairmMan. It is not up in Iceland? 

Colonel Suuter. No, sir. These are in various locations where we 
have base rights, sir. 

The Cuarmman. Without objection, it is approved. 

All right. Section 102. The Secretary of the Army is authorized 
to establish or develop classified military installations and facilities by 
the acquisition of land and construction, rehabilitation, or installation 
of permanent or temporary public works, including site prepara- 
tion, appurtenances, and related utilities and equipment, in a total 
amount of $223.993,000. 

Now, you will have to tell us about that. Now, where in the book 
is all this broken down, so we can get the information ? 

Colonel Suvuter. May I state, Mr. Chairman, that $45 million of 
that amount is an item which the Secretary of Defense will defend. 

The CuHatrman. Oh, well, I understand. We won't talk about 
that. 

Colonel Suvier. The other two—— 

The CuairmMan. Wait a minute. Let’s see. That leaves $223 mil- 
lion, and you take $45 million from that and that is how much? 

Colonel Suvuter. That is broken down into $160,500,000 for Nike. 

The CuairrMan. $160 million. Now, have you that broken down 
in the book? 

Colonel Suuter. On the Nike, sir? 

The CuarMan. Oh, this $160 million is for what ? 

Colonel Suuter. It is for Nike, sir. It is for the land acquisition 
and construction, to complete the planned battalions of Nike. 

The CHarrman. Oh, ves; without objection—— 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 





3778 


Mr. Devereux. I would like to have a word to say about that. I 
thought we were going to have some information before we reached 
this point. But it has come to my attention that these Nike sites 
are being expanded. 

The Crarrman. Being what? 

Mr. Devereux. They are being expanded. 

The CuarrmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Devereux. The individual sites now are being expanded. More 
land is being taken from the communities and people are getting a 
little bit tired about that. I would like to have, personally, the 
justification for the change in plans. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Devereux. Originally they were going to have so much. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Deverrevx. Another thing that has been brought to my atten- 
tion is the fact that although originally they paid around, in this 
particular instance, $400 an acre for land, then they say they want 
more land, and they only paid $50 an acre because of the installation. 
Now they say the land isn’t worth much. And I don’t think that is 
playing cricket with the people w hose land is now being condemned. 

The Cuarmman. I would say it is worth more. 

Mr. Devereux. Well 

The Cuarrman. Off the record. 

(Statement off the record.) 

(Further discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Rivers. We have had everyone of these projects justified before 
our subcommittee. As I take it, they are to be commended. Where 
they find they have to increase the protection of these cities, rather 
than going out and getting new land, to expand the present sites. I 
think that was the feeling of our committee throughout. 

The Cuarrman. Of course they may acquire more acreage. But we 
are committed to the policy of defending the country. 

Mr. Rivers. We have to do it. 

The CuHarrman. We have to have a blanket authorization like this. 
But when it comes down to the particular sites, everyone of them is 
cleared by Mr. Rivers and Mr. Cunningham and then approved by the 
full committee. 

Now, I know some of it is very expensive land, because they are in 
highly developed areas. But that is where you want it. You don’t 
want it out in the swamps and out in the hills and gulleys. You have 
to have it to defend the city. 

Mr. Deverevx. It is not a question of location. 

The CHarrman. Around Baltimore or Washington or anywhere 
around here it is expensive. New York is rather expensive, too. 

Colonel Sauter. And Cleveland. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, I don’t question that at all, and I 
don’t think the people in the area question it. When they go in orig- 
inally and take 17 acres one place and 8 acres another place for these 
installations 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Deverevx. Then all of a sudden they decide, “Well, we haven't 
enough land, we have to get more.” 





The CHairman. That is right. Because they may have to have 
some requirement of the euided missile to justify it and warrant- 
ing 

Mr. Devereux. That is not such an old project that they should not 
have known about that. 

The Cuarrman. Of course they never know what they want and 
they are always expanding. If you ever get the Army, the Navy, and 
the Air Force, and the Marines not to change their minds, they would 
be in bad shape. 

Mr. Gavin. They never anticipate what their requirements are for 
10 years later. 

The CuairmMan. You can't anticipate to that extent. 

Mr. Devereux. Not in the matter of a year. 

Mr. Rivers. They made some mighty good cases before us on these 
installations. 

The Cuarrman. And it costs money, too. You needn’t worry about 
that. Itcosts money. But we have to have it. 

Without objection, the item is approved. 

The next one, section 103. The Secretary of the Army is author- 
ized through the construction, rehabilitation, or installation of perma- 
nent or temporary public works, including site preparations, appur- 
tenances, and related utilities and equipment, to restore or replace 
facilities damaged or destroyed in a total amount of $10 million. 

Now, that is the same language that is in the other two bills. How 
much damages have you had since the last ? 

Mr. Fosrer. We have used about $14 million of the authority 
granted heretofore, Mr. Chairman. There is one minor difference in 
the wording in the present bill. 

The CuarrMan. You see, we granted you $74 million under that 
language. 

Mr. Fosrrr. That is correct, sir. 

Colonel Suvter. That should be compared with—— 

The Cuamman. How much of that $74 million have you used? 

Mr. Fosrer. I don’t have that figure, sir. 

The CuHairman. You bring that figure. 

Mr. Foster. It is the 14 ag: rainst the 42 million. 

The CHatrrman. You may have enough authorization without this 
being in there. 

Colonel Suuter. The 14 million, sir, again, should be compared 
with the 42 million column, sir, and not with the 74, because that is 
what it relates to. 

The CuarrmMan. Well, all right. Of the $74 million that we have 
previously authorized for you, how much have you used / 

Mr. Fosrrer. We have used considerably less than the authorization 
available. 

The Cnatrman. All right. 

Colonel Suvier. The only reason we are requesting- 

The Cuamman. How much? 

Just tell me, was it 10 million or was it 20 million ? 

What was it? 

Colonel Suuter. We will have to furnish it. 

The Cratrman. All right, get that information. We will pass that 
section over, because we may have enough authorization right now. 





(The information requested is as follows :) 


The total unobligated authorizations for emergency construction funds is 
$29,042,892 as of this date. 

Mr. Foster. Sir, there is one point I would like to make: The only 
reason we are asking for new authority is that section 510 of this bill 
before you would rescind all of the outstanding authorization under 
this heading. It was with that in mind that we put in for 10 million 
new authorization. 

That is all. 

Mr. Gavrx. How much would it rescind on this particular project ? 

Mr. Fosrer. I know of about $26 million, Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. What ? 

Mr. Fosrer. About $26 million to the best of my knowledge. 

Mr. Gavin. If the $26 million is rescinded, you would start all over. 

(Chorus of: That is right.) 

The Cuairman. Without objection, we approve that item. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Bares. How far back does that rescission go? 

Colonel Sutter. Fiscal year 1952, and prior. 

Mr. Bares. Fiscal 1952. That is a different situation. 

The Cuatrman. The other language was 1951. 

Colonel Suvter. I believe August 1951 is fiscal year 1952. 

Mr. Rivers. Prior to October 1, 1951. 

Mr. Fosrrer. That is correct. 

Colonel Suuter. Public Law 155 of the 82d Congress. 

Mr. Bares. All right. 

When this bill goes through and you get this $10 million, you are 
going to have $10 million plus what ? 

The Cuairman. Nothing. 

Mr. Bares. Wait a minute. 

Yes, you are. 

Mr. Fosrrer. Plus about $26 million, Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. Plus 26 million. 

Mr. Fosrer. And then on next July 1, the $26 million lapses. 

Mr. Bares. All of it? 

Mr. Fosrrer. All of it. 

Mr. Bares. You didn’t get any last year? 

Mr. Foster. We did not get any last year, or the year before. 

Mr. Bares. All right. 

Mr. Gavin. Just as the chairman stated, you would start all over 
with $26 million. If they move the way they are moving now—— 

The Cnamman. All right. 

Now, let’s see. Section 104, Public Law 534, 82d Congress, is 
hereby amended as follows: 

(a) Strike so much thereof under the heading “Continental United 
States” and subheading “Field Forces Facilities (Second Army 
Area)” in section 101 as follows: 

Fort Knox, Ky.: Training buildings and facilities, research and development 
facilities, maintenance facilities, land acquisition, and utilities, $11,411,000— 


and insert in lieu thereof the following: 


Fort Knox, Ky.: Training buildings and facilities, maintenance facilities, land 
acquisition, and utilities. 





This is line-by-line rescissions. 

Colonel Suuter. Sir, this is transferring $2 million worth of 
authorization in connection with the medical research center at Walter 
Reed Hospital to Walter Reed. 

The CrairMan. Now, let’s see what we are getting at here. 

Otf the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The Cuairman. Then we are reducing that line item from $11 mil- 
lion down to $9 million ? 

Colonel Suuver. $2 million. 

The Cuamman. That is right. 

Without objection, that is approved. 

Strike so much thereof under the heading “Continental United 
States” and subheading “Technical Service Facilities (Army Medical 
Service)” in section 101 as follows: 

Walter Reed Army Medical Center, Washington, D. C.: Operational facilities 
and research and development facilities, $731 million— 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: 


Walter Reed Army Medical Center, Washington, D. C., and Forest Glen, } 
Operational facilities and research and development facilities, $2,751,000. 


Then you increase that $2 million. 

Mr. Fosrer. It is a switch, or transfer. 

Mr. Bares. You are going ‘ transfer the research and develop- 
ment facilities / 

Colonel Suvter. That is right. 

The Cuairman. All right, without objection, we approve that. 


How many of these 1n here / 

Mr. Keviener. This is the last one, sir. 

The CHatrMaAn. Section 105. 

Public Law 534, 83d Congress, is hereby amended by striking so 
much thereof under the heading “ ‘Continental United States,’ and 
subheading ‘(Signal (¢ ‘orps )’ in Woodbridge, Va.:” and inserting in 
lieu thereof the followi ing: 

“De vartment of the Army transmitting station, vicinity of Camp 
Detrick, Md.: 

Colonel SHuter. May I speak off the record, Mr. Chairman 4 

Mr. Devereux. Why do you have a transmitting station at Camp 
Detrick ? 

What is that ? 

Colonel SHutER. May | speak off the record, Mr. Chairman, in 
answer to General Devereux’s question ? 

The Cuarrman. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Deverevx. I might say that I hope Camp Detrick is changed 
to Fort Detrick, soon, “principally on account of the importance of 
the work that is being carried on down there. 

The CHatrman. It should be. 

Colonel Suvuxer. It should be. 

Mr. Fosrer. General Devereux, the chief chemical officer, for reasons 

lon’t know, has asked us not to do that. He prefers Camp Detrick. 

Colonel SuHuter. It is legally entitled to be a fort. 

Mr. Smarr. It is permanent. 

Colonel Suuter. That is right. 
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The CHarrman. All right. 

Now, I want to call the committee’s attention to another matter. I 
want to put a new section in here to take care of a request that we 
build on the naval observatory grounds quarters for the Chief of 
Staff. And it has been cleared and sent up here by the Budget; is 
that right ¢ 

Mr. KeiienHer. I don’t think it has been cleared with the Budget 
as yet, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. The Chief of Staff? 

The CHatrrman. Anyhow, it has all the high sanction to it necessary. 
Where is the item ? 

Mr. Ketitener. It would be a new title IV. 

The Cuairnman. Well, it would come right here. 

Mr. Keviener. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. Chief of Staff of the Army, Mr. Chairman ¢ 

The Cuarrman. For the Chairman, Joint Chiefs of Staff. 

(Mr. Kelleher, hands.) 

The CHatrmMan. Read it out. 

Mr. Ketiener. There will bea new title IV. And section 401 would 
read “The Secretary of Defense, acting through” 

The CHarrman. I thought it would bea title right behind the Army. 

Mr. Ketiener. No; not right behind the Army, but since we have 
covered titles I, I], and III, it would immediately follow the Air 
Force, as a new title IV. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead and read it. 

Mr. Keitiener. Prior to the general provisions. 

The CHarrman. Well it comes in—oh, yes. 

Mr. KeiieHer. Page 64. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Page 65. 

All right. 

Mr. Ketiener. After line 21. the amendment would come. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Ke.cener (reading) : 

The Secretary of Defense acting through the Secretary of a military depart- 
ment is authorized to provide family housing for the Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff and certain commissioned officers and enlisted personnel attached 
to his staff by the construction or rehabilitation of five units of family housing 
and protected communication facilities, including site preparation, appurtenances, 
utilities, equipment, administration, overhead, planning, and supervision. 

The CuarrMan. Now—— 

Mr. Ketiener. And there is a special appropriation provision in 
here which the committee may or may not want. 

It would read: “Appropriations available to the military depart- 
ments are hereby made available for the purposes of this title in such 
amounts as may be determined by the Secretary of Defense.” 

I might point out that the appropriations would not be restricted 
to appropriations for military public works, but any appropriations 
available to the Department. 

The Cuarmman. Now, how much did the admiral say it would cost ? 

How much is it planned ? 

Mr. Kewtiener. I never had any indication. 

The Cuamman. How much is the amount of money ? 

Mr. Kewtiruer. There is no amount of money set out here, sir. 
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The Cnarrman. We have to put some amount in there. 

Has the Engineers had this up? 

Now off the record. 

( Discussion off the record.) 

Colonel Suvter. I do not believe we have been consulted at all, sir, 
in the Department of the Army that I know of on this item. 

Mr. Keiiruer. It is a Secretary of Defense item, actually, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. It would probably come from Yards and Docks. 

The Cuatrrman. No. 

Colonel Suter. Mr. Sheridan, can you address yourself to that 
question ¢ 

Mr. Sheridan is from the Department of Defense, sir, and might 
be able to shed some light on it. 

The Cuatrman. I know this has all been cleared. 

(Further statement off the record. ) 

Mr. Keitiener. There would be 5 people involved, 5 units. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

We have to put a limitation on it. 

Mr. SHERIDAN. Well, there was not any dollar amount in there, was 
there, Mr. Kelleher ? 

Mr. Ketiener. No, no dollar amount. 

Mr. SHermwan. We will furnish that. It was supposed to be in 
there. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Kettener. Mr. Chairman, may I point out there would be one 
more amendment on account of this. 


On page 69, amend the section that is redesignated—— 
The CHarrman. That would just change the amount. 
Mr. Ke.ueHeEr. No, sir. 


Provided that such limitation shall not apply to the unit of family housing 
authorized by title IV of this act for use of the chairman. 

In other words, he could have a house of whatever size the Secre- 
tary of Defense decided. 

The Cuarmman. That is right. 

Now wait 1 minute. 

Now members of the committee, that finishes all the items—— 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, before we go on. 

Can we go back to page 13, at Walter Reed Army Medical Center, 
Washington, and Forest Glen, Md. ? 

What does Forest Glen have to wo with the Walter Reed Army 
Medical Center there, $2,731.000 4 

Why is Forest Glen coming in there ? 

Colonel SHuLER. Would you explain for Mr. Gavin? 

Colonel Apams. The Army Medical Research Institute—— 

Mr. Gavin. What—wait a minute. I can’t hear you. 

Colonel Apams. The Army Medical Research Institute, which is 
an item in this bill, will be located at Forest Glen, in the research 
areas, 

Mr. Gavin. Well, you are not going to do anything in the way of 
putting any installations or facilities in that present trap you have 
out there / 

Colonel Apams. No, sir. This is a new building. 











Colonel SHutEer. Permanent type building, sir. 
Mr. Gavin. Before you go in there putting any permanent—is that 
on the grounds at Forest Glen, this new building will be? 

Colonel Apams. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Before you go in there and do everything, why don't 
you remove that installation you have there now, so you can get 
properly oriented on the site and come along and tear it down later‘ 

If you are going to go in there with new construction before you 
go in there to develop any new research facilities or facilities at all, 
why don’t you get rid of what is out there now and start in a proper 
manner ¢ 

Because you are going to get rid of that facility out there eventually ¢ 

I can’t understand why you want to continue to keep it. 

Colonel Apams. Sir, we have developed out at Forest Glen in a 
region away from the building that you are talking about a research 
area. We have a biologic products laboratory and other research 
facilities located in this area. 

This new building will go into the research area, and is not con- 
nected in any way with the old building. 

Mr. Gavin. Maybe if that facility vou have there at present would 
be removed, maybe this would be a better location for this proposed 
new structure than the one you have far out for the personnel. 

How far will the new building be from the present location ? 

Colonel Apams. About 1 mile, sir. 

Mr. Gavix. Well, a mile. 

I suppose the people there will have to walk the mile. If it could 
be closer to your present facilities at Walter Reed, it would be more 
convenient. 

It would be coordinated in there, rather than scattered away on the 
other side of the area. 

Colonel Apaws. We selected that area over there for the purpose 
of separating the research activities from the normal mode of travel. 
And we want this building over in the research area, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, just keep on now, hold on to that old ramshackle 
place you got out there. 

Mr. Deverevx. Colonel Adams, might I ask you a question? 

Are you coordinating your activity out there with the activity at 
Dietrick ? 

Colonel Apams. I can’t answer that. This is for medical research. 
Medical research is coordinated within the Department of the Army 
and within the Department of Defense. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now members of the committee, tomorrow morning I want to bring 
up three subjects. 

I want the Surgeon General’s Office to have full information as to 
why the hospital should not be established at Camp Jackson. 

Then I want to take up the question of forced-sale acquisition of 
land. 

I want the Department to get some answers or be able to discuss 
why the new activity at Fort Sill could not be done somewhere else 
and not buy the land, 

Then the next thing is the acquisition of land in Okinawa. 
Now that will finish your bill, will it not ? 
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Colonel Suuter. Potrero Hills, sir, the west coast ammunition 
terminal, I believe you did not take action on and deferred. 
The CHairMaAn. Oh, yes. 
Mr. KeLLener. Page 6, line 12, Mr. Chairman. 
The Cuarrman. That is right. 
Mr. Rivers.’ Page what ¢ 
Mr. KevLener. Page 6, line 12. 
The CuatrrmMan. Well, we take that up tomorrow. 
Then that finishes it, then, does it not ¢ 
Colonel Suuer. Yes, sir; except for this little presentation on fam- 
ily housing that we are now prepared to make, sir, if the chairman so 
desires. We have pictures. 
The CHarrMan. Oh, yes, 
Let’s see that. 
Bring them around here and let the committee see it. 
( Document handed to the committee. ) 
The CuarrMan. Pass it all around here. 
Colonel Sauter. These are row-type houses. 
The CHarrmMan. Row-type houses. 
How many families in a unit / 
Mr. Zacurison. Eight. 
The CHarmMan. Eight? 
Colonel Suuter. Yes. 
Mr. Zacurison. Generally eight. 
The Cuatrman. They are built in units of eight, then ? 
Colonel Suuter. Six or eight. 
The CrarrmMan. Six or eight 
Colonel Suutrr. Yes, sir; in that particular station. 
The CHairman. Then they are so constructed that you can’t hear a 
little argument and dispute from one house into another house? 
Mr. Zacurison. They are well insulated, double insulated. 
Colonel Suuter. All insulated. 
The Cuarrman. What kind of walls? 
Mr. Zacurison. Lightweight aggregate concrete masonry units. 
The Cuarrman. Well, why would not it be che: aper—whenever you 
build row houses, you save a wall? 
Colonel Suuter. That is right. 
The Cuatrman. That is right. 
Mr. Zacurison. And utilities. 
The Cuarrman. Then why wouldn’t it be cheaper to build them in 
longer units, instead of eight ? 
Build them like we do row houses here, with 25 in one row right 
together ? 
Mr. Zacurison. You run into objections from the fire protection 
st andpoint, that you should not exceed certain space requirements. 
The Cnoatmman. In Washington City they build 30 and 40 right 
together, because it is more economical when you go to build row 
houses. 
The larger number you get the more wall you save. 
Mr. Zacurtson. Mr. Chairman, you then have to build them in 
more fireproof materials. 
In this particular installation you will notice that the upper story 
is made of wood. It is vertical wood siding. That would not be 
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permitted if they were continuous row houses with areas in excess of 
that shown. 

The CuarrMan. Now give me the dimensions in reference to how 
large is the sitting room? 

Mr. Keviener. The living room, Mr. Zachrison. 

Mr. Zacurison. At Fort Lewis, for the officers quarters 2-bedroom 
units, the living room is 19 feet 8 inches by 12 feet 1 inch. 

The Cuatrausn. 19 feet, 8 inches. 

How large are the bedrooms? 

Mr. Zacurison. On a 2-bedroom unit, the first bedroom is 12 feet 
1014 inches by 12 feet 2 inches. 

The second bedreom is 11 feet 414 inches by 15 feet 2 inches. 

The Cuarman. All right. How large is the kitchen? 

Mr. Zacurison. The kitchen and utilities are grouped together, 
and that room is 8 feet 4 inches, by 15 feet 7 inches. 

Approximately a half of that—between a third and a half—is occu- 
pied by the utilities. 

The Cuarrman. Then the kitchen and utilities area is where you 
have a dining room? 

Mr. Zacurison. We have a dining area, which is 7 feet 4 inches, 
by 10 feet 5 inches. 

The Cuatrman. In addition to the kitchen? 

Mr. Zacurison. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. And it is all a continuation? 

Mr. Zacnrison. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarman. All right. Now what would be the total length 
id total width of the dining area and the kitchen ? 

Mr. Zacurison. That is shown on here, sir [indicating]. 

The Cuamman. All this has central heating? 

Mr. Zacnrison. No, sir. These have individual heating units. 
The CHairman. Individual heating units? 

Mr. Zacurison. Yes, sir; that is the reason for this utility room. 
The Cuatmrman. Oh, it is an individual gas—I believe this is gas 
fired—no, it is oil, in this particular sketch. 

And they have hot-water heat? 

Mr. Zacurison. No, it is individual hot air. 

The Cratmnan. Hot air? 

Mr. Zacurison. Permanent installation. 

Mr. Bares. How many units in the row? 

Mr. Zacurison. Eight, generally; there are some six. 

Mr. Rivers. Is this going to be prototype for the Army, Mr. Chair- 
man ¢ 

The CHairman. Yes. 

Mr. Zacurison. This is typical type construction, though there are 
five geographical areas varying somewhat from area to area because 
of the climatic conditions and availability of local materials. 

The Cuarrman. All right; we will take up tomorrow morning 
those three items. 

I want some information in regard to see why you should not have 
at Camp Jackson a hospital. You have a dispensary down there. 

Mr. Rivers. It is for Fort Jackson. It is not a camp. 

The Cuatrman. Then we will take up the question of Okinawa and 
the question of Fort Sill. 
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Colonel Suuter. And Potrero Hills, west coast ammunition termi- 
nal. 

The Cuarrman. And west coast ammunition terminal / 

Colonel Suuter. Four items 

The Cuarrman. All right. We will take a recess until 10 o’clock 
tomorrow morning and let’s finish up. 

Colonel Suuter. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

(Whereupon, at 3:55 p. m., the committee was adjourned, to recon- 
vene at 10 Tuesday, June 7, 1955.) 





House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C., Tuesday, June 7, 1955 

The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman, pre- 
siding. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, let the committee come to order. 

The first item we want to take up is the Army item on pages 11 
and 19——— 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 11, line 19, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. Page 11, line 19. This is a continuation of the 
hearing on H. R. 5700, and we will turn to page 11, line 19. 

The “Far East Command: Okinawa: Community, troop support- 
ing, and medical facilities, operational, maintenance and adminis- 
trative facilities, utilities, family housing, and land acquisition and 
resettlement, $43,983,000,” of which sum the total amount available 
for resettlement may be paid in advance to the Government of the 
Ryuku Islands. 

There has been authorized $149,565,518. They have contracted and 
spent $74,313,233. 

Now, we passed this over as there were representativs from Okinawa 
who desired to be present and testify. So I think the proper way 
to proceed is to first permit the Department of the Army officials to 
justify the provision that I have just read. So therefore we will hear 
from the Army as to military need or necessity for an authorization of 
$43,983,000. 

Colonel SHuter. Mr. Chairman, the request for authorization for 
Okinawa includes another increment in the master planned permanent 
construction for Okinawa. In that request the largest item is an au- 
thorization request for $30,500,000 in connection with the land, the 
majority of which we already occupy, with structures, sir. 

I would like to take up the land specifically, sir, at this time. 

The Cuarmman. All right; take up the land item. 

Colonel SHuver. The authorization request-—— 

The Cuatrman. Before you do so, don’t you think it would make a 
better record if you would first briefly describe the military mission / 
What is Okinawa as far as the Army is concerned, and whether it is a 
joint base, and give a litle background as to Okinawa. 

Mr. Keviener. May I point out, Mr. Chairman, that there are re- 
porters in the room. Colonel, you are aware this is open at this time. 
The CHarrman. Is this executive session on Okinawa ? 

Mr. Keiiener. It is open at this time. 
Colonel Suvter. Open hearing, sir. 
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The Cuairman, All right. Open hearing. Go ahead. 

Colonel Sucier. I will give the Army strengths on Okinawa, sir. 
The present strength is 984 officers, 12,340 enlisted men, and 1,907 
civilians, for a total of 15231. The permanent planned strength is 
1.178 officers, 15,442 cnlimad men, and 2.500 civilians, for a “total 
strength of 17,120. Now, counting—— 

Mr. Kruiener. Can you give those strengths in open session, 
Colonel ? 

Colonel SHuter. These we can. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

Those civilians, are those American civilians or natives / 

Colonel SHULER. They are American civilians, sir, on Okinawa. 

Now, counting all 3 services, Mr. Chairman, the approximate fig- 
ure is 40,000 to 45,000 itationsd on Okinawa. 

Now, the construction requests that we have in this bill, sir, are for 
Army facilities plus 123 sets of family quarters plus a land require- 
ment for all three services and certain other agencies of the Govern- 
ment, such as the State Department and the Treasury Department. 

The authorization request is for $30,500,000, for 52,088 acres of land 
on Okinawa. 

The CHarrM an. 52,000 4 

Colonel SHULER. 52,085 acres on Okinawa, sir. 

The supplemental appropriation request to be submitted to Con- 
gress at a later date will include $30 million for the acquisition of 
51,637 acres for the military. 

The nonmilitary agencies will fund their requirements. 

Now, I would like to give you a breakdown, sir, by service, acreage, 
and dollars for the record. 

The Army’s authorization request is for 10,138 acres. The amount 
of money is $7,547,000. 

The Air Force : 19,662 acres, $10,314,000. 

The Navy: This includes the requirements for a Marine division, 
21.837 acres, at $6,800,000. 

Then there is an item, sir, for resettlement costs, which are costs to 
move families off of land and resettle them in another place in the 
Ryukyus : $5,700,000. 

Then for the State Department, there is 402 acres at $129,000, and 
for the Treasury Department 49 acres at $10,000. 

That makes your total of 52,088 acres, at $30,500,000 for authoriza- 
tion, sir. 

The CHatrrman. Wait 1 minute. 

Mr. Durnam. How much acreage is left for the Okinawans? 

Colonel Suuer. Sir? 

Mr. Duruam. I say how much acreage is left for the Okinawans, 
then ¢ 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Keviener. (Confers with the chairman.) 

Colonel Suuter. You understand, sir, that all of this land is land 
we already occupy and have already built on, except for 12,000 acres, 
which is a new requirement to support the Marine division which is 
now Mis = moved to Okinawa. 

The Cratrman. All right. Now, get it this way: What is the 
total number of acres that you just read that you are now occupying ? 

Colonel SHuver. 40,000 we are now occupying, sir. 
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The Ciaran. 40,000 acres that you are now occupying. Now, 
in addition thereto, how many acres do you propose to acquire that 
you are not occupying? Now, let there be order in the committee. 

Colonel SuHuter. Between 12,000 and 14,000, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. 12,000 to 14,000. Well, couldn’t you figure whether 
it is 12,000 or whether it is 14.000? Two thousand acres is a rather 
large tract of land to be just tossed up in the air. 

Colonel SHuter. I will ask Mr. Wohl to answer the chairman, if 
it is all right, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. All right. 

Colonel Sauter. You announce your name. 

Mr. Wont. I am Henry Wohl, W-o-h-1l, of the Office of Civil Af- 
fairs, Military Government, Department of the Army. 

The armed services now occupy approximately 40,000 acres and the 
total to be acquired for long-term interest which is now being requested 
is 52,088 acres. So the additional 

The Cuarrman. Then there is 12,000 additional acres? 

Mr. Wont. The additional acreage would be twelve-thousand-some- 
odd acres. 

Mr. Durnam. What is your overall total per acre cost ? 

Mr. Wout. The total per acre cost is a unit cost of $480 per acre. 

Mr. Durnam. $480 per acre. 

Mr. Wout. But this varies considerably, sir, between the highest 
and the lowest. 

The Cramman. All right. Then the picture is this: You are now 
occupying some 40,000 acres. You propose to acquire an additional 
12,000 acres. ‘That makes a total Government ownership of some 
52,000 acres. 

Now, tell the committee under what terms and conditions and what 
fee or lease has been obtained with reference to the 40,000 acres. Let’s 
divide our thought between the 40,000 acres and the 12,000 acres. 

Colonel SHuter. Mr. Chairman, I have Major General Marquat, 
who is the Chief of Military Affairs, Military Government, who has 
a prepared statement which covers that point. With your permission, 
sir, may we have it read ? 

The Cuarrman. All right. Come around, General Marquat. 

Colonel SHuter. General Marquat. 

The CHatrman. Let’s talk about the 40,000 acres we are now oc- 
cupying. 

All right, General. 

General MArquat. Chairman Vinson and members of the com- 
mittee—— 

The CuatrmMan. You just sit right down there and make a statement 
in regard to the occupancy of the 40,000 acres, or any other phase. 

General Marquart. I have a statement which I hope will orient you 
on the whole problem of land acquisition. 

The CHatrman. All right. Go ahead, then, and we will listen. Go 
ahead. 

Colonel Suuter. Mr. Chairman, this is a confidential statement. and 
as such would require that reporters and other people not cleared for 
confidential be excluded. 

The Cuarrman. Everyone that is not in here by permission of the 
Department of the Army will please retire. I thought when you 
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opened the doors you said it is an open session. I see now it is execu- 
tive. 

Let everyone else go out. 

Mr. Rivers. What about the Okinawans, are they going to stay ‘ 

The Cuaiman. Mr. Kelleher, let them all go out. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, before he gets started, I would like to 
ask the gentleman, Mr. Wohl 
Mr. Gavin. Before we get started, I suggest you close the door. 

Mr. Rivers. One reason this land costs so much as it does, the Army 
or the military has gone into Okinawa and has taken the most fertile 
soil of the island out of production, isn’t that correct / 

Mr. Wout. It has taken 20 percent of the total arable acreage on 
Okinawa. 

Mr. Rivers. And this land which you are buying is of the finest soil 
on the island. 

Mr. Wout. Well, some of it. sir, but some of it is mountain area, some 
of it is range area and some of it is forest area. 

The Cuarrmayn. All right, General, go ahead and give your con- 
fidential statement. 

Mr. DurHam. May I ask Mr. Wohl another question’ Why does 
the State Department need the 450 acres? 

Mr. Wout. The State Department acreage, as I understand, is for 
a housing area for certain personnel who are there in connection with 
Voice of America activities. 

Mr. Rivers. And they travel first class. 

Mr. DurHam. But 480 acres can accommodate a city. 

Mr. Wont. It is for State and USIA lumped together. It is classi- 
fied as State, but there are certain agencies that we don’t talk too much 
about. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed, General. Talk out loud so we can hear 
you. The microphone doesn't work, so you will have to use your voice. 

General Marquart. Thank you, sir. 

The most pressing problem to be resolved in the civil administra- 
tion of the Ryukyus concerns the acquisition of land required by the 
United States forces for our military installations on Okinawa. 

Overcrowded Okinawa traditionally has been predominantly an 
agricultural economy in which land is the most precious possession. 
A family of five can subsist on the average holding of eight-tenths of 
an acre. Ownership of land provides social status in the community. 
( Inly 80,000 of Okinawa’s 290,000 acres are arable. There is a popula- 
tion density of 1.270 persons per square mile as compared to 51 in the 
United States. The seriousness of the land problem readily can be 
appreciated when it is realized that it has been necessary for the 
United States forces to take over approximately 40,000 acres for mili- 
tary installations. This includes 20 percent of all the arable land 
and required the displacement of some 50,000 families. This shortly 
will be complicated further by the necessity to acquire sizable addi- 
tional acreage for billeting, training, and maneuver areas for elements 
of the Third Marine Division which are now being redeployed to 
Okinawa. 

The Ryukyus were previously part of Japan. The United States 
occupied the area by act of war in 1945. Virtually all records of land- 
ownership were destroyed during the conflict. At the cessation of 





+ Nang tatiana bebe 5 8 


SSO me sie * 


Por al tie 6. 


i A pada 9 ner 


cpt Ute 


SO am eal 6 Bh orl ale Saetn T e Sae S 

















3791 


fighting the United States forces took the lands required for their 
installations and, in the main, have occupied them since that time. 

No compensation has been paid for use of Ryukyuan land through 
June 30,1950. For the period July 1, 1950, to April 28, 1952 (the date 
of the treaty of peace with Japan), the United States forces paid a 
rental to the Ryukyuan landowners. This was done pursuant to a 
United States decision that, from July 1, 1950, we would operate on 
a “pay-as-you-go” basis in the area. Because of the difficult and time- 
consuming task of reconstituting records of landownership, rental 
payments for this period were not concluded until late in 19538. In the 
treaty of peace, Japan waived all war claims of its nationals against 
the United States. Accordingly, the Ryukyuans have no legal basis 
to press the United States for compensation for the use of their land 
prior to April 28, 1952. 

The current status of the Ryukyus stem from article III of the 
treaty of peace, in which Japan granted to the United States 





The right to exercise all and any powers of administration, legislation, and 
jurisdiction over the territory and inhabitants of these islands, including their 
territorial waters. 

In the same article Japan undertook to concur if the United States 
proposed to the U. N. to place the Ryukyus under the U. N. trusteeship. 
The United States has not made any such proposal up to now. 

A bill to provide organic legislation for the Ryukyus now is pending 
in the Congress. However, since Congress has not yet enacted legisla- 
(ion pertaining to the administration of the area, the authority over 
the Ryukyus transferred by article IIl-of the peace treaty rests with 
the President of the United States. This authority has been delegated 
through the Department of Defense to the Department of the Army as 
the executive agency. 

The commander in chief, Far East, is governor of the Ryukyus. 
The commanding general, Ryukyus Command, is deputy governor. 
There is a United States civil administration of the Ryukyu Islands 
(USCAR) which conducts the administration of the area under a 
Presidential directive. USCAR supervises the activities of the in- 
digenous Government of the Ryukyu Islands (GRI) which enacts and 
administers legislation pertaining to Ryukyuans. 

At the time of the signing of the treaty of peace, United States 
policy concerning retention of the area had not been finalized and 
since there was an unresolved question concerning the legal right of 
the United States to obtain fee title to Ryukyuan land the lands 
required by the United States forces were held on an annual rental 
basis. Annual rentals were fixed at the rate of 6 percent of land fee 
values determined as of April 28, 1952 by a United States Engineers’ 
appraisal team. The landowners have been unwilling to enter into 
leases on this basis, contending that the payment rates offered are 
inadequate. Pursuant to Civil Administration Proclamation No. 26, 
issued on December 5, 1953, the lands are now held by implied lease 
(condemned leasehold). Rentals are deposited in the name of the 
individual landowners with the GRI. The landowners can accept 
75 percent of the amount deposited without prejudice to the right 
to appeal for a higher rental. A United States Land Acquisition 
Commission has been established to adjudicate such appeals. The 
landowners unanimously have elected to appeal. Hearings of appeals 
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have been held by the Commission but no decisions have vet been 
rendered. 

Mr. Durnam. Who promulgated that, the Army? 

General Mareuat. Yes, sir, it has all been done. 

United States policy regarding retention of the Ryukyus has now 

been clarified. On December 25, 1953 when the northernmost islands 
in the Ryukyus, known as Amami Oshima, were returned to Japan, 
Secretary Dulles issued a policy statement which included, in perti- 
nent part: 
The United States Government believes that it is essential to the success of 
the cooperative effort of the free nations of Asia and of the world in the direc- 
tion of peace and security, that the United States continue to exercise its 
present powers and rights in the remaining Ryukyu Islands * * * so long as 
conditions of threat and tension exist in the Far East. * * * Accordingly, the 
United States intends to remain as custodian of these islands for the foresee- 
able future. 

I would like to have the following off of the record because it per- 
tains to the United States civil administration directive, which was 
approved by the President. 

The CuairmMan. Let’s go off the record now. 

General Marquart. I read for your benefit —— 

Mr. Durnam. Why should a thing like that be off the record / 

General Marquar. What I am saying now, sir—the document has 
not been released. 

Mr. Duruam. Oh, it has not been released. That is different. 

General Marquart. As yet. It is a Presidential document which 
awaits formal release. 

Mr. Duruam. I hope the chairman will see it is put in the record 
when it is released. 

General Marquart. Oh, yes, sir; that will undoubtedly be made 
public. 

Mr. Durnam. Or else we will have trouble later on. 

The Cuarrman. Go ahead and read on. 

(Statement off the record.) 

General Marevat. Now back on the record. 

The CuatrMan. By that thought, you mean to tell the committee 
that that is off the record? That is merely implementing what Secre- 
tary Dulles said. 

General Marquat. No: Secretary Dulles, Mr. Chairman—his state- 
ment was quoted for the record. 

The CuHarrmMan. I understand that. And what you have said is 
just merely carrying out what Secretary Dulles has said. 

General Marquart. Yes, sir: it is. 

Mr. Rivers. You ought to have publicized, fee simple title and 
only taking it by condemnation. That is the best publicity you can 
get. 

General Maravat. It isn’t a matter of the contacts—— 

The Cratrman. All right. Go ahead and read for the record, 
from page 5, at the beginning of the page. 

General Marquat. It is recognized by the commander in chief, 
Far East, and by the services in Washington, that continuation of 
the current annual rental basis would superimpose an inordinate 
financial burden upon the United States. On the basis of current 
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rental rate computations we will have paid out the equivalent of 
the fee value of the land in 16 years. 

The landowners, on the other hand, would continue to be dissatis- 
fied with any annual rental payments determined by the United States. 
The displaced landowner receives for his eight-tenths of an acre 
an average rental per year (based on 1952 fee values) of less than 
$20. This obviously does not provide him with the finances with 
which to relocate himself. Neither does he regard this as adequate 
compensation for loss of the use of land which previously provided 
him and his family with a continuing means of livelihood. 

That the problem of the displaced landowners has not assumed 
more serious economic and political proportions is attributable to two 
pertinent factors. First, as has been pointed out, the landowners 
were, in the main, displaced by act of war in 1945. Large numbers 
of them have found employment either in the construction industry 
which has boomed during the erection of military installations or 
they have become employees of the United States forces. 

Second, approximately one-third of the landowners have been per- 
mitted to continue to farm their land (held by the United States 
under implied lease) pending the time when full use of master-plan 
land will be required. If the current annual-rental basis is continued, 
the economic plight faced by these landowners at the time of ultimate 
displacement, and by those to be newly displaced to meet the Marines’ 
requirements, would be such as to create a most serious civil problem. 

Equitable solution of this issue suggests two actions. First, the 
United States should acquire long-term interests in the lands required 
by the United States Forces. In the light of the strong Ryukyuan 
tradition against relinquishing title to land, the program contem- 
plated is the acquisition of long-term easements granting full use 
of the land for so long as it may be needed by the United States, 
with lump-sum payment to be made to the owners in the amount 
of the fee value current at the time the long-term interests are 
acquired. 

Second, the United States should fund a minimum public works 
program ‘to provide for community facilities (roads, schools, hos- 
pitals, water facilities, and power) in the southern Ryukyus and in 
Okinawa where virgin lands could thus be made accessible for the 
resettlement of families already or hereafter to be displaced to meet 
the United States Forces land requirements. 

Such a dual-purpose program would give the landowner the 
United States estimate of the full current value of his land which 
he could apply to relocating himself in the resettlement areas where 
he could continue to derive his livelihood from the land. It would 
be more economical to the United States than a continuation of an- 
nual rental. 

Implementation of such a land acquisition and resettlement pro- 
gram requires the authorization of the Congress. This is most 
urgently requested. 

As has been indicated, the Okinawan land problem stems from 
1945. The dissatisfaction of the Okinawans with the current situ- 
ation is acute. The “military requisitioned land problem,” as it has 
become known, constitutes the most critical political issue of this 
period, with Okinawan politicians vying with each other in advo- 
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cacy of action and a more generous settlement by the United States. 
A Ryukyuan delegation, headed by Chief Executive Shuhei Higa, 
— requested the opportunity to present its views for the consid- 

‘ation of the Congress. Chairman Vinson has kindly provided such 
an opportunity. As you will soon hear, the delegation is opposed 
to the principle of lump-sum payment for long-term easements. 
They propose, instead, a continuation of rental for so long as the lands 
are required for United States bases with annual rentals in the mag- 
nitude of some seven times the current estimated value of the land. 
They base their request on a desire to obtain, as rent, 100 percent 
of the net value of the product which the land could produce (with- 
out any deduction for fimily labor). In addition, they request the 
lump payment of a sum equal to 5 years such rental to all displaced 
landowners as compensation for loss of livelihood. 

The Cuamrman. Go ahead, and read on. 

General Marquart. The Army considers the Ryukyuan proposal 
unsound for the following reasons: 

First, the amounts requested as annual rentals, in and of them- 
selves, are excessive, and over the years would mean that the United 
States would be paying the equivalent of the fee many times over; 
such payments cannot be justified either on the ground of equity or 
United States practice. 

Second, relatively small annual rental payments, in contrast to 
payment of the fee value, would not provide landowners sufficient 
funds with which they could readily relocate themselves on other 
land. 

Third, annual payments would mean a continuation of the present 
controversy over the fairness of the amounts of the rental payments, 
and would thus constitute a continuing source of friction and political 
unrest. 

It has been the purpose of this statement to present objectively cer- 
tain basie political, economic, and psychological factors applicable 
to both sides of this highly controversial subject. It is manifestly 
impossible to utilize certain land areas for the development of a 
strategic military base of primary importance to the free world and 
at the same time to devote this same land to cultivation to provide an 
improved standard of living for the domestic population. The mili- 
tary has had to acknowledge two considerations of equity—one de- 
voted to the interests of the deposed landowners and the other in 
respect of the heavy financial burden imposed upon the United States 
taxpayer by the military base operation. 

The ultimate answer lies in the plan proposed to the Congress at 
this time; immediate payment for land now occupied by the military 
which will be required indefinitely and the initiation without delay 
of a program for the development of resettlement areas for the dis- 
placed landowners. 

Thank you, gentlemen. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. I am very much interested, General, in your proposal 
to resettle these people on other virgin lands. 

Is the situation such that the Army couldn’t use some of that other 
land instead of all of this that they now have? Are the installations 
so firmly developed that that can’t be changed? 
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Colonel Suuter. Mr. Hardy, may I answer your question 

The resettlement—I would like to break down this $5,700,000 and 
tell you where we intend to resettle and how—$2.7 million of the $5.7 
million is for resettlement in the Yaeyama area in the southern 
Ryukyus, 300 miles away; $2 million of this amount, of this $2.7 mil- 
lion, 1s for building roads, schools, hospital, water and power, for 
10 communities in this area. Seven-tenths of a million is to give each 
family $200 for 3,500 families to settle in the area. That is their 
transportation costs and their start-up expenses. 

Mr. Harpy. I would like to get back to the point I raised first. 
Why couldn’t the Army have used some of that area instead of taking 
all the farmland ? 

Colonel SuHuterR. Because our master planning of the island, sir, 
which is very laboriously and carefully done, calls for our facilities 
and our installations where we plan to have them, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. It is easier for you to take over land that was farmland 
than it is virgin land that nobody has farmed. That is the whole 
side of it, and that complicated the problem. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. One at a time. 

Mr. Harpy. I would just like to know. Frankly, I am not im- 
pressed by this argument that because you made a master plan, now 
in order to conform to that you have to insist on taking one-third 
of the total farmland of the island. 

Colonel Souter. Mr. Hardy, the master plan was made after care- 
fully considering all possibilities. That is the reason I say that the 
master plan is good, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, that is one of the things, Mr. Chairman, that I 
sometimes have been a little bit disturbed about, the manner in which 
these master plans are prepared, without taking into account the im- 
pact on the community at all. I don’t know whether that is the 
situation here or not. 

The Carman. General Devereux. 

Mr. Harpy. But I wonder. 

Mr. Devereux. Colonel, isn’t it true that the place where you want 
to resettle these people is an island to the south, about 300 miles away ? 

Colonel Suuter. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. And so that you could not—as far as your forces are 
concerned, you want to keep them all in general on the main island of 
Okinawa? 

Colonel Sauter. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. So you can administer them and have them there as 
a force in being ready to move / 

Colonel SuHuter. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. That has been one of the considerations I think we 
should understand. 

The CuHarrman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. If I can be sure I understand—I am glad to get that 
little additional explanation, which the Army didn’t provide. But 
there are 290,000 acres, according to this statement, on Okinawa, and 
only 80,000 of that is arable. Is the rest of it mountain ? 

Mr. Wont. Mountain and forest and rangeland, sir. 
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Mr. Harpy. The question in my mind is why in the world would not 
some of that be suitable for Army purposes? Is that on the same 
island or is that on another island ? 

Mr. Rivers. The same island. 

Colonel Suuter. Mr. Hardy, there is one point I would like to make, 
and that is on most of this land we are talking about the installations 
are already built on the land. It would mean moving them oif the 
land at this point anyway. 

Mr. Harpy. So, in other words, we have to do this now because we 
didn’t make proper planning in the beginning, is that the situation? 

Colonel Suuter. I feel we made proper planning, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. You made proper planning if we don’t take into account 
the impact on the people locally. 

Colonel Suuter. Well, sir, I think we did, in making the master 
plan, consider that. I believe I should state that the situation cer- 
tainly has been in the past politically and militarily very acute. 

The CHarrman. All right. 

Colonel Suvter. The primary point I would feel, sir, is to set up 
our defenses on Okinawa so that we can better defend the area. 

Mr. Harpy. I don’t find fault with that, but I don’t know why, if 
there are 210,000 acres of land that are not arable and 80,000 acres 
that are, why we have to get one-third of the 80,000. That is a little 
bit hard for me to understand. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. That is the reason I asked—— 

Colonel Suuter. Twenty percent. 

Mr. Rivers. What is that? 

Colonel Suvuter. Twenty percent, and not one-third, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. I understand one-third. 

The CuatrMan. Go ahead, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. That is the reason I asked Mr. Wohl. I was over there 
when you first got on the island. And everything was put right down 
in the arable, fertile ground. I remember the airbase from Shuri 
Castle right on down, right in the neighborhood of Sugar Loaf Ridge. 

Now, why couldn’t some of our housing and the things which you 
propose to build be placed where they wouldn’t take out of production 
land which is so vital to their own self-maintenance ? 

I recall vividly when we were there before that that is the thing 
that they brought home to our committee, that the land there was at 
a premium, the arable land. Now, why couldn’t we develop some of 
our remaining lands? And I don’t think that is impossible. Why 
couldn’t we develop them at a place other than the arable part of the 
island ? 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Let him answer the question. Everybody will get 
a chance, now, if you just follow the rules of the committee. 

Colonel Suuter. Sir, the completion of the master plan construction 
for Okinawa, that is, all the permanent construction for the Depart- 
ment of the Army, would be taken care of by this request for land. 
There would be no other land acquisitioned. 

Mr. Rivers. Then your answer to my question is that the plan has 
to be adhered to and it can’t be varied in any respect as to future 
construction ? 
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Colonel Suuter. That is about right, sir; because we have $190 
million worth of permanent construction built on Okinawa at this 
point, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. You can’t vary any future construction ? 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Colonel SHuter. I wouldn’t say absolutely not, sir. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. How much new land is to be acquired, Colonel ? 

Colonel Suuter. The new land to be acquired, sir, is 

The CuatrmMan. Twelve thousand acres. 

Colonel Suuter. Twelve thousand and eighty-eight acres, a new 
requirement occasioned by the Marine division being moved to Oki- 
nawa, sir. 

The CHarrMan. I suggest 

Mr. Gavin. How many acres do we now hold all told on the island ¢ 

Colonel SuHuter. Forty thousand acres, sir, we are occupying. 

Mr. Gavin. Forty thousand acres. The only point I want to bring 
to the attention of the committee—how long have we been occupying 
that land ? 

Colonel SHuter. About 10 years. 

Mr. Gavin. The only thing I want to call attention of the com- 
mittee to is this: We have fought our way in there. We dug into 
the most strategic spots that were available to us. We are in there 
now and we ought to stay. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

The CHatrMan. Now let’s keep our argument and our thoughts 
segregated. So we will deal with the 40,000 acres and then we will 
deal with the 12,000 acres. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, Colonel, how much of an investment do we have 
on the occupied land now, exclusive of this 12,000 you are going to 
acquire? How much military—— 

Colonel Suvxer. Roughly, $190 million, sir, is on Okinawa now, 
permanent construction for the Department of the Army. 

Mr. Gavin. How much? 

Colonel Suuter. $190 million. 

Mr. Gavin. $190 million. Now, if we went to any other island 
in that area, all of those installations that we now have there, I pre- 
sume, would have to be ripped up and taken out. 

Colonel Sauter. They couldn't sir. 

Mr. Gavin. You say they couldn’t ? 

Colonel Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. But they would have to, wouldn't they ? 

Colonel SuHuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. If you wanted to move to any other spot? 

Colonel Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. From a strategic standpoint, there isn’t any other spot, 
is there, available, other than where you are located right now? 

Colonel Suuter. I believe—— 

Mr. Gavin. For defense purposes ? 

Colonel Suuter. I believe it is fair to say, sir, that Okinawa is 
probably the top strategic spot in that area. 

Mr. Gavin. In the Far East, yes. 

The CHarrMan. Now let’s develop this line—— 
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Mr. Gavin. No; I am not quite through. 

The Cuarrman. All right; go ahead. 

Mr. Gavin. There is no other land in that immediate area that 
would be comparable to the position that we occupy now from the 
standpoint of military defense; is that right ? 

Colonel Suuter. Considering that we are already in there, no, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. What? 

Colonel Suuter. Considering that we are already in there, no, sir. 
I mean, it would be very difficult to go into a new place and get in it 
at this point of time. 

Mr. Gavin. I have no further questions. 

General Marquart. May I say something 

The Cuarrman. Let me develop this thought. 

On the 40,000 acres that. you just described to Mr. Gavin and to 
other members, the Department, that is, your Department and the 
two departments made a considerable investment in the way of build- 
ings and fields and whatever is necessary ; is that correct ? 

Colonel Suter. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrmMan. Now you say the Army has invested $190 million, 
or is that the total of all 3 services? 

Colonel Suuter. That is the Army only, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. How much has the Air Force invested 
there, of the 40,000 acres now? I am just talking about the 40,000 
acres, 

Colonel SuHuter. Mr. Chairman, I can’t answer that, but I can tell 
you that $310 million is roughly the Navy, Air Force, and Army. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Now, the committee can understand on 
the 40,000 acres, $310 million has been spent by the 3 services; is that 
correct ? 

Colonel Suuter. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarman. Now, what is the type of construction? Is it tem- 
porary or permanent? 

Colonel Suvuter. That is permanent typhoon resistant, earthquake 
resistant. It is quite expensive construction, sir. 

The Cuarman. And we are compensating the people by paying a 
6-percent rental ; is that it? 

Colonel Suuter. Is that right, Mr. Wohl? 

Mr. Won. Yes. We have been paying since April 28, 1952, a rental 
based on fee value as of April 28, 1952, and the annual rent being 6 
percent of the fee value. 

The Cuatrman. And that date was the date we made the treaty 
with Japan? 

Mr. Wont. That is correct, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. No compensation was paid for occupancy from the 
date of the actual physical occupancy during the war down to $1952? 

Mr. Wont. Nothing was paid from the time of taking, which was 
generally in 1945, until July 1, 1950. From July 1, 1950 to April 28, 
1952 we paid a rental based on 6 percent of the fee value as of July 1, 
1950. But 

The CuarrmMan. Now 











Mr. Durnam. It was occupied by Japan. We had the treaty. In 
the treaty settlement we didn’t assess any damage for this thing. That 
is exactly what happened. 

Mr. Wont. Yes, sir. 


+ 
> 
= 


mies 

















vie CSB, Lee a ee AOL Ce ee A OT 


3799 


Mr. DurHam. And then we are having to pay for it again. 

The CHatrMan. Now, since 1952, we have been paying 6 percent of 
the assessed value of the land; is that correct ? 

Mr. Wout. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And did I read correctly in here where you said 
that amounted to about $20 for each 

Mr. Woutu. For the average holding of about eight-tenths of an 
acre, on the average the landowner gets a little under $20. 

Mr. Durnam. How did you establish ownership after all the records 
were destroyed ¢ 

Mr. Wont. The ownership was reestablished, sir, by a method 
whereby the individual landowner came into the land registry offices 
and made a certification as to the perimeter of his land. He had to 
bring with him two adjoining neighbors, who also certified that that 
was the area which he had owned, the theory being that they would 
not, against their own interests, certify to the wrong area. 

Mr. Duruam. I wonder who, then, would give us title to it, if he 
was a good title lawyer now, under such a system as that. 

Mr. Rivers. They established it by error. 

Colonel SuHuter. We are not asking for title as such. 

Mr. Duruam. We spent an awful lot of money. 

The CHarrMan. Let’s get back to what I was trying to develop for 
the committee. Every body will get a chance. 

Mr. Bares. Go ahead and finish. No hurry. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. Wiutson. Go ahead. 

The Carman. Go ahead. Let’s get it all. 

Mr. Barres. Mr. Chairman, it is obvious from what is indicated here 
they are trying to take us for a joyride. But I just wonder now, going 
back prior to 1945, when the Japanese troops were in there, what was 
the arrangement that the Japanese had with these people ? 

Mr. Wont. The Japanese had bases on the island. They had taken 
the land which they required and paid for it. 

Mr. Bares. Now, how would the values and terms compare with 
what are offered here? 

Mr. Wout. I don’t know what the values were, sir, but my under- 
standing is when the Japanese paid for it they had two tables. At 
one table they paid for it, and at the next table they took the money 
back and put it in postal savings. [ Laughter. | 

Mr. Bares. The same as everybody else. 

The Cxuarrman. Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, before we leave that point, it seems to 
me that from a bargaining point of view we should know exactly 
what. the Japanese — Because, as far as I know, these people still 
like to go back under J apanese SOV ereignty, unless they have changed 
in the last year or so. They are still more pro-Japanese than they 
are pro-American, unless it has changed in the last 2 years. Now, 
what is that situation today ? 

General Marquar. I just wanted to say that when we first talked 
land to the Okinawans the first assessment of values was made by the 
Hypothic Bank of Japan, and on the basis of its experience and ree- 
ords. Since that time the engineers have increased the value of the 
land in two subsequent evaluations. Do you know what the amounts 
of increase were / 
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Mr. Wout. Yes. The original valuation, as of July 1, 1950, made 
by the Hypothic Bank of Japan for the United States Army, valued 
the acreage which we then held, which was about 45,000 acres, at $10 
million, roughly. There was a subsequent evaluation by the engineers 
as of April 28, 1952, which placed the land value for slightly smaller 
acreage, forty-some-odd-thousand acres, at 70 percent higher than the 
Hypothic Bank valuation. 

And the valuation upon which the request is now being made is as 
of July 1, 1954, where again the engineers revalued to find out what 
the current fee value is. 

The CHarrman. Now—— 

Mr. Bares. And 

Mr. Wout. And this increased the value again by roughly 40 per- 
cent. 

Mr. Bares. And the bank’s determination must have been con- 
siderably in excess of what the Japanese had even before they took it 
away. 

Mr. Wout. I understand that the Japanese Hypothic Bank evalua- 
tion was made on the basis that was common to Japan and that should 
have been the one followed by the Japanese Army when they took land. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bates, are you finished ! 

Mr. Bates. Yes; I think I am. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. Witson. What percentage of the acreage that we hold there, 
that 40,000, is good farmland ? 

Mr. Wout. We have exactly 16,000 acres of the 40,000 acres which 
is arable. 

Mr. Wiutson. About a third? 

Mr. Wout. That is correct. 

The Cuarrmayn. All right. 

Mr. Wirson. What is the average value of the arable land? You 
said $480 an acre for the total average. But what is the best value? 
What is the highest value? 

Mr. Wont. It depends upon the type of land, sir. There is dry 
farmland on which they raise sweet potatoes and then there is paddy 
land on which they raise rice. The paddy land is extremely saleable 
as compared to the dry farmland. I do not have the figures available 
directly in front of me. 

The CuHarrman. Mr. Johnson. 

Mr. Jounson. Isn't this the situation, Colonel! We are there with 
a big permanent base, the biggest one out in that part of the world. 
I don’t see how you can find any way to solve this except to move the 
people out of there so we will be in complete command. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Miller 

Mr. JoHnson. Wait a minute. Let him answer that. 

Colonel Suvu.er. You mean move them completely off Okinawa, sir? 
Everybody ? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes. Get them on another island. 

Colonel Suvuter. Sir, if we possibly can, we would like to work it 
out so as to carry out our mission and move the fewest number of 
people. That is what we are trying to do. 

Mr. Jounson. I know, but you are yoing to have this continual 
trouble, all the time. 
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Colonel Suuter. We feel if we give them a fair payment for their 
land and resettle them elsewhere, that we will take care of the situa- 
tion, sir, if the payment is fair. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Miller. 

Mr. Mutter. Mr. Wohl, you just told Mr. Wilson that 16,000 of the 
40,000 acres that we now hold is arable. 

Mr. Wont. That is correct. 

Mr. Mitier. We propose buying 12,000 more; is that correct? How 
much of that 12,000 is arable ¢ 

Mr. Wont. Of the 12,000, a maximum of 3,000 acres is arable. We 
are endeavoring at the present time to reduce that 3,000 as much as 
possible by substituting other land. 

The Cuarrman. I suggest 

Mr. Miter. In other words, you are trying to correct the condition 
that did exist? 

Mr. Wout. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Miuier. And not take arable land now ? 

Mr. Wout. And not take arable land now. As I indicated we 
originally held 45,000 acres. We have given back to the Okinawans 
some 5,000 acres, and we are trying at all times to limit the arable 
acreage. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Now, let’s get back to the 40,000 acres 
and keep on that until we reach a decision as to what is the proper 
thing to do. 

Now, since 1952 you had some agreement with the landowners to 
pay them 6 percent; is that correct / 

Mr. Wout. We have been paying them. They haven’t agreed to it. 

The Cuairrman. Well, they have been accepting 75 percent of it. 

Mr. Wout. That is correct, sir. 

The CuHamman. And they are holding the balance until final adjust- 
ment. Now, of the 40,000 acres 

Mr. Gavin. At that point, Mr. Chairman. 

Are the payments up to date, or are you back in your payments ? 

Mr. Wont. The payments run through June 30, 1954. The cur- 
rent fiscal year has not yet been paid. It would be due as of the end 
of this month. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Now, of the 40,000 acres, how many 
acres were occupied by the Japanese ? 

Mr. Parrerson. All of it. 

The CuatrMan. Oh, no; it wasn’t. 

Mr. DurHam. They took the whole thing. 

The CuHarrmMan. No. 

Mr. Wout. I do not have such information. Perhaps the engineers 
can answer that question. 

The Cuairman. Of course they didn’t take it all. 

Colonel Suter. 1,575 acres, sir. 

The Cuatrman. 1,500. 

1,500 of the 40,000 acres was occupied by Japan. Then when we 
went in there and conquered the island, to maintain our proper de- 
fense and to carry out our policies we found it necessary to acquire 
some 40,000 acres; is that correct ? 

Mr. Wout. That is correct. 

The CuarrmMan. We spent some $300 million on it. Now, you pro- 
pose to acquire an easement of the 40,000 acres, based upon the fair- 
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market value of the land, and pay them an easement use instead of 
paying the fee; is that correct ? 

Mr. Wout. That is correct. 

Colonel Suuier. A long-term easement, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Now, what would that cost to settle, on the 40,000 
acres, upon its present value, an easement of 99 years or whatever 
you want to term it? What would that cost ? 

Colonel SHuter. We have the figures for the 52,000 acres, rather 
than for the 40,000. 

The Cuarrman. Let's forget the 12,000. Let’s get rid of the 40,000 
first. We can take that up later on. 

Mr. Wout. | would say, as an approximation, for the 40,000 acres, 
the proportion would be between $18 million and $19 million. 

The Cuarrman. Between $18 million and $19 million? 

Colonel Suvuter. That is correct. 

Mr. Durnam. You have 52,000 acres. Multiply that by $480 and 
see what vou get. 

Colonel Suvuter. We are talking about 40,000 acres now. 

The Cuatrman. We are going to deal with the new acquisition. 
But you first have to settle what we already occupy. 

Mr. Wout. May I clarify? 

The 52,088 acres comes to a total for acquisition of $24.8 million. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. That is the total. 

Mr. Wont. The remaining $5.7 million is for resettlement. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Wout. Now, of the $24.8 million for the 40,000 acres, we now 
hold, my estimate is that it would run between $18 million and $19 
million. 

The CHarrmMan. $18 million and $19 million. 

Mr. DurHam. You are already obligated for that under agreement. 
You are already obligated for the 40,000 acres under agreement at the 
present time, aren’t you / 

Mr. Wout. At the present time the 40,000 acres we are occupying 
under an annual rental arrangement. 

Mr. DurHam. Yes; but you have agreed to the agreement to pay 
them so much, and they haven’t accepted it all, but you already made 
an agreement with them for the 40,000 acres. 

Mr. Wout. No. I am trying to clarify this, sir. We do not at the 
present time have any authority to acquire land in the Ryukyus Is- 
lands other than through leasehold. 

Mr. Durnam. Through leasehold. 

Mr. Wonu. We are today asking for authority for long-term 
acquisition. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Now, then, it will take about $18 mil- 
lion from your standpoint to settle the claim ? 

Mr. Wont. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. Of the 40,000 acres. 

Mr. Wout. Right. 

The CuairmMan. Then you will obtain an easement or a lease—what 
are you going to call it, an easement or a lease ? 

Mr. Wout. A long-term easement. 

The CuarrmMan. A long-term easement. 

Mr. Durnam. You don’t get any credit, then, for what you already 
spent, under this agreement, leasing agreement ? 
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Mr. Wout. No. We would pay from the time of the acquisition 
of the long-term easement 

Colonel Suver. That is right. 

Mr. Won. The fee value of the land. 

Mr. Durnam. No credit for what you already spent ? 

Mr. Wout. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. On the point developed by Mr. Durham: The 6 
percent—75 percent of it which is being received by the individual 
owner—wouldn’t apply as a credit if you | obtained the long-term lease 
on the property. 

Mr. Wout. That is correct, sir. 

The CHarrman. Because you occupied it during that time. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, right there. And you have testified 
that that is not satisfactory to the Okinawans. 

Mr. Wout. The Okinawans are not satisfied with the amount of 
the rental. They would not be satisfied, as you will hear, with the 
amount of the fee value as we have determined it. 

Mr. Rivers. This proposition is not satisfactory with these people, 
-———— 

The CHarrman. Now—— 

Mr. Rivers. Wait a minute, now. So it is not going to make the 
population any more satisfied. So you still got that problem facing 
you. 

Mr. Cunntncuam. Mr. Chairman 

The CuarrMan. Now, gettng back to the line of my thinking. The 
point raised by Mr. Durham would apply in the United States, would 
it not? If you lease a piece of property in the United States and 
then later on obtain an easement, why, you don’t pay back or get a 
credit for that which you have already paid in rental, unless there is 
a contract to that effect. So it is the same principle. 

Mr. Keviener. (Aside to chairman.) 

Mr. Cunntnouam. Mr. Chairman, may I ask if this land is worth 
$450 an acre? That is what it comes to, $18 million for 40,000. 

Mr. Won. Well, sir, it depends upon the point of view. To the 
Okinawans 

Mr. Cunnincuam. What kind of land is it? 

Mr. Wont. It is land from which the Okinawans have been deriving 
a living and it is land in an area in the Asiatic sphere where land is 
very scarce. It is not comparable to land in Texas. | Laughter. | 

Mr. Rivers. I hope not. 

Mr. Witson. How about Iowa? 

Mr. Cunnineuam. Is anything? 

The CuarrMan. Let’s get back 

Mr. Gavin. They are basing their price on the produce that they 
may grow on the land, that that land would be worth—how do they 
arrive at the $480? What are they basing that on ? 

Mr. Wont. The figures which we have were derived by the Corps 
of Engineers, using the standard methods of appraisal and are sup- 
posed ‘to be in line with the going market values in Okinawa. The 
Okinawans on the other hand say vif you want to pay them for their 
land, they want to get a payment in relation to the yield which the 
land would give to them if they were on it and were using it con- 
tinually to derive a livelihood. 
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The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Gavin. What do they think it is worth on that basis? 

Mr. Wou.. They think it is worth eight times as much as we do. 

Mr. Gavin. In other words, we established a value of $450 an acre, 
and they say it is worth 8 times that, or $3,600 an acre? 

Ao CHAIRMAN. Well, that is exactly, Mr. Gavin, what the people 

1 New Iberia, in Louisiana, on the airbase, are making their cal- 
cuation on, the ear ning power of the land over a period of years. 

All right. Now, this is the issue, then: The program contemplates 
the acquisition of long-term easements granting full use of the land for 
so long as it may be needed by the United States, with lump-sum pay- 
ment to be made to the owner in the amount of the fee value current at 
the time the land interests are acquired. 

Colonel Suuter. That is correct. 

The CuatrmMan. And that will cost, for the 40,000 acres, some $18 
million or $19 million ¢ 

Mr. Wout. I would like to throw a caveat in there, sir, and point 
out that we are using the valuations as of July 1, 1954. The a. 
term interests would be obtained at some date in the future. And we 
are aware of the fact that land values are rising. So it could very well, 
at the time the interests are acquired, come to a higher figure. 

The CuHarrMan. Well, that may be true, but all you are basing it on 
is the fair market value at the time the contract was signed. 

Mr. Wont. That is correct, sir. [Further chorus of “That is right.” ] 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, may I ask another question about the 
casements ¢ 

The Cuamman. Let me get through. TI have been trying to get 
this thing developed so you can understand it. I don’t think many 
of the quest ions that have been asked in here is getting right down to 
what you have to decide. 

With deference to Mr. Hardy’s desire for information, I will yield. 

Mr. Harpy. I didn’t mean to interrupt you. 

The Cuairman. Oh, no; I have a heap to ask. 

Mr. Harpy. I will defer to you, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. Go ahead, Mr. Hardy. 

All right, now, and to that proposal these people are very much 
opposed. Now, what is their contention ? 

Mr. Wont. Their contention is that a landowner who has farmland 
from which he and his family have been deriving a livelihood who is 
deposed from that farm is in essence losing his source of livelihood. 
‘They say in the first instance they should receive a rental ad infinitum, 
us long as we are to stay there, based upon the net yield from the 
land, and they would say an acre of farmland would y ield them about 

$350 to $400 a year, and in that net yield they say, “Don’t deduct 
anything for family labor which goes into the cost, only take out-of- 
pocket costs out of the gross to get to the net.” 

In addition to this annual rental which they want to get, so that 
being off the land they would have just as muc h money as ‘they would 
have if they were on it and had worked it, they w ant five times that 
umount as a lump sum payment to compensate for the loss of liveli- 
hood. 

The Cuarman. All right. Let’s analyze that. One minute. 

Now, isn’t it true that the true value is based upon the yield of the 
land? If the land had a very poor yield per acre, then that is the 
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value of the land. The value, the true value of land here, and every- 
where else, is dependent upon its productivity. 

Mr. Wont. Yes. 

The Cuairman. If it is productive land, of course that is the value 
of the land. 

Mr. Durnam. That is the new theory, to have a year’s guaranty. 

The CHarrmMan. It is not a yearly guaranty. If you have a farm 
that is making a bale of cotton to the acre and the cotton crop is 
worth $200 a bale, why, of course the production of that field and that 
farm is based on the vield, and which is the market value of that piece 
of property. 

In other words, if you have a house that you are renting and you are 
getting $75 a month, the value of the property is based upon the 
income of the piece of property. Now, I am not talking about the 
other phase. I am talking about the market value of the property. 
And I am not talking about putting his labor in without any costs. Of 
course, all those things are figured in there. 

Now, that is the issue before the committee. And the whole thing 
boils down as to whether or not we approve the long-term lease of 
the 40,000 acres. 

Colonel Suuter. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. And they take the position that they don’t want to 
dispose of the fee. We are letting them retain the fee. And all we 
want to pay them is the true market value of their property. 

Colonel Sauter. Right. 

Mr. Wonu. That is correct. 

Colonel Suvuter. That is correct. That is it. 

The CuHarman. Now, let’s wait 1 minute. If we approve the 40,- 
000, let’s go to the 12,000. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question there? 

Mr. Harpy. Have we approved the 40,000? 

The CuarrMan. No, we haven’t approved it. I just said if we are 
through with it. 

Mr. Devereux. What will the Okinawans have to pay for the land 
down in the southern island if they choose to resettle down there / 

Mr. Wout. On the southern island there is a considerable amount 
of former Japanese Government Land, and the value that they would 
have to pay in Yalyama would be set at a rate comparable to the 
values received in Okinawa for the land which the United States 
has taken from them. 

There also would be a possibility that they could get 314 times as 
much land in the southern islands in lieu of receiving any payment 
for the land taken by the United States in Okinawa, if they want to 
do it on that basis. 

Mr. Deverevx. And in view of that, it seems to me they are getting 
a very good break on the whole proposition. 

Mr. Durnam. Your proposal, though, would give them $2,000 to 
go down there. 

The CuarrmMan. $200. 

Colonel Suuer. $200 a family, sir, plus building them utilities, 
community facilities, such as schools, and so forth, to give them a 
start. 

Mr. Doyte. Mr. Chairman. 
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The Cyaan. Mr. Doyle. 

Mr. Doy te. Is the land on the southern island equally tillable and 
arable? 

Mr. Wout. With development, sir. 

Mr. Doyte. Sir? 

Mr. Wouu. With development, sir. 

Mr. Doytr. Well, I want to know now is it equally tillable. Will 
it produce 

Mr. Wout. The lands in the southern islands need to have various 
access roads put in. The lands have to be cleared. They have to 
have community facilities put in. Once that has been done, it is 
equally or better arable. 

Mr. Doyte. I mean, will it produce equal crops to the land in 
Okinawa? 

Mr. Wout. Yes; as good or better. 

The Cuatrman, All right. 

Mr. Lankrorp. How long will it take them to clear this land? 

The Carman. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. As I understand 

The CHarrMan. Wait one minute. Somebody over here was 
talking. 

Mr. Bray. As I understand it, Colonel, this land is being leased. 
That is, for as long as we want it, but when we give up the land, it 
goes back to the individual owners or their descendants ? 

Colonel Suuver. The title to it does not actually pass, sir. There- 
fore, when and if we ever got out of there, it would remain with the 
owners. 

Mr. Bray. That has some desirable features. Aso, it has, or creates 
a very undesirable situation. I think I discussed the matter with you 
one time, General Marquat, a couple of years ago, where our State 
Department issued a statement when one of those northern islands 
were given up, that that is the picture of things to come. Now, that 
wasn't exactly what they mean, but that was interpreted by the natives 
and people on the island and in Japan, and very adversely; that is, 
they expected—I remember when we were on the island in 1953 that 
matter was brought up. That made the natives fear to trust the United 
States or really back us. Because they felt at some time that meant we 
were going away. Later we have done many things to change that 
feeling. But if you allow that lease to stand that way, won’t that make 
every person that you have taken that land from—many, many thou- 
sands—they are very anxious for the day that we leave, because then 
their own homestead land will return to them. 

Wouldn't it be better if you made an outright sale and then later 
returned to the Ryukyus Government? Because here you have a ma- 
jority of the people in those islands which are already suspicious of 
us and turning to Japan. It will make them very interested and feel 
important as far as the land is concerned; owing it. And won't that 
leave a feeling that will fester in the future? 

Have you taken that into consideration / 

General Marquart. Yes, sir. I think that is generally the economic 
viewpoint. I think they will tell you in their discussions with you this 
afternoon the high importance that they place upon the retained fam- 
ily ownership of their traditional lands. 
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Now, that has been one influence that has caused us to permit title to 
remain with them, so they will not lose this prestige. That is the psy- 
chological viewpoint as opposed to the purely economic. 

Now, what you say is certainly correct, that it will generate the view- 
point to get their title lands back as quickly as they can. 

Mr. Bray. Do you believe the value of their retaining interest in 
the old family land would overbalance the damage of their desiri ing 
and being constantly — in forcing us out of ‘there / 

General Marquart. I do, sir, because they are emotional and senti- 
mental people. 

The CHarrMan. I think, members of the committee—— 

Mr. DurHam. General, doesn’t this have similarity to the situation 
and the attitude in the Philippines after the last war ¢ 

General Marquat. Very much. There families for centuries have 
owned these plots of land, and they don’t want to be the first in the 
family train to lose that land, notwithstanding the fact 

The Cuamman. Under your agreement, the fee still remains in the 
family and it can be inherited. But we merely lease the property. 
And that has a very face-saving effect upon the individual. 

General MARQUAT. Psychologically. Also, Mr. Chairman, it indi- 

cates our intent someday to get out, too, which is a psychological advan- 
recenat 

The Cuairman. I wouldn't say that. 

General Marquat. Well, if we don’t buy it 

The CHatrman. I wouldn't say that, because from the military 
viewpoint I doubt if we ever will abandon the Okinawan bases. 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Harpy. Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like to think in terms 
of an easement on this property. You just again emphasized that 
eventually the fee title would return to the members of the family that 
originally owned the property. 

Now, aren't you going to have one beautiful situation with one- 
eighth of an acre being the aver age individual ownership, and you are 
going to have a concrete road on ‘this particular piece of land? 

Does your easement carry a provision to restore the land in the con- 
dition that you received it? What good is this going to be to a man 
who wanted to farm a piece of land, getting back his eighth-acre with 
8 inches of concrete on it? 

The Cuairman. Well, there is nothing—the only point Mr. Hardy 
raised—1 minute. There is nothing in your easement or your long- 
term lease that will require the restoration of the property when it 
is turned back ? 

Colonel Suu.er. No, sir; nothing. 

The CHairMan. That is all. 

Colonel Sauter. Nothing in there. 

The CHairman. Then let him take what you give back. 

Colonel Suvtrr. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrMan. If there is a runway or anything else, he can sell it 
or build on it. 

Mr. Harpy. I am not a bit sure that when we came down to settle- 
ment on appropriations of this kind we wouldn’t find ourselves in the 
position of being subject to heavy damages. 

Mr. Hess. On the other hand, he may have a nice house on it. 
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Mr. Harpy. That is entirely possible, a piece of a house. 

The Cuarrman. All right. I think we have all the information—— 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrMan. Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. So we get the figures straight, these people are coming 
in here. We figure that this land, 40,000 acres, is worth around $480 
an acre, or around $19,200,000. They estimate that it is worth eight 
times that muh, and that would be 33,840 an acre, or $153,600,000. 
That is if we paid them on the basis of their estimate. And I doubt 
very much if their family tradition would concern itself very much if 
you paid them whet they think the land is worth. 

Now, they ask us also to pay them on the basis of yield for that 
property, around $350 an acre per year. That would be $17 million a 
year. Isthat what they are requesting? Are those figures tentatively 
correct 4 

Mr. Wont. No, the request that they have for an annual rental- 

Mr. Gavin. Yes. 

Mr. Wout (continuing). Would run at the rate of $814 million a 
year. A good portion of the acreage, you see, is not very productive, 
not being arable. 

Mr. Gavin. About $8 million a year. And we want to buy it. And 
if we bought it at $480, which we think is a fair value, it would cost 
us $19 million. And they want us to pay them on a rental basis of 
around $8 million a year. 

Mr. Wont. That is correct. 

Mr. CunnINGHAM. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Gavin. Yes, I yield. 

The Cuarrman. Who reaches the final decision between the two con- 
tending forces, the Government and the natives, as to what would be 
a fair market value for a lease? Who is the last one to make the jud 
ment on that ¢ 

Mr. Wout. The procedure, sir, is that there has been appointed a 
United States Land Acquisition Commission which is the adjudicating 
body. The procedure contemplated is that, just as is now the case on 
rentals, the fee value for these long-term easements would be deposited 
in the name of the individuals with the Government of the Ryukyus 
Islands. They would have the right to take 75 percent without preju- 
dice and enter a claim for a higher value, which would then be adjudi- 
cated by the United States Land Acquisition Commission. 

The CHarrman. Who constitutes that and who appointed the Land 
Acquisition Commission. 

Mr. Wont. The Commission was appointed by the Deputy Gover- 
nor of the Ryukyus Islands, who is the commanding general of the 
area. It is made up of 2 officers and 1 civilian. 

There is an Army colonel who is its chairman. There is an Air 
Force colonel. And there is a Department of the Army civilian 
employed with USCAR. 

The CuarrmMan. Are there any rights for anyone to go to court ? 

Mr. Wout. This in essence, as I understand it, constitutes the court. 

The CuarrMan. This is the court. There is no right to appeal to 
any Federal court here in the mainland ? 

Mr. Wont. On the matter of the legalistics I could not answer, sir 
as to any further right of appeal. 

The Cuatrrman. All right. 
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Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

You would act without and beyond the scope of authority of title 
VI of Public Law 155, which requires this committee to pass on sub- 
sequent acquisition. This committee would have no more chance to 
review this? 

Colonel Suuter. I think, Mr. Rivers, that this committee would 
review this under title VI. 

Mr. Rivers. Whose thinking would prevail? Here is a man shak- 
ing his head behind you. I would like to know about that. And 
there is something else. 

Colonel Suucer. Well, I think a reading of the title VI law by the 
counsel would determine that, sir, but my opinion is it would. 

Mr. Schmeltzer, who is from the Chief of Engineers, feels that it 
would not. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I think we ought to determine it—— 

The CHatrman. Read the pertinent portion, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ke.iener (reading) : 

This tithe— 
meaning title VI— 
shall apply only with respect to real property within the continental limits of 
the United States, the Territory of Alaska, the Territory of Hawaii, and Puerto 
Rico. 

The CHatrMan. So therefore it is not within the purview of the 
committee. 

Mr. Keiiener. It is not, sir. 

The Cuamman. That ends that question. 

Mr. Rivers. Wait, now, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Cunnrneuam. Mr. Chairman, could I ask a question ¢ 

The Cuatrman. Let’s go around. 

Mr. Wickrersuam. Mr. Chairman, [ just had one question I would 
like to ask of the colonel. Is it not true that a considerable number of 
the Ryukyus people in Okinawa actually work for the Government, 
the Army, Air Force, and the Navy, and receive compensation? Is 
that true ¢ 

Colonel Suvier. That is absolutely correct. 

Mr. WickrersHam. How many are there, several thousand ? 

Colonel Suvuter. I can’t give you that now, sir. 

I will furnish them for the record. 

(The information requested is as follows :) 





Department of the Army (as of Mar. 31, 1955) _---__-- da a a 
Department of the Air Force (as of Apr. 30, 1955) ___- sin es sags ern ead ag 
Department of the Navy (as of Apr. 30, 1955) __ hate ee 246 

Total Okinawians employed__---------~- bE hcbt bain kee ebay stk Sale 


The Cuatrman. All right. 

Colonel Suuter. But there are a large number that do, sir. 

Mr. WickersHam. One further question in relation to this. Is it 
not true that because of the strategic position of Okinawa and the 
fact that we were there and the place it might play in the future, 
that we will have to remain there perhaps as long as anyone is living in 
Okinawa or the United States or anywhere else at this time? 

Colonel SHuter. The best I can say, sir, is that we intend to remain 
there indefinitely. 
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The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Colonel Suvuter. I don’t know how many years that would be, sir. 

The CHarrman. All right. 

Now. Mr. Lankford 

Mr. Durnam. Since 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Lankford. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Did I understand correctly that the Land Acquisi- 
tion Commission places the value on the land and then hears the 
appeal, too? 

Colonel Sauter. No, sir. 

Mr. Wont. No. The value is placed by the United States engineers. 

Mr. LanKkrorp. Oh. 

Mr. Wont. Who are the competent section of the Army for that 
function. The Land Acquisition Commission reviews the valuation 
in terms of the fairness of it. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Well, does it review only if an appeal is taken to it, 
or does it review the action 

Mr. Wont. It only hears appeals. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. It is the appeal board ? 

Mr. Wont. That is correct. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. And just the appeal board ? 

Mr. Wont. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. The productivity of the land is taken into consider- 
ation as to its value, and the income from the land, is it not ? 

Colonel Suuter. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask Mr. Schmeltzer, 
who is from the Corps of Engineers, to answer that. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Colonel Suuter. To explain how the land is appraised, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right, let’s see how you appraise the land, now. 

Mr. Scumerrzer. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMAN. Just come up right here and get a seat or stand 
up, one. Now, how do you appraise this land as to its value? What 
are the factors taken into consideration ? 

Mr. Scumerrzer. Mr. Chairman, I am Mr. Schmeltzer, Office of 
the Chief of Engineers. 

The land on Okinawa was evaluated for this purpose, for the pur- 
pose of the authorization and appropriation legislation, on customary 
standard appraisal practices. It proved to be one of the most com- 
»licated and troublesome jobs that the Corps of Engineers have ever 
:ad in that field. So many land records were lost as a result of con- 
flict that first we had to constitute the land records, which was done 
with the assistance of the local government. 

After that we then had to find out what the land was before it was 
occupied during the active days of the war. 

Then they searched all available land records that were not destroyed 
and finally sifted some 12,000 records from which they could get the 
comparable sales. They divided all lands in the island that we were 
interested in into five main classifications; that is, wet land, which is 
used for rice; the dry land, which is used for sweet potatoes and such 
crops ; rangeland, and so forth. 

Then they established five grades of those five classifications, and on 
each of those they determined a value by the result of these recent sales 
and varied these values for the various communities, a land unit known 
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as “Son,” which is almost equivalent to the counties, I am told. So 
that by this grading they were able to establish a scale of values sup- 
vorted by these 12,000 cases of actual recent sales. So this request 
for appraisal on which this authorization and appropriation is made 
is based as nearly on United States standards as is possible to do it. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much. 

Now, members of the committee, I think that gives a true picture 
about the 40,000 acres. 

Now, let’s turn to the new acquisition of 12,000 acres. 

Now, is this 12,000 acres you are proposing to ask permission to 
acquire, is it adjacent to any of the 40,000 acres? 

Colonel Suuter. Sir, 7,000 of it is to add onto acreage we already 
have to satisfy the requirement for the Marine division. 

The CuHatrman. All right. Then 7,000 acres is adjacent to the 
40,000 acres. 

Colonel Sauter. And—— 

The Cuatrman. How far is the 4,000, or 5,000 acres from the present 
property ? 

olonel Suuter. Will you answer that? 

Mr. Wont. I am sorry, but I 

The Cuarrman. How far is the 5,000 acres from the 7,000 acres 
that adjoins the 40,000 acres? 

Mr. Wout. The acreage generally is in the same vicinity. 

The Cuatrman. Well, it is not contiguous, from what he just said. 
Only 7,000 acres is, of the 40,000 acres. 

Colonel Suuter. I just covered the 7,000, sir. And now I believe 
you are asking about the difference between the 12,088 and the 7,000. 

The Cuatrman. Yes. That is 5,000 acres. Now, where does that lie 
in proportion to the 7,000 of the 40,000 ? 

Mr. Wout. Well, I would like to clarify it a bit, sir. The new land 
is required for the Third Marine Division, which is coming in. The 
7,000 acres which has been mentioned is part of the land which we 
already hold. 

Mr. Wiison. Can’t we see a map, Mr. Chairman / 

The Cuarrman. Wait 1 minute. Now, let’s clear that up. 40,000 
acres was what was told the committee was the occupancy. Then 
you propose in addition thereto to get permission to acquire 12,000 
acres. 

Mr. Wout. That is correct. 

The CrarrmMan. Now you tell us that 7,000 acres was a part of the 
40,000 acres. 

Mr. Wont. And the 7,000 is therefore not a part of the 12,000. The 
7,000 acres is part of the present 40,000. [Laughter. | 

The CHatrmMan. Now, you are confused or we are confused. 

Mr. Gavin. Do you havea map that you can put up there ? 

The Cnatrman. No. Just let him explain it in plain English. 

The Cnartrman. Is the 7,000—you have 33,000 and you are going 
to add 7,000 to that to make 40,000 acres ? 

Mr. Wout. Well, if I could run through it, sir, I think I can clarify 
it for you. 

The Cuarrman. You bogged me down considerably now. 

Colonel Suuter. I take the blame in this instance. 

, Mr. Wont. In the 40,000 acres which we already occupy on a lease 
Sis 
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The Cuarrman. That is right. 





tiguous to and adjacent to the 40,000 acres we already occupy. 
The CHarrMan. Well, then, the new acquisition then 





Mr. Dunnam. Wait a moment. How you break that down—Army, 


how many acres ? 

Mr. Wout. In the final total of 52,000 acres there would be for Army 
10,138 acres. 

Mr. Durnam. How much are you going to add to Army use acreage 
you already have at the present time / 

Mr. Wont. Nothing would be added to the Army acreage. 

Mr. Durnam. Nothing. Who is going to get the new acreage ? 

Mr. Wout. The new acreage would all be for the Marines. 

Mr. Durnam. [thought you said they only needed 7,000. 

And you turned over 

The CHatrMan. Now 

Mr. DurHam. Wait a moment. Let’s make some sense out of this. 

You turned over 7,000 to the Marines. 

Colonel Suuter. That the Army is now occupying. 

Mr. Durnam. Now you want 12,000 more, besides the 40,000. 

Mr. Wout. That is correct. 

Mr. Durnam. Who is going to use that ? 

Mr. Wont. The Marines. 

Colonel Sauter. The Marines need a total of 7,000 the Army oc- 
cupies, plus 12,000 more we will have to acquire, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. Then you are going to give the Marine Corps 19,000 
acres. 

Colonel SHuter. 19,000 acres. 

Mr. Durnam. Well! 

The Cuatrman. Then why can’t you utilize some of the 40,000 acres 
for the Marines? Now, that is the use of the Marines acquiring 
19,000 acres ? 

Colonel Suuier. Because the Army and the Navy, sir, are using 
the rest of the acreage. 

Mr. Hess. For what? 

Colonel SHuter. Well, for instance, the Army has—— 

The CHarrMan. How many Army personnel ? 

Colonel SHuter. A regimental combat team 

Mr. Keviener. (Aside to chairman.) 

The CHarrMan. Fifteen thousand. 

Colonel SHuter. Let me get my book. 

The Cuamman. Fifteen thousand. 

Colonel Suuter. A total of 15,231. I don’t have the figures for the 
Navy, sir, but I do know all that land is utilized and the Marines can- 
not use it. 

The CuHarrMan. You can’t have any joint use of any of the 40,000 
acres to diminish the requirement to purchase new land ? 

Colonel Suuter. Only the 7,000 portion, sir. It requires 12,000 
more to add to the 7,000 that the Army now has in the 40,000. 

The Carman. All right. The Marines are going to use 7,000 
acres of the 40,000 acres? 











Mr. Wout. 7,000 of those 40,000 now used by the Army in fact 
would become usable by the Marines. In addition, for the Marines 
we need 12,000 new acres. These 12,000 new acres are in the main con- 
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Colonel SuHuuer. Right. 

The CHarrman. And in addition thereto, you have to acquire 12,000 
more acres ? 

Colonel Sauter. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Wout. That is correct. 

The CHarrman. Why can’t the Marines use a little bit more? If 
you have facilities to take up 7,000 acres, why can’t you go a little 
bit more ¢ 

Mr. Durnam. Wait just a moment, Mr. Chairman. Your total 
master plan calls for how many personnel on Okinawa? Now, you 
have been talking about your master plan. Tell us how much it calls 
for. 

Colonel Suuter. I didn’t get your question, sir. 

Mr. Durnuam. Your total master plan puts how many American 
personnel on Okinawa ? 

Colonel Suuter. Sir, I can answer that for the Army but not for 
the other two services. In the Army, the permanent master plan puts 
17,120 total civilians and military on Okinawa, sir, for the Army. 

Mr. Durnam. I was trying to find out whether you are going to 
allot 1 acre or 10 acres to each individual over there. 

The CHarmman, All right. 

Mr. Duruam. That is what I am trying to find out, and I haven't. 

The CHarrMan. All right, let’s let them justify the acquisition of 
12,000 additional acres. 

What are you going to do with it?) What are you going to put there? 

Colonel SHuter. That is for the Marine division, sir, which, when 
added to the 7,000 acres, gives them a total of around 19,000 acres and 
includes a maneuver area for the division. That is the principal com- 
bat force on the island. 

The CHatrman. What do you estimate the 12,000 acres will cost? 

Colonel SuHuter. Sir, that is the difference between Mr. Wohl’s $18 
million to $19 million plus $5.7 million resettlement cost taken away 
from the $30 million, and that would be around $7 million, sir. 

The CHamman. Now, this resettlement cost, is that in accordance 
with the law that is applied here in the United States for resettlement ? 

Colonel SuHuter. Yes, sir. I was explaining what that was for, sir. 
Actually, it is to take these families 

The Cramman. I understand that. But don’t we allow a little bit 
more than that in the United States ? 

Mr. KetieHer. Not in excess of 25 percent of the fair value of the 
land. 

Colonel Suuter. I believe the Abernethy amendment allows up to 
25 percent, sir. 

The Cuatman. That is right. And that is what you are applying 
here in resettlement ? 

Mr. Wont. No, sir. 

_ Mr. Ketrener. This authorization would perform a similar func- 
tion; that is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. I know. But he is entitled to resettlement of up to 
and not exceeding 25 percent. 

Colonel SHutEr. This is for public works—utilities, community, and. 
per family. 


The Cuatrman. Oh, yes; I see. 
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Colonel Suuer. $200 a family to help them get started. 

The Cuatrman. I see. In addition to that they get resettlement, 
not exceeding 25 percent ? 

Mr. Wont. That iscorrect. They have moving expenses. 

The Cuarrman. That is right, individually. And then you are pro- 
posing upon a per capita basis to have public works based upon $200 
per head. 

Colonel SHvuter. Plus some other lump sums, sir. In other words, 
this $5.7 million total covers $200 per family head plus $2.7 million 
for moving 300 miles away and building a community for them—that 
is, 10 different communities—plus $3 million to relocate 1,187 families 
who are now on this 12,000 acres we must get for the Marines in the 
same fashion. 

The Cuatrrman. Now, the only thing that disturbs me is the military 
need or the necessity of the additional 12,000 acres. Now, I think you 
have to justify that, just like you would justify buying 12,000 acres 
here in the United States. Now, what military activities outside of the 
Marines is going to be on it? That isthe only one? 

Colonel Suuter. Sir, the Army has a regimental combat team 
which will remain there. as I understand it, and the Navy, of course, 
has their naval facilities for their mission, and the Air Force 

The Cuatrman, That is on the other. I am talking about the 12,000 
acres now. 

Colonel SHuter. Well, on that, Mr. Chairman, the Marines are not 
therenow. They are just starting to move in. 

The CuarrmMan. Well, they have 7,000 acres to move on. 

Colonel Suvier. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, why wouldn’t it be a wise thing. after they 
roved in there and they had 7,000 acres, then to see whether they need 
§,000 more acres or—— 

Mr. Ketiener. 12,000 more. 

The Cuarrman,. All right. 

Mr. Parrerson. You can’t put a division in and train it on 7,000 
acres. If it isa combat division, you can’t do that. 

Colonel Suuter. If you will recall, any of our continental United 
States stations that house a division have over 50,000 acres, some of 
them over 100,000 acres. You just can’t do it without getting our re- 
quested acreage, sir. 

Mr. Parrerson. Colonel, let me ask you: Is this Marine division 
that is going in—is it a reinforced division or is it a skeleton division ? 

Colonel Suuter. It is a reinforced division, sir. 

Mr. Patrerson. You are going to need that acreage if you are going 
to train them. 

The CuarrmMan. Well, the Marines will bring in there approxi- 
mately two-thirds of a division, of about 20,000 men. 

Mr. Wout. That is correct. 

The Cramman. And of course that is where one of the Marine 
(livisions are going to be kept. 

Colonel Suvuter. That is right, sir: permanently. 

The Cuarrman, And then one will be kept at Camp Pendleton and 
down here at Cherry Point in North Carolina. That is the distribu- 
tion of the Marines. 

Now, I think we have the picture pretty well in our minds. 
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Now, why not let’s hear the persons who are opposed to the method. 

(Chorus of “Mr. Chairman.”) 

Colonel Suvuter. May we make one point, sir / 

Mr. Wont. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make one more point in 
connection with the total acreage required by the Marines, sir. 

In addition to the 12,000 acres we have been discussing, for long- 
term acquisition for which compensation would be required, the 
Marines are also to get in the northern portion of Okinawa, in moun- 
tainous, forested area, which is now Japanese Government publicly 
owned land 

Mr. Durnam. Mr. Wohl 

Mr. Wont. They are to get some 27,000 acres there, from which 
there is no displacement of natives. It is now inaccessible. We are 
putting a pioneer road into it now. This would be additional firing 
range and maneuver area. 

The CuarrMan. Now, do we pay for that? 

Mr. Wont. No payment is required for that. 

The CuarrmMan. That is right. 

Mr. Wont. Because it is Japanese 

The CuarrmMan. And no people would be removed from that. 

Mr. Wont. That is correct. 

The CHarrman. All that is necessary is to get a method by which 
the Marines can get in there. 

Mr. Wont. Correct. 

The Cuatrman. To carry on their training program of firing and 
artillery. 

Mr. Wont. Yes. But I was speaking to the point that a reinforced 
division needs more than we are talking about. They co, and they 
will get it. 

Mr. Durnam. Mr. Wohl, just for the record, can’t you supply the 
committee with the overall personnel under the master plan that will 
be located in Okinawa ? 

Colonel Suuuer. Yes, sir; we will get that for the committee. 

Mr. Durnam. Supply that for the record. 

(The information requested is as follows: ) 











The land acquisition program on Okinawa is based on the following military 
strengths: 


Ge a hE eA s8 St its ieee. Ais eb sbbstot academic pe 14, 600 
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The Cuarrman. Now, members of the committee, it is half-past 11, 
and we can’t hold a meeting this afternoon because I have to meet- 
This is off the record. 
( Discussion off the record.) 
The Crrarrman. I was just wondering if we want to hear the repre- 
sentatives from Okinawa now 
Mr. Rivers. We have the postal bill. 
The Cuamrman. Or wait until tomorrow morning and let them get 
through. 
Do you reckon we can finish in half an hour ? 
Mr. Ketiener. No, sir. We cannot. 
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The Cuatrman. I suggest we take a recess now until tomorrow 
morning, at which time you notify the delegates from Okinawa to be 
here. 

(Whereupon, at 11:35 a. m., the committee recessed until 10) a. m., 
Wednesday, June 8, 1955.) 


Hovss or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTER ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Wednesday, June 8, 1955. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman, pre- 
siding. 

The Coarman. Now, let the committee come to order. 

This is a continuation of the hearing on H. R. 5700. 

Colonel Shuler, have you any statement you want to make this 
morning ? 

Colonel Suter. Mr. Chairman, with your permission, I would like 
to have General Marquat, the Chief of Civil Affairs, Military Govern- 
ment, Department of the Army, present the testimony this morning, 
sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right, General. It will be a pleasure to have 
you make any statement you desire and see fit to do so. 

General Marquart. Chairman Vinson and members of the Armed 
Services Committee of the House of Representatives, it is my pleas- 
ure to present to you at this time the chief executive of the Ryukyu 
Islands and a delegation of legislators and public officials who have 
come to Washington to appear before you and present their views on 
the land acquisition and resettlement proposals in the military public 
works bill which you are presently reviewing. 

May I introduce them: 

Mr. Shuhei Higa, the chief executive of the government of the 
Ryukyu Islands. 

Mr. Akio Nagamine, vice speaker of the legislature and a member 
of the Independent Party. 

Mr. Chojo Oyama, a member of the legislature and chairman of the 
Legislature Land Committee. He is a member of the Ryukyus Social- 
ist Masses Party. 

Mr. Ginzo Shinzato, a member of the legislature from the Ryukyus 
Democratic Party. 

Mr. Choko Kuwae, chairman of the Shi, Cho and Son Military 
Acquired Landowners Federation. Shi, Cho, and Son is a village, 
city, and province. ‘ 

Mr. Hiroshi Senaga, chief of the statistical bureau of the govern- 
ment of the Ryukyu Islands. 

And for your convenience, we have Capt. Barry Saiki, who will do 
the interpreting for you. . 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much, General. 

Now, I understand that the first witness you desire to have address 
the committee with reference to the acquisition of land in the island 
is Mr. Higa. 

General Marquart. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. The chief executive of the government of the island. 
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General Marquart. Yes, sir. Mr. Higa has a prepared statement 
he would like to present for your consideration. 

The CuamrMan. On behalf of the committee, we are glad to have this 
opportunity to have you express in a free and frank and candid man- 
ner your views. 

I think, members of the committee, each one of you have a copy 
of his statement. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. They have been passed out. 

Mr. Hiea. We, the Ryukyuan land delegates, express our apprecia- 
tion for the arrangements which have been made to afford us the 
opportunity to state our position before this committee which is meet- 
ing to discuss the problem of compensation for land in the Ryukyu 
Islands. 

We wish at this time to express our gratitude on behalf of the Ryu- 
kyuan inhabitants for the assistance which has been rendered by the 
United States Government and its people who, since the end of the 
war, have steadily helped in the rehabilitation of the Ryukyus. 

The Ryukyuan inhabitants, too, have recognized the importance of 
the defense of free nations, being willing to cooperate with the United 
States of America. 

The military requisitioned land on Okinawa amounts to more than 
40,000 acres, accounting for 12.34 percent of the total land area. The 
inhabitants who have lost their own land due to such requisition come 
to 50,000 families. 

In addition, out of the total land area used by the military, 44 per- 
cent includes farmland, which corresponds to 20 percent of the total 
agricultural area. With the limited amount of land and with the high 
density of population, it is not only practically impossible to acquire 
substitute land on Okinawa, but because of the backward economy, it 
is most difficult to change occupations. Therefore, the requisition of 
iand or the evacuation from the present site reduces the people to a 
state of perpetual uneasiness about employment as well as subsistence. 

Thus, the problem of military-requisitioned land has become of 
greatest importance to the Ryukyu Islands. 

The early settlement of this question is desired most earnestly by all 
the inhabitants. It is not an exaggeration to say that the political, 
economic, social, and other programs of the Ryukyus are subject to 
the settlement of this land problem. Moreover, this will exert not a 
little mffuence on the friendship between the United States of America 
and the Ryukyu Islands. 

When using property by right of eminent domain, any loss caused 
by such use must be compensated fairly in a modern democratic so- 
ciety wherein the fundamental rights of property are respected. This 
also extends to the Ryukyus itself. 

Yet, the compensation heretofore made by the United States of 
America is strikingly unreasonable in scope as well as in amount. 

The computation of reasonable and due compensation must be pre- 
ceded by a clear determination of the standards of the scope of such 
compensation, the time of appraisal and the method. Judging from 
the actual condition of loss in the Ryukyus, no compensation is reas- 
onable and appropriate unless it follows The Standards for Compu- 


tation of Compensation attached hereto. 
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Thus, it is requested that reasonable and appropriate compensation 
amounting to $8,263,178.02 for annual rental of land and also 
$14,568,104.18 as other compensation be made, both computed 
in accordance with the above standards. 

The important points of The Standards for Computation of Com- 
pensation which are the basis of such computation follow : 

1. The time of appraisal. 

Since the loss caused by the requisition of land continues to exist dur- 
ing the period of such requisition, such loss must be appraised as of 
the time when it will establish a standard which is suitable for all the 
surrounding periods. Furthermore, in the case of economic fluctua- 
tion, reappraisal should be made. Accordingly, it is unreasonable 
to set the time of appraisal on or before 1953 during which period no 
general stability existed. 

2. The method of appraisal. 

Nothing but the agricultural land exists for the Okinawan farmers. 
With this land they can work and earn an income thereby insuring 
their subsistence continuously. In addition, it is practically impos- 
sible to acquire new land. Furthermore, extremely few possibilities 
exist whereby a permanent and stable occupation can be gained which 
can be substituted for farming. 

Accordingly, that which is lost by the owners, because of the land 
requisitioned for military purposes, is the agricultural income to be 
obtained from such farmland, and not merely the land’s commercial 
value. Therefore, the compensation to be paid as rental should be 
based upon lost agricultural income and not rental of the farm or 
rentals in the sense used in an economic standpoint. 

Since there exists no special circumstances similar to farmland for 
other types of land, the compensation shall be computed in accordance 
with the ordinary method for computation of rental, but it should not 
be based on the value registered in the official land register since this 
has no relation with the actual value. 

3. The method of payment. 

In Okinawa, the payment of land rental is traditionally made every 
month for a homesite and every year for other lands. No such exam- 
ple as lump-sum payment is known. 

The landowners consider lump-sum payment of rental unfavorably 
because there is no distinct difference, it seems for them, between such 
payment and the sale of land. Accordingly, the payment of rental 
should be made in advance every year, and they oppose a lump-sum 
payment. ' 

We wish to take this opportunity to request that no additional requi- 
sition of land be made beyond what is presently used. If such requisi- 
tion were made, the livelihood of the inhabitants will be hard hit by it. 
Furthermore, some military land is not under actual use. It is re- 
quested that such land be returned to the owners at the earliest possible 
date so that they can utilize the land according to its purposes. 

It is also requested that the earliest and most equitable compensation 
be made with greater speed and in accordance with applicable laws 
for damages caused by the United States Armed Forces to land other 
than the land used by the military. 

Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. 
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(The supplement follows:) 


1. BACKGROUND INFORMATION 


(a) The population density of Okinawa is very high because of its limited land 
area. Listed below are comparative population densities for selected areas : 

(1) Okinawa, 444 persons per square kilometer. 

(2) Belgium, 284 persons per square kilometer. 

(3) Japan, 226 persons per square kilometer. 

(4) United States, 20 persons per square kilometer. 

(b) The economy of Okinawa is based fundamentally upon agriculture. 
Nearly 60 percent of the total households in Okinawa are engaged in farming. 

(c) More than 25 percent of the total land area is farmland; however, this 
includes patches of ground along fairly steep slopes and hill crests. 

(d) All farms are owned by small landholders, who farm their own plots: 
SG.7 percent of the owners hold less than 2.45 acres. Only 1.2 percent of the 
farmers own more than 7.35 acres. 

(e) In Okinawa, no farmer can make a living without owning his own land. 
Furthermore, tenancy farms are only available when the farm owner and his 
family are unable to till their land due to sickness, death, or other similar cir- 
cumstances. In such cases, a tenant may be able to rent a portion of this land 
for a short period of time, but this is not sufficient to sustain a tenant family. 

(f) The average farmer is able to maintain his livelihood on these small hold- 
ings by raising subsistence crops for the family and by raising some cash crops. 

(g) Farming is the only occupation which provides employment and income 
for all members of the family, irrespective of their age or sex. 

(h) Farming is the only occupation which provides stability and security to 
the family, irrespective of its education or background. Due to the backward 
economy in Okinawa, the Okinawans are unprepared to take up other occupations 
and prefer the relative continued security of their farms. 

(i) Even if a farmer takes up nonagricultural work, he considers such employ- 
ment to be temporary and unstable since he cannot support his family with the 
low wage scale; therefore, the other members of the family farm in order to 
maintain continued security. This is traditional in Okinawa. 

(j) In conelusion, the affection of the farmer for his land is extremely strong, 
since the land has been inherited through countless generations. Thus, the loss 
of the land means to the farmer not only the fear of unemployment and the 
loss of income, but it also creates in them the feeling of social shame and of dis- 
respect to their ancestors and descendants. 


2. GENERAL EFFECT OF MILITARY LAND REQUISITIONS IN OKINAWA 


(a) The military has requisitioned land in 36 of the 54 Okinawa townships. 

(b) 12.34 percent of the total land area in Okinawa is presently being used 
by the Armed Forces. Of this, 43.8 percent consists of farmlands. This is 19.84 
percent of the total farmlands in Okinawa. 

(c) As an extreme case, 91 percent and 90 percent of the farmlands in Chatan 
and Kadena townships, respectively, are currently being used by the military. 

(d) The average acreage tilled by the farmer in pre-World War II period 
was approximately 1.42 acres. The present average, primarily due to military 
requisitions is 0.81 acre. In the Chatan-Kadena area, the average acreage is as 
low as 0.12 acre. 

(e) Of the pre-World War II farm owners, only 73 percent currently hold their 
own farms. In the Chatan-Kadena area, the original owners are presently down 
to a mere 9.3 percent. 


3. THE INADEQUACY OF PRESENT COMPENSATION 


(a) The present method of computation is 6 percent of the estimated land 
value. This value was originally estimated to be 10 to 50 percent above the 
land value registered at the village registration office. 

(b) For the following reasons, it is improper to estimate land value on the 
basis of village registration records. 

In Okinawa, registration is not a requirement in the transfer of titles to 
lands, and is merely a matter of supplementary formality. As a result, the 
sale prices and other details registered with the village office do not reflect the 
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actual and true conditions regarding the land values. In reality, there is no 
real relationship between the registered land value and the actual land value 
because in many cases extremely low land values are registered in order to 
conform with formality. 

(c) The present method of considering farmlands on the same basis as forests, 
building plots, and other nonagricultural lands is unfair because only $21.70 
and $25.30 per acre per year are currently being paid as rent by the military 
for the use of paddy land and uplands, respectively. Through normal culti- 
vation, these lands produce net income of $397.82 and $344.29. By reading these 
figures, it is easy to see how much the farmer loses. 

{d@) The present method of computation is based on the year 1952, when 
conditions were still unstable in Okinawa. In order to be equitable, the time 
of appraisal should be changed to 1954 or later. 

(e) The following examples will illustrate in what way the present method 
of computation is inadequate: 

(1) The 808 families in the Ginohan township receive an average of $72.30 
per acre as rental fees from the Armed Forces, but they are now paying an 
average of $552 per acre per year for rent in their new area. 

(2) The Goeku village elementary school is receiving $19.40 per acre rent 
for its old school site and is paying $267 for its present location. 

(3) American civilians in Okinawa who are renting land under free contracts 
are paying between $244.50 and $1,100 per acre per year, for an average of $689. 

(4) The United States Property Custodian, who has control over all former 
Japanese prefectural and state lands, is currently renting this property at rates 
far in excess of what the military is paying as rent for properties requisitioned 
from Okinawans. 

(f) The Armed Forces is currently paying the owners of the buildings and 
structures, the current value of the structures when the land is requisitioned ; 
however, the dislocated owners find that it is impossible to rebuild similar struc- 
tures with the allotted sums. This constitutes one of the many hidden costs. 
Furthermore, the present payment plan does not consider other miscellaneous 
costs such as reburial ceremony rites, time lost from work, and transportation 
fees. 

(g) As the result of dislocation, many farmers are presently eking out a 
bare existence with sporadic and undependable part-time employment. This 
marginal economic condition has caused a marked increase in juvenile delin- 
quency among this group. 

(h) Appeals have been made by nearly all dispossessed landowners in Oki- 
nawa for an increase in rental payments, and they have opposed and are oppos- 
ing each new military requisition of land as they occur. 

(i) Although the Okinawa Land Acquisition Commission has been formed to 
review and decide on appeals made by dispossessed landowners, the authority 

of this commission is questionable, since it does not include any Ryukyuan mem- 
bers. Furthermore, this semijudicial body is the only “court,” there being 
no higher court for appeal. So far 38,135 cases have been appealed to the Com- 
mission and 5,782 cases have been reviewed, but no decision has been announced. 


4. STANDARD FOR COMPUTATION OF COMPENSATION 


In order to arrive at an equitable compensation, the standard for computation 
must be clarified and understood by all parties and the standard used in this 
ease should fit the conditions peculiar to Okinawa. The standard which the 
Okinawans feel is the most equitable is attached as annex I to the opening state- 
ment. 

(a) In regards to requisition farmlands, it is requested that rental payments 
be made on the basis of net agricultural income. (See appendix I.) 

(b) In regards to the land on which highways were constructed by the Armed 
Forces in the past few years for military and civilian use, no compensation has 
been paid so far. Since the money required to pay for this land amounts to 
almost $5 million, it is too heavy a burden for the Government of Ryukyu Islands 
to defray, it is requested that this cost be borne wholly by the United States. 

5. COMPOSITE OF COMPENSATION REQUESTED BY OKINAWANS 

The following amount is calculated on the basis of the Standard of Computa- 
tion, previously mentioned. 

(a) $8,263,178.03 for annual rental on 40,076.11 acres of land, based on acreage 
used by the military as of January 31,1955. (See appendix 2.) 
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(b) $14,368,104.18 for full payment on outstanding claims for destruction of 
land and property, and for incidental expenses and losses incurred as a result 
of land requisitions. This figure includes $4,937,793.24 for payment of land requi- 
sitioned for highways. (See appendix 3.) 


6. LUMP SUM PAYMENT VERSUS ANNUAL RENTAL 


The Okinawan landholders are strongly against lump-sum payment or similar 
proposals due to the following reasons: 

(a) As previously stated, it is practically impossible to obtain substitute land. 

(b) Due to the backward economy and the lack of skills, the farmers have diffi- 
culty finding new jobs, even as unskilled laborers. 

(c) Therefore, even if they receive lump-sum payments they cannot use this 
money effectively as capital either in buying new land or in starting new busi- 
nesses. In fact, it is more likely that this money would be wasted rather than 
used as intended. 

(d) In Okinawa, land truly represents family inheritance and its loss for an 
indefinite period in return for money is considered to be practically a gross 
betrayal of trust to the family line. 

(e) In Okinawa, there is no precedence for long-term, indefinite contract. 
Rather, it is an established custom to pay rent annually. 

(f) Therefore, lump-sum payment or similar proposals are regarded by the 
Okinawan people as being identical with the confiscation of land, since they feel 
that they will no longer have a voice to protect their interests in their land. Thus, 
it logically follows that the proposed lump-sum payment is currently causing 
geeat apprehension and worry to the people of Okinawa. 

(g) In view of the above, special consideration is requested for the continua- 
tion of annual rent payments. 


APPENDIX 2,—Total of proposed compensation, by classification 


Annual rent for the military 
requisitioned land 








Classification F 

tat ti Jnit com- Total com- 

Ge er pensation pensation 

F ; (in dollars) (in dollars) 
. | | ; a cs 
a Sie teiemne aaask 40, 076. 11 $206.19 | $8, 263, 178.03 
NS Re AE Oe tol. da dite bhabbaieeandind <ttnctesecul 1, 226. 26 | 397. 82 487, 828. 26 
=O ee Reena aE sh) 16, 322. 56 344.29 | 5,619, 740. 64 
a SI ae aeee nee eeraears ee Sant 1, 660. 85 526. 72 874, 799. 84 
| ial Ai ia SST =e Sena wae Peli Gebatcee. ane 14, 004. 72 | 43. 42 608, 135. 83 
BETS FARES ETERS Gree ae ea hee eee ree a 3, 521. 32 19. 32 68, 017. 75 
I oc hak oe ade ninienatehaeenn® Pee ee EES! 83. 14 234. 81 19, 522. 27 
NT a in ccnenamnsepeiencnenadin - a 146. 22 145. 70 21, 304. 29 
| ME ih i OS b, § BRE: GST ER SEES AS .| 9. 83 3, 825. 34 37, 603. 12 
I oe te i ade heb SuGeede Cuan nexcneseiet 369. 48 130. 78 48, 320. 29 
a aces a tn | 17. 85 122. 44 2, 185. 50 
I ee ook kee eetunenanmensae mawen | 33. 26 110.18 3, 644. 44 
Shrine 2 | SAR Ren ROT A SE ee ee 23. 68 292. 02 6, 915. 00 
ES eet 1. Pe vee anes Seen a | 189. 23 113. 88 21, 549. 03 
1 a ee fe a nee 2, 467. 04 179. 81 443, 591.75 














APPENDIX 3.—Outstanding claims for miscellaneous losses 


Classification : Compensation amount 


ee ee ae ane ee Se ee ee ee ae ee $273, 072. 79 
Le ae Oe eee 1, 103, 727. 75 
Brun, seerrcy One ten trecs—__._.........—.__.._- puneanpcceteeediiip 16, 187. 23 
I NNT i  neticnliatninieeinmmenees pesos 945, 138. 37 
ES ae ae -—=—- S20, 225. 06 
Expenses for removal (including religious rites)______ bute. 62, 894, 23 
Compensation for abandonment of farming________________ 661, 392. 37 
Compensation for disappeared land__-_-...__-___________ 541, 977. 85 
Compensation for land converted into roads________________ 4, 937, 793. 24 


ES. ES 695. 23 


Losses for remaining or adjoining properties___ 





I REA SS TA IIA POS, © SO a = a a eee ae a 14, 368, 104. 12 
Remarks: Losses incurred since April 28, 1952, are not compensated. 
55066—55—-No. 20-59 
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ANNEX 1. STANDARDS FOR COMPUTATION OF COMPENSATIONS 
1. Rent for land 


(a) As for farmland, the rent shall be the estimated agricultural incomes to 
be obtained from the farming of the land concerned less the estimated expendi- 
ture for farming (the cost of owner’s labor is omitted). 

(6) As for land other than farmland, the rent shall be 6 percent of the value 
of the land concerned computed in consideration of the rent of similar land in 
the vicinity, or of the estimated purchase price of the land computed on the 
basis of actual purchase price of similar land in the vicinity. 

(c) The rent for land computed in accordance with the standards above shall 
be fairly and impartially amended with the due regard to the special situation 
of the land concerned. 

For example, the rent for land in a city or a similar area, regardless of the 
category of the land, shall be computed with due regard to the anticipated in- 
terest to be obtained in the case of use of the land concerned as a homesite. 


2. Compensations 


(a) The compensation for properties other than land, for rights or for the 
anticipated interest shall be computed in accordance with the following stand- 
ards: 

(1) Standing crops: The compensation for farm products shall be roughly 
estimated income from the same farm products less the operating expenses nor- 
mally expended after the commencement of use of the land concerned (the cost 
of owner's labor omitted). 

(2) Standing trees and bamboo forest: The compensation for standing trees 
and bamboo forest over the felling age shall be the value thereof; and the com- 
pensation for standing trees and bamboo forest under the feeling age shall be 
the estimated income obtainable from the same standing trees and bamboo 
forest at the felling age converted for the time of appraisal plus the annual 
income obtainable from twigs, etec., for firewood or charcoal converted for the 
time of appraisal. 

(3) Fruit trees, mulberry trees, tea plants and other perennial plants: As 
for such specially used trees, the compensation shall be the roughly estimated 
annual income obtainable from the same plants less the annual operating ex- 
penses normally expended, or it shall be the aggregate of the expenses for trans- 
planting and the estimated amount of decrease in the yield converted for the 
time of appraisal. 

(4) Building, tomb, structure, equipment, and the like. The compensation 
shall be all the expenses for removal and transfer of the same properties, and 
the estimated cost for reconstruction or reacquisition of the properties of the 
same substance and scale. 

(5) Rent of temporary residence: The compensation shall be an amount equiv- 
alent to the total rent paid during the period of use of the temporary residence 
concerned. 

(6) Expenses for removal: The compensation shall be the expenses for pack- 
ing, transportation and labor for transfer of movable property, the carfare, pas- 
sage, daily allowance, hotel charge, food cost, and the like for removal of persons 
and other necessary expenses. 

(1) Removal of passageways and waterways: Where the use of land results 
in the suspension of traffic or in difficulty for traffic, the compensation shall be 
equal to the amount required for the alteration or construction of such passage- 
ways or waterways. 

(8) Expenses for religious rites: The compensation shall be equal to the ex- 
penses required for performing the religious rites (e. g., ceremony for the repose 
of the souls of the dead, religious services, etc.) incidental to transfer, removal 
or selection of a worship site, shrine, Buddhist temple, church, graveyard, or any 
other religious facilities. 

(9) Compensation regarding fishery: The compensation shall be made not 
only for fishery under the fishing right or the fighting ground right but for free 
fishery ; the compensation shall be the decrease in fish catch for the period during 
which the fishing ground concerned cannot be entered or is restricted. 

(10) Compensation for rights: As for a superficies, emphyteusis, lease, hypo- 
thee, pledge, right of mining, stone quarrying right, right of common, or right 
of irrigation and drainage, right of utilization of drinking water, right of utiliza- 
tion of industrial water, other rights customarily established, and good will, the 
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compensation shall be fairly and impartially computed in compliance with the 
actual condition of each right. 

(11) Compensation for suspension of business: Where the land for business 
is lost and the continuing of the same business becomes impossible or suspended, 
the compensation for the loss for the period of such suspension shall be the esti- 
mated net profit obtainable from the business concerned, and subsidiary business 
for such period, and the amount equivalent to holiday allowances or retirement 
allowances to be paid to the employees. 

(12) Compensation for abandonment of farming and for change of trade. As 
for farmland, the compensation for abandonment of farming shall be an amount 
equal to the estimated agricultural income obtainable from the utilization of the 
farmland for 5 years; and, as for land other than farmland and rights, the com- 
pensation for change of trade shall be an amount equal to the estimated income 
obtainable from the utilization of the land or right for 5 years. 

(13) Compensation for remaining or adjoining property: Where structures, 
equipment, or other property which remains on the military requisitioned land 
or is adjoining thereto suffers damage or is reduced in the valve, the compensation 
shall be an amount equal to the expenses required for such restoration, construc- 
tion, or reconstruction, or to the amount of decrease in value. 

(14) Compensation incidental to survey, investigation, etc. Where survey 
or investigation is carried out, the compensation shall be appropriately computed 
based on the extent of the damage or inconvenience directly caused by such 
survey or investigation. 

(b) Compensation for lost land: As for land that is lost, the compensation 
shall be the cost for acquisition of similar land in the vicinity thereof. 

(c) Compensations incidental to restitution: The compensation incidental 
to restitution shall be the cost for restoration of the land concerned to its original 
status, or the cost for acquisition of similar land of the same acreage in the 
vicinity at the time of such restitution, and the expenses for removal and transfer 
of goods to be returned to the same land and for transfer of movable property 
and persons, and for management for the period required for restoration to its 
original status. 

3. The compensation shall be computed appropriately in accordance with any 
similar provisions herein set forth or in consideration of custom, based on the 
actual situation of the individual case, where no standards are set forth herein 
for computation, or in other special case. 

4. As for land that has been converted into roads by the United States forces, 
other than the area which is presently used by the military, an appropriate 
subsidy must be provided. 


WHY COMPENSATION SHOULD BE BASED ON NET AGRICULTURAL INCOME WHEN 
FARMLANDS ARE REQUISITIONED 


The actual economic loss to the farmers due to the requisition of farmlands 
for military purpose is the net agricultural income obtainable from the farm- 
lands and not its commercial value. Consequently, compensations should be 
based on such net agricultural income and not on the basis of farm rent or rent 
in the sense as used in political economy. 

In Japan, too, in case where farmlands are expropriated, the compensation 
is made on the basis of the net agricultural income obtainable from the farm- 
lands, because such compensation is the most reasonable and equitable method 
for settling this question. 

Thus, the Ryukyuan farmers are vested with the right to insist on compensa- 
tions based on net agricultural income to be derived from the land. The following 
points are also pertinent : 

1. Due to the limited availability of land in the Ryukyus, it is well-nigh 
impossible for the dispossessed farmers to acquire substitute land in another 
area in order to continue farming, so that the requisition of one’s farmland means 
for him not only the loss of its rental value, but also the perpetual loss of 
agricultural income obtainable from the land. 

2. Due to the predominantly agricultural economic background, it is difficult 
for those who are obliged to abandon their farm holdings to get a regular job 
other than in agriculture. Even when nonfarming job opportunities exist, their 
limited experience in such fields prevents them from receiving favorable con- 
sideration. Thus, the requisition of land means for them the loss of the work 
for which they are most qualified as well as the loss of their basic source of 
income. It forces a highly skilled farmer to become an unskilled laborer. 
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3. To the Ryukyuan farmers, with their small, individual farmholdings, land 
is also important because it provides constant employment. In fact, unlike other 
countries, the land is given special status when considered as farmers’ assets. 
The Ryukyuan people strongly feel that compensation for land requisitioned by 
the military must be treated as being entirely different from that of ordinary 
farm rent or what is referred to as economic rent. 

4. The Ryukyuan landholders believe that it is unfair that only Ryukyuan 
farmers should be made to sacrifice their land for the defense of the free nations. 

Thus, insofar as farmlands are concerned, the farmers maintain that they 
should receive equitable compensation for the net agricultural income that they 
will lose. This is the only fair basis for settling this question on military requis- 
itioned land. 

The CuarrMan. Now, are there any questions any members of the 
committee desire to address to the witness ? 

Mr. Rivers. Could I ask him one question, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuatrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I notice you said there, Mr.—— 

The CuatrmMan. Higa. 

Mr. Keviener. Higa. 
Mr. Rivers. Mr. Higa, I notice you said on page 4 of your statement : 


Furthermore, some military land is not under actual use. 


Would you explain that, and how many acres? 

Captain Saiki. Mr. Congressman, from now on, in order to be able 
to have the other members of the delegation present their views, Mr. 
Higa intends to use Japanese. And he will answer that question. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Coir. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire. 

Is it at all difficult to determine the ownership of the land in 
Okinawa which has been taken by the Federal Government ? 

Mr. Hiea (through Interpreter Saiki). The first question—if you 
please, sir, I will answer the first question. 

Mr. Congressman, in regard to the first question, Mr. Higa states 
that it appears to them that the land is not in actual use. 

Mr. Rivers. How many acres? 

Mr. Hica (through Interpreter Saiki). He says he is not able to 
determine the actual acreage. 

The Cuatrrman. Well, we could clear that up from the Army as to 
the actual number of acres that they have which is not being used by 
the military. 

Mr. Cole ? 

Mr. Cots. No questions. 

The Cuarrman. Now, thank you very much, Mr. Higa. 

Now, General, who is the next witness ? 

General Marquat. Any members of your party care to make any 
brief comment to the committee ? 

Mr. Hiea. Yes, sir. 

The next question 

General Marquart. Does that suit your pleasure, sir? 

‘The Cnarrman. Well, do any of the other representatives or dele- 
gates desire to make any statement ? 

General Marquart. Do they want to make a statement ? 

Mr. Hica. No questions. 

General Marquart. No statements? 

Captain Sark1. They have statements. He is trying to decide who 
is going to speak next. 
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General Marquart. The committee cannot hear too many people. 

The chairman has asked the question, Do any of the members wish to 
make a statement supplementary to yours. 

Mr. Higa says, Mr. Chairman, he would like the members to make 
very brief remarks in order that they may get on the record. 

The Cuairman. All right. Just let them come around to the 
witness stand then. 

General Marquart. Mr. Higa, will you step back, sir ? 

This is Mr. Nagamine. 

The Cuatrman. He is the vice speaker of the legislature, this 
gentleman / 

General Marquart. Yes, sir, vice chairman of the legislature. He re- 
quests the honor of stating a few remarks. 

The Cuarrman. The committee will be glad to have you make any 
statement you desire and see fit to, with reference to the acquisition 
of the present land and additional lands in Okinawa. 

Captain Sarkr. Thank you very much, sir. 

Mr. NaGamine (through Interpreter Saiki). First of all, I am Mr. 
Akio Nagamine, the vice speaker of the legislature of the Government 
of the Ryukyu Islands. 

Now, in regards to the question of land, the people has heard that 
a lump-sum payment is proposed in regards to the acquisition of land 
and they are surprised to hear of this news. 

Since there is a scarcity of land in Okinawa, it is not possible to ac- 
quire substitute land. Since the people of Okinawa do not have special 
skills, they have no opportunity to engage in other type of work. Even 
if they receive a large lump-sum payment, these people have no way 
of utilizing that sum and they will probably use it wastefully. Land is 
the only thing of value in Okinawa and if this land is lost, it would 
be a disgrace to the family line. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, in that connection, will you state this to the 
witness in regard to the proposition of a lump-sum payment: Ask him 
what his views would be with reference to the lump payment being 
made in annual installments over a period of years so it would elimi- 
nate any likelihood of waste of the lump-sum payment. 

Mr. Nacamine (through Interpreter Saiki). Mr. Chairman, the 
question that is currently bothering him is whether this lump sum 
payment is to be divided into annual basis or whether the rental is to 
be made on the basis of annual payments. 

The CuHarrman. No rental involved. Just a long-term easement, 
and instead of paying it all in lump sum, pay so much each year until 
the total amount has been distributed and paid out. 

_ Mr. Nagamine (through Interpreter Saiki). Mr. Chairman, I am 
in favor of annual rental and not in favor of the distribution of lump- 
sum payment on that basis. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Tell the witness to go ahead with his 
statement. 

Mr. Nacamine (through Interpreter Saiki). According to tradi- 
tion, there is no such thing as indefinite contract of land lease in Oki- 
nawa. In fact, the general arrangement is to pay rental for land on 
an annual basis. 

Any such thing as lump-sum payment for land or long-term ease- 
ment will be regarded by the Okinawans as usurpation of their rights 
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to their land. And as a result, the landowners at the present time are 
ie much worried. 

he CHarrMAN. Well, you might say to him that here in the United 
States we think we have a very liberal democratic method of acquirin 
property, which is satisfactory to our citizens, and yet in this proposa 
we are going much further in acquiring the land in Okinawa. 

Mr. NaGcamtneE (through Interpreter Saiki). Mr. Chairman, thank 
you very much for the information. That is all. 

Mr. Durnam. Just a moment. 

What was the process of transfer of property prior to the war? 
How did you transfer it from one to the other ? 

Mr. NacamineE (through Interpreter Saiki). Sir, there are not very 
many instances of land transfers prior to the war, and when such cases 
occur, it was only in a special situation. And in such cases generally 
the buyer and the seller would get together and decide upon what 
would be an equitable price. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrman. Thank you very much, sir. Thank you very much. 

Now, is there any other witness of the delegation 

Mr. DurHam. May [ask one further question ? 

What is the total population at the present time in the island? 

Mr. Nagamine (through Interpreter Saiki). It is approximately 
780,000, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. Now, what percentage of those till the land ? 

Mr. Nagamine (through Interpreter Saiki). Fifty-six percent of 
the people are involved in agricultural pursuits. 

Mr. Rrvers. Is that the entire Ryukyus group or is that just the 
Island of Okinawa? 

Mr. Nagamine (through Interpreter Saiki). This is the Island of 
Okinawa, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, may I ask this question ? 

Now, as a result of our troops being over there in Okinawa, aren’t 
we able to give some jobs and some employment to some of those people 
that otherwise they wouldn’t have over there ? 

Mr. NaGamine (through Interpreter Saiki). Yes; opportunities for 
employment exist because of that, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. And is that reasonably satisfactory with the Oki- 
nawans; their employment? 

Mr. NaGamtne (through Interpreter Saiki). It has helped the peo- 
ple economically. 

Mr. Brooks. Fine. 

The Cuairman. Thank you very much, sir. 

Now, the next member is a member of the legislature and chairman 
of the legislative land committee. 

General Marquart. Mr. Oyama. 

The Cuatrman. All right. We will be glad to have any statement 
he desires to make. 

Mr. Oyama (through Interpreter Saiki). Mr. Chairman, thank you 
very much for giving me permission to speak. 

I am Oyama Chojo, a member of the Legislature of the Government 
of the Ryukyu Islands. I am also the chairman of the Land Com- 
mission for the Government of the Ryukyu Islands. 
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[I am sure that the difference which exists between the sum requested 
by the military and the sum desired by the people of Okinawa is so 
great that some of you are probably surprised. 

Because of this great difference, this present congressional hearing 
is being held. 

I believe that if the United States had carefully investigated the 
situation in regards to this particular problem, probably we would 
not be here today. 

The present military proposal have not carefully—the present mili- 
tary proposal has not taken into account the current popular feeling 
of the people. 

I believe that the opinions of the people have not been fully inves- 
tigated. 

If it was to be worded strongly, it seems to be almost undemocratic. 

In regards to this land problem, I believe that both the people of 
Okinawa and the United States should discuss their problem and reach 
an equitable solution. 

This problem can be reasoned in many ways, but the decided real- 
ity is that there is an economic problem existing in Okinawa. There- 
fore, I request that the committee consider this problem very carefully 
and possibly send a commission to the Ryukyu Islands to investigate 
the problem firsthand. 

By undertaking such a plan, the people of Okinawa would be satis- 
fied and a just solution to the problem could be made. 

Mr. Parrrrson, Mr. Chairman 

The CaarrmMan. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Patrerson. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman: 
What currency is presently used on the island and what banking facili- 
ties? 

Mr. Oyama (through Interpreter Saiki). There is on the island, 
Mr. Congressman, a bank known as the Ryukyu Bank, of which 51 
percent of the stock is held by the Army and 49 percent by the people 
of the Ryukyu Islands. 

There is a military currency existing at the present time which is 
used at the rate of 120 yentoadollar. It isknown as B yen. 

Mr. Parrerson. But the everyday currency used by the natives out- 
side of our government installations is the yen, is that correct ? 

Mr. Oyama (through Interpreter Saiki). The B yen is the currency 
being used at the present time by the indigenous population. 

Mr. Parrerson. Now, another question that I would like to ask is 
this: 

Are the facilities on the island known as title companies, where the 
titles to the land involved are recorded ? 

Mr. Oyama (through Interpreter Saiki). The title of the land is 
registered with what is known as the—there is a registry office in which 
the land title is registered. 

Mr. Parrerson. In the islands? 

‘Captain Sargr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Patrerson. And they are up to date and correct ? 

Mr. Oyama (through Interpreter Saiki). Yes, it is up to date, sir; 
however, the registered prices are not correct. 

The Carman. Assure the witness—tell the witness that the com- 
mittee appreciates his statement and we will give most careful con- 
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sideration to the entire subject matter, and also to his suggestion that 
a committee be sent to have a look over the Jand before any final deci- 
sion is reached. We will give all that careful consideration. 

Mr. Core. Mr. Chairman, let me say for my own part that I think 
the suggestion of having a group from this committee to go over to 
make a thorough study and consideration of this problem is a very 
wise suggestion. I approve of it. 

The Cuamman. In that connection, I thought we would reach a 
decision. That is the reason I made the statement I did—that we will 
give it consideration. 

He raised two points. One is that we give careful consideration to 
the entire subject matter, and in addition thereto that a committee 
be sent to make a home-ground inspection. 

Now, when the committee goes in executive session in regard to this 
matter, these two matters will be considered. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 

(Announcement made by Captain Saiki.) 

Mr. Oyama. Thank you very much. 

The CuHammaNn. General Devereux. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Witness, what has been the results of the 
resettlement program of the landowners to the southern island ¢ 

The Cuarmman. Mr. Durham, any further questions 

Mr. Deverevx. I haven’t gotten an answer. 

The CHarmman. All right. 

Mr. Oyama (through Interpreter Saiki). Mr. Congressman, he 
states that on one occasion I accompanied Major General Ogden on a 
trip to Yaeyama, which is one of the islands, in order to investigate 
these possibilities. 

There have been several occasions in which the resettlement in the 
Yaeyama area has been initiated in the past, but all have not been suc- 
cessful. The reason for this is there is malaria present in those par- 
ticular islands, although at the present time the military is eliminating 
the malarial conditions. In the future only about a thousand families 
could be resettled in those lands. 

Mr. Witson. How many? 

Captain Sarkt. 1,000 families. 

Mr. Devereaux. Only about 1,000, and you have 50,000 to be méved ? 

Captain Sark. That is right. 

The CHarrman. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Durham ? 

Mr. Duruam. Mr. Chairman. 

Your appointment as land manager comes from the present govern- 
ment? It is made officially ? 

The Cuatrman. He is a member of the legislature. 

Mr. Oyama (through Interpreter Saiki). Both the government of 
the Ryukyus Island and the people are supporting the plan presented 
by this group. 

Mr. DurHam. Well, then, we can assume that he speaks officially 
fer both groups? 

Captain Sargr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Oyama (further through Interpreter Saiki). There is in this 
group a representative of the Federation of Landowners and also we 
have three members of the legislature and the chief executive. 
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The legislature represents the people and Mr. Kuwae represents the 
landowners. ; : 

Mr. Duruam. Well, can I ask you this question ? ' 

Since you are in charge of this and your recommendation will be 
made to the people, I assume, have all propositions that have been 
offered up to the present time by the Army for the land acquisition 
been unsatisfactory to your group, if you do not speak for all groups ? 

Mr. Oyama (through Interpreter Saiki). Yes, the proposal appears 
to be unsatisfactory. 

Mr. Durnam. Appears to be? I asked was it unsatisfactory 2 

Captain Sarkt. It is unsatisfactory ; pardon me, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. That is better. 

The Cuairman. Thank you very much. 

Now, General 

Mr. Oyama. Thank you very much. 

The Cuamrman. Now the next witness is a witness of the legislature 
that is affiliated with the island’s Democratic Party. 

General Marquart. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sutnzaro (through Interpreter Saiki). I am Shinzato, a mem- 
ber of the legislature of the government of the Ryukyus Islands and I 
wish to thank you for allowing me to speak. 

The people involved in this land acquisition program amount to 
50,000 families or a total of 250,000 people. 

(Further through Interpreter Saiki.) Those who have been dis- 
located from their farms have been eking out their existence in part- 
time employment or any jobs that they can find. 

Up to the present there has been employment available in military 
construction work, but that has been gradually slackening. 

As a result there is a rise in the criminal rate among the population. 
Because the annual rental basis used currently is very low, 38,000 of 
the landholders have currently appeals placed before the United States 
Land Acquisition Commission. 

Mr. Surnzato (further through Interpreter Saiki). Not only be- 
cause of the low rental but the cost required for appealing has placed 
a great burden upon the people. 

The United States Land Commission does not have any member 
representing the Ryukyus people, and is composed entirely of the 
military representatives. 

This is the only place where an appeal can be placed and once this 
Commission reviews the case that is the only, you might say—that is 
the only method of actually : 

The Cuatrman. Their decision is final ? 

Captain Sark. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. May I ask hima question, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Surnzato. (through Interpreter Saiki). The present apprai- 
sal of land was decided by a representative of the Hypothee Bank 
and the people of Okinawa did not have any say as to the appraisal 
value. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Rivers, have you a question ? 

Mr. Rivers. I just want to know if he was elected by a vote of all 
the people on the island ? 
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The CuamMan. He is a member of the legislature. 

Mr. Suinzato (through Interpreter Saiki). Mr. Shianzato says, 
“T was elected from one of the 29 districts in Okinawa.” 

Mr. Rivers. 29 districts? 

The Cuarrman. The island is divided just like it is divided up here 
in counties. 

Mr. WickersHam. Mr. Chairman, I have one brief question. 

To whom do you feel a greater allegiance, to Japan or the United 
States of America? 

Mr. Gavin. That is an embarrassing question. 

The Cuarrman. Oh, yes, it is. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Let’s get the answer. 

Mr. Suinzatro (further through Interpreter Saiki). At the pres- 
ent time, since the Ryukyus have been— due to the 1952, I believe, 
treaty—separated from Japan proper, I believe that my allegiance 
would be with the United States, who is acting as the protectorate for 
the Rykukyus Islands. 

Mr. WickxersHam. Thank you. 

The CuarrMan. It is an occupied country. There is no question of 
allegiance, since it is an occupied country. 

Now, is there a further statement ? 

Mr. Surnzato. Thank you. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much, sir. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman. I was just wondering at whose recom- 
mendation are you appearing here ? 

For the legislature of the island, or was your visit suggested per- 
haps by American authorities ? 

r. Sutnzato (through Interpreter Saiki). As a result of the low 
rental that exists in Okinawa numerous citizen rallies were held ex- 
pressing this popular opinion, and in order to represent these people, 
these people were selected to come to the United States. 

Mr. Price. The action was initiated by your legislature ? 

Mr. Surnzarto (through Interpreter Saiki). Mr. Congressman, the 
popular opinion was that some representation should be sent to the 
United States and through Mr. Higa arrangements were made with the 
military and the delegation came to the United States. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bray, any questions? 

Mr. Bray. Does this group have any legal representation in the 
United States, that is any firm of lawyers or counsel that has been 
retained ? 

Mr. Surnzato (through Interpreter Saiki). No; they have no legal 
representation. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much. 

Now the next witness 1s the chairman of the land federation or 
association. 

General Marquart. Mr. Kuwae. 

Mr. Kuwae (through Interpreter Saiki). Iam Kuwae Choko, a rep- 
resentative of the Federation of the Landowners. 

To illustrate how low the military rental is and how high the civil- 
ian rental is, I will cite an example. 
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The Goeku-Son Primary School, for example, was required to rent 
their former school land to the military and is currently receiving 
$19.40 per acre as rental. 

The school is paying in the new location which it has rented a sum 
of $267 per acre as rental. 

This 1s because the appraisal value is based upon April 1952. 

I have come with the delegation as a representative of the Federa- 
tion of the Landholders. The landowners federation have instructed 
me to state that they will not accept payment, lump-sum payment, for 
land no matter how high it may be. 

And they have requested me to present before the congressional hear- 
ing the fact that the land rental presently paid is low and that tha 
landowners desire an increase in the rental. 

At the present time 89 percent of the landowners have appealed be- 
fore the United States Land Commission. 

At the present time the American businessmen in Okinawa are pay- 
ing rent at the rate of $244.5 per acre to $1,100 per acre. These rentals 
were decided in free negotiations between the businessmen and the 
Okinawa people. 

Mr. Puripin. Mr. Chairman, may we find out from the witness for 
what term those rentals are being paid ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Puttern. Would you state for the record what term the rentals 
you specified are being paid by the Government ¢ 

Is it monthly or is it yearly or how is the rental paid, for what 
period ¢ 

Mr. Kuwae (through Interpreter Saiki). It is based on annual 
rentals. 

Mr. Puen. On annual rental? And the reference you made some 
time ago relative to the school that had to pay $287 a year—that was 
an annual rental ¢ 

Mr. Kuwar (through Interpreter Saiki). The school property is 
based also on annual rental and is being paid on annual rental. 

Mr. Bennett. May I ask this question: Was the school property 
comparable, the same type of property, the same size and everything, 
as the type that was given up? 

Mr. Kuwaer (through Interpreter Saiki). It is a comparable level. 

Mr. Gavin. One agreement was made in 1952 and the other was made 
recently, is that right? 

Captain Sark1. Would you elaborate on that, sir? 

Mr. Gavin. One agreement, the low level, was made in 1952; this 
other agreement, which is a higher rental, was made—when, just 
recently, or what year? 

Captain Sart. Is this in reference to the school, sir? 

Mr. Gavin. Yes. 

Mr. Kuwas (through Interpreter Saiki). The school property new- 
ly acquired by the school was contracted for in April of 1951 and the 
annual rental payment for the old school property was decided in 
1952. 

The CuHatrman. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Gavin. Let me ask this question, Mr. Chairman. I conclude 
from what the witness says that the Okinawans do not want to dispose 
of the property in a lump-sum sale, that they are satisfied on a rental 
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basis provided the rent meets with their approval, the rental value 
meets with their approval ¢ 

The Cuarrman. An increase. 

Mr. Gavin. An increase. 

Mr. Kuwaer (through Interpreter Saiki). Yes; that is right. 

Mr. Gaviy. Then it would be satisfactory for the Government to 
continue—and satisfactory to the Okinawans to lease this land that 
is proposed to be taken ? 

The Cuarrman. To rent the land, not lease. 

Mr. Gavin. Rent the land that is proposed to be taken. 

Mr. Kuwag. (Through interpreter Saiki.) 

Yes, that would be completely satisfactory. 

Mr. Gavin. If the rental 

The Cuarrman. Is increased. 

Mr. Gavin. Is increased to their satisfaction. 

Mr. Kuwar. (Through interpreter Saiki.) 

Yes. 

Mr. Gavin. They have no objections to the occupation of the land, 
providing the rent is satisfactory ¢ 

Mr. Kuwagr. (Through interpreter Saiki.) 

There is no objection provided the rental is satisfactory. 

Mr. Gavin. That is the number of acres, the full amount that the 
Army wishes'to aequire ¢ 

Mr. Kuwar. (Through interpreter Saiki.) 

In regards to the presently used 40,000 acres there is no objection 
on that basis. ) 

However, Mr. Kuwae was requested to express the wish that the 
people do not desire further land acquisition, that is in regards to the 
additional 12,000 acres desired. 

The Crarmman. Thank you very much—— 

Mr. Gavin. If the rental was satisfactory, would they have any 
objection to the acquisition of additional land ? 

Mr. Kuwag. (Through interpreter Saiki.) 

Yes, there still would be objection to that. 

Because the rental of land by the military has placed many people 
in a rather untenable position. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much, sir. 

Now the nextwitness is the chief statistician of the statistical bureau 
of the government. 

General Marquat. Mr. Chairman, he is here to keep the record and 
will furnish information. He will not make a speech. 

Mr. Higa would much like to givea very brief statement of apprecia- 
tion to the committee if you will permit. 

Mr. Hiea. I thank you very much for your kindness to listen to 
our requests. In the past, decisions of the Congress have been closely 
identified with the political, financial, and psychological factors in- 
volved, and we have confidence that such will be the case in the current 
issue. 

However, should it eventuate that the final decision would provide 
for a lump-sum-payment procedure, it is incumbent upon me in my 
capacity as chief executive of the government of the Ryukyus Islands 
to inform the Congress that such action would be entirely unacceptable 
to the Ryukyus people. 
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It is urgently requested that the Congress adopt a procedure satis- 
factory to it for settlement for the use of land by the United States 
military forces based upon payment of equitable and annual rentals. 

We invite the Congress to send to the Ryukyus a properly consti- 
tuted neutral mission to examine on the ground the problem as it is 
seen by the people who are being deprived of their land without suf- 
ficient compensation therefor. 

In the meantime, funds for continuation of rental payments should 
be provided. 

Thank you very much. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you, Mr. Chief Executive. 

Now let me say this, Mr. Higa. 

Mr. Higa. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I offer the suggestion that you advise your col- 
leagues and your delegation that the Armed Services Committee will be 
glad if they desire to file a supplementary statement going in detail 
on the matters that they have discussed or any other matter that sheds 
any light on this important question. 

And we will give it most careful consideration. And that we will 
bear in mind the statement that you have made, which is as follows : 

First, that you want a new commission to deal with this problem. 

Mr. Hea. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrmMan. And second, that you want terms along the line thai 
has been in existence in the past, a rental, and that you do not desire 
any further acquisition of lands; also, the committee will bear in mind 
and give consideration to the thought that a committee, at least from 
this committee, be sent there to look over the whole situation and try 
to reach a fair and equitable decision, which is so deeply felt and con- 
sidered of such importance by your people. 

Mr. Hiaa. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. Now, members of the committee, on behalf of us, 
we want to thank these distinguished gentlemen for coming here and 
giving us the benefit of their views. 

Now we will take it all into consideration and we will try to reach 
a decision to advise them at least by next Tuesday, at which time 1 
think the committee will have an opportunity to read whatever state- 
ments you desire to file in the record. 

Mr. Hiea. Thank you, sir. 

The CuatrMan. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Hiea. Thank you very much, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, members of the committee, the next thing 
we must take up in regard to the—now, General, before you get away 
from here, we want to have a little talk with you about this—well, the 
Army here. 

Don’t leave. 

Now, let’s see. That gets rid of that. 

Now we have the West Coast Ammunition Terminal. 

That is on page 6, line 12, and our colleague from California 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Baldwin. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Baldwin. 

Is Mr. Baldwin here? 

Mr. Smart. I think he had to leave, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Keiiener. He was invited this morning, sir. 
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The Cuarrman. Now, General—get the general back here. 

Now, General Marquat. 

General Marquart. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Is this an executive session ? 

Mr. Smarr. On the West Coast Ammunition Terminal item ? 

The Cuarrman. Let the committee go in executive session. 
(Whereupon, at 11:25 the committee went into executive session.) 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Wednesday, June 8, 1955. 

The committee met in executive session at 11:25 a. m. 

The Cuairman. Now, General, I think the committee should try to 
formulate some decision. Asa matter of fact 

Off the record, Sam. 

(Statement off the record.) 

(Further discussion off the record.) 

The CuatrMan. Put this on the record. 

General Ocapen. I am Maj. Gen. David A. D. Ogden, and I have 
only recently reported for duty in the Inspector General’s Depart- 
ment in the Pentagon Building. 

Upon completion of 214 years of duty as Deputy Governor in Oki- 
nawa and also Commanding General of the Ryukyus Command 

Mr. Core. General, would you speak up just a little bit, so 1 won’t 
have to strain my ears ? 

General Oapen. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Talk out loud, General. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, may I say General Ogden was over 
there when your subcommittee visited over there a couple of years ago. 
He is in my judgment a very able officer, and we are happy to have 
you here, General. 

General Ocpen. Thank you, sir, very much. 

The Caiman, All right, General, go ahead and tell us how you 
administered this when you were Deputy Governor. 

General Ocpen. I reported for duty there in 1953, January, and 
this land question was the most important and troublesome one which 
existed. I started out by appointing or recommending and selecting 
a land advisory commission made up entirely of Ryukyuans, a board 
to advise me. They would speak very frankly to me but not for the 
record. Anything that went on the record became generally known, 
and their views were somewhat different. 

Congress had not authorized payment for any Ryukyus land. They 
had authorized, and I believe it was generally believed to be an interim 
measure, this annual payment of 6 percent of valuation per annum. 
And that is what the Ryukyuans were receiving. And that is the 
value as the land existed at the time of taking, but revised upward to 
the values of similar type land as of the date of signing of the peace 
treaty in 1952. 

I could make no bargains with the Ryukyuans over their land be- 
cause I was not—I had no assurance as to what the Congress was going 
to do about it. That is what you are going to decide now. 
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Consequently, all that I could do was to make a study and recom- 
mendation from my own point of view and based upon what Oki- 
nawans said to me, What we ought to do about it. 

I do not believe we ought to sign an obligation for an indefinite 
quantity. It has never been done before on claims on land. I wouldn’t 
recommend it. 

I think we should make a definite sum of money agreement and pay 
it. Then if any individual is injured by such action—and mistakes 
‘an happen—set up a judicial body which can hear the matter as a 
matter of law. 

I recommended that, and this Land Acquisition Commission was 
authorized, recommended by me and appointed by the Governor, who 
is the theater commander, General Hull at the time. 

I sought for Okinawans who would be truly judicial in their atti- 
tude, that is, who would look at both sides of the question and decide— 
make a just decision, with an impartial point of view. I was never 
able to find one of them whom I could trust to do it. They are under 
such pressure from their own local communities that they will not tell 
us openly and publicly anything except what the public view is in 
the matter. Privately, they will tell you differently. 

Hence, I did not recommend any Okinawan for appointment on 
the board. They are advocates of the cause of their own people. They 
uppear before the Commission as advocates of the cause of their own 
people and have a right to say anything that they want to and present 
any evidence or testimony that they want to. 

The Cuarrman. Now, General, let’s clear this up. 

Now, as the Deputy Governor, of course you have firsthand know- 
ledge about the whole situation. Some 40,000 acres is at present occu- 
pied by the Department of Defense. Now, in the past the testimony 
from the Department was to the effect, as to what you said, that they 
have been compensated for on an annual rental basis. Do you think 
that was a fair way to deal with the owners of the land at that time? 

Gener] Ocpen. It conformed to the Japanese practice and our own 
practice at that time. There never was any formal taking of title. 
There couldn’t be. That is our own standard court procedure. It 
was the standard Japanese Government procedure. It undoubtedly 
causes injustices to some individuals. It overpays many others. 

The Cuarrman. Well, the information was that even that was a 
very small amount. What was the information, Colonel, that you 
stated yesterday was the average income? 

Colonel Suvuter. I believe the annual rental we were paying was 
about $1 million, sir, and their request is for about $8 million now. 

The Cuarrman. No. I am talking about when we were renting the 
40,000 acres, as you are doing now. About how much does it average 
per family or per landowner ? 

Mr. Rivers. The record says $20 and eight-tenths of an acre. 

The Cuatrman. I remember the record, but I want to put it in. 

General Ocpen. Here are the figures on the land, if you will allow 
me to speak in round numbers. There are about 40,000 acres of ly»d 
in question, owned by or held by 5 different agencies of the Unit -d 
States Government. This is the total land settlement. 

The Cuatrman. That is right, we understand that. 

General Oapen. And about, less than half of this is arable land, 
that is, cultivated land. The remainder is wasteland, forest, hillside. 
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So there is no special question about that. We are talking about the 
roughly 20,000 acres of arable land. | | upd 

In many cases we hold two sites, one in which our facilities are 
actually operating on a temporary basis, and another in which we 
are going to build the new and more permanent facility. In those 
cases we allowed the farmers to continue to cultivate the land on the 
new site until we needed it. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

General Ocpen. And 36 percent of the land, of the arable land, 
continued in cultivation. 

The Cuarmman. Today? Isit 36 percent today ? 

General Ocpen. Roughly, today. 

The Cuarman. That is exactly what the Government does here. 
When it acquires any land that it doesn’t need, it releases it back. 
Now, which is the right method to approach ? 

Now, from what you said, it was the custom in the past and the cus- 
tom from 1953 to compensate them on a rental basis. You said that 
is what the Japanese did and that is what we have done from 1953 
down to date. 

Now, why has it become necessary to enter into a new type of agree- 
ment, what is classified as an easement, but legally speaking it is not 
an easement? It is a long-term lease. You can call it an easement, 
but I wouldn’t say it is an easement. It is a long-term lease. And 
that has caused trouble, has it not ¢ 

General Ocpen. As long as you have a continuing obligation with 
a changing value, you are going to have trouble every year over what 
the value is for the new year. 

I wonder if the committee fully understands just. the proposition 
that the Okinawa delegation has put up to them means / 

Mr. Parrerson. Well, General, there is only one question that comes 
up in my mind. 

The CHarrMan. We are trying to get an explanation of it from you 
right now. 

Mr. Parrerson. I think this is the thing that is going to be a major 
factor in this final decision. What are going to be the termination 
conditions of this rental you are talking about 4 

Now, I know the legal aspects of a lease and an easement. But I 
would like to know from this committee what the committee has in 
mind when it refers toa rental. What are the conditions of this rental 
or what are the conditions—— 

The Cuairman. The conditions of the rental from the testimony 
was the occupancy and complete use of the property, to appropriate 
it to what use the Government demanded of it. 

Mr. Parrerson. With termination—in what agreement ? 

Mr. Puitety. Does the gentleman yield ? 

The CuarrMan. It wasona rental annual basis. 

Mr. Cunntncuam. For how long? 

Mr. Parrerson. For how long? 

The Cuairman. As far as compensation was concerned. 

Mr, Parrerson. And what are the agreements ? 

The Cuaiman. There wasn’t any legal contract drawn up between 
the landowner and the Government, and it said, “For so many acres 
we have rented it for fiseal year 1954, or 1955, and we will pay you 
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so much, and whatever we put on the land, why, it partakes of the 
land and belongs to you.” I don’t think there has been any testimony 
developed along that line, showing that happened. 

Mr. Patrerson. At the expiration of that rental period, Mr. Chair- 
man, then what ? 

The Cuatrman. I figured from the colonel’s testimony, when he was 
testifying, that it was sort of an indefinite period, an indefinite period 
of time, and the only thing about it was the compensation upon what 
it termed a long-term easement basis, is that correct, Colonel ? 

Colonel Suvier. That is correct. Our plan is to stay there indefi- 
nitely. 

T “ CHamMan. That is right. 

Colonel Suter. But the rental you might set for the first year 
would not necessarily be the rental they would want later on. 

Mr. Parrerson. That is right. 

Colonel Sauter. They would want higher rental later on. 

The Cuarrman. That is right, the rental might go up as the property 
becomes valuable. 

Colonel SuHuter. It would be a lot more money, sir, than any lump- 
sum payment, sir. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Parrerson. Well, Colonel—— 

The CuatrMan. Wait one moment. ‘There was no contract between 
each individual property owner and the Government, was there? 

Colonel Suuter. | don’t believe so, sir. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Wont. There are no contracts. 

Colonel Suuter. There are no contracts. 

The CHarrMan. Just a blanket appropriation of this area. And 
then after we appropriated it and began to occupy it, we felt like we 
should pay something to the natives. So we called them in and said, 
“You have so many acres and we will give you so much money for 
that.” That is the way it has been running along, is that correct, now, 
General ¢ 

General Ocpen. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. You have been the boss over there. Tell the com- 
mittee, is that right ? 

General OcpeNn. That is substantially correct. There are 

The Cuatrman. Then there are no contracts between the Army or 
the Government and any individual as to the rights of either party in 
the contract, expressed in the contract ¢ 

General Ocpen. We couldn’t sign such a contract without authority. 

The Cuairman. That is right, exactly. So we just merely took the 
40,000 acres. We went in there and we said, “We are here and we are 
going to stay here and we are going to build here.” 

Who owns this property? We gathered all the people there, and 
every Tom, Dick, and Harry said they owned it. And you said, “We 
will pay you so much for each acre.” Is that the way you ran it? 

General OgpEn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Purern. Isn’t it based on a percentage, 6 percent per annum ¢ 

The CHarman, Of its value. 

Mr. Puripiy. That is right. 

General Oepen. That is right. 
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Mr. Puiver. The question comes on how you determine the valu- 
ation. You have been taking the valuation as recorded in the regis- 
tration offices and they object to it. They say you should take the 
valuation of the net agricultural income, isn’t that correct ¢ 

General Ocpen. Land is bought and sold in Okinawa and the con- 
siderations are known. Remember, that much of this land we have 
taken and greatly improved the value of it by our own expenditures. 
And that land is often extremely valuable. As farmland, they will 
pay each other in sales transactions as high as $1,000 an acre. 

Mr. Hess. Do they buy it outright from each other, then ? 

General Oapen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Puitsin. Do you have limited or do you have extensive trans- 
actions in farmland ? 

General Ocpen. They are very limited. 

Mr. Putter. I thought so. 

General Ogprn. Sales of land are not very frequent in Okinawa. 

Mr. Puteri. You have sort of a descent procedure or system there, 
whereas it descends through families for generations. You have in- 
frequent sales? 

General Ocpen. Infrequent sales, yes, sir. 

Mr. Putter. My point was: Isn’t the controversy concerning your 
manner or method of valuation of the property on which your 6 per- 
cent is based ¢ 

General Ocpen. The real controversy is whether we will sell or lease 
the land in perpetuity with a changing value on it each year or each 
3 years, say. 

The Cuairman. Well, suppose you reached an agreement of 5-year 
valuation. Five-year valuation would be a fair and equitable propo- 
sition. Now, I think this: I think there are about three questions we 
ought to decide on: whether or not you want to continue a lease, and 
we all heard the witnesses say that is what they want. The reason 
why we are getting away from a lease in the proposal is because we are 
apprehensive that year by year there will be an increase in the rental. 
Isn’t that the reason ¢ 

General Ogpen. There will be a very violent controversy each year. 

The CuatrMan,. That is right. 

General Ogpen. Overvaluation. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Then suppose you had it based upon a 
5-year period of time. During the 5 years there could be no fuss. 
And we are all agreed that the rental would run for a 5-year period 
length of time. 

Colonel Sauter. Except, sir, that the Okinawans want about eight 
times per year what we think they should get. 

The Cuairman. All right. That is a question you have to arbi- 
trate. If he says the land—the natives will pay $1,000 an acre, why, 
that gives you a basis on the land that is in that neighborhood. 

Colonel SHULER. Yes, sir. 

The CuairmMan. To figure what the rent should be. Six percent of 
a thousand dollars. 

General Ogpen. That is what is paid in a free market for farmland. 
There are cases where we have built public highways and housing 
areas where there are lots of customers and land along the public 
highways which was originally simple farmland and has been sold 
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as industrial or commercial sites and will fetch whatever you can get 
for it—$10,000 to $15,000 an acre. 
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The Cuarrman. Yes, that is true. 

Now, the next question I want to ask you about, General, is this: 
What do you think about the suggestion that we send a subcommittee 
from this committee out there to sit down and talk and go over the 
whole matter and see what can be accomplished? Now, I don’t know 
whether it will accomplish a thing in the world, but it might have the 
psychological effect. You see a great deal now, particularly in that 
area of the world, that is psychological. We want the good will of 
all the natives, even if they are on small islands. Now, what would be 
your reaction to that, now 1 

Talk frank and candid. 

General Ocpren. I personally feel that I would like to have the com- 
mittee convinced that the course of action that we propose, or that they 
decide some modification of it, is correct and a sound one. And that 
is the way to find it out, to send 

Mr. Gavin. What is your recommendation ? 

Mr.-Co.z. What is your way to find it out ¢ 

Mr. Rivers. What is that answer ? 

The CHarrMan. Waitaminute. Everybody be quiet. I didn’t know 
how you summed up. I couldn’t exactly follow you. Now, what is 
your recommendation on that 

General Oapen. That you continue the present method of payment, 
which is the standard method used in our own courts, that is, 6 percent 
of valuation per year, until the committee has had a chance to visit 
Okinawa and make a report and convince themselve in the field as to 
what the proper course of action is. 

The Cuarrman. You have given us two things. Then you have 
given the proposition to continue the present method, and the next 
proposition is to go out there and look it over and have a talk with 
the proper officials; is that what you are recommending ? 

General Oapen. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, I am inclined to agree with you on both 
propositions. I think that the sensible way to do it is that way. You 
have to bear in mind that we have to live with these people. They 
are foreign people to us. But we have to have the good will, and we 
have to have the psychological effect not only in Okinawa but in Japan 
and all out in that area. 

Mr. Hess. How about the 12,000 additional acres ? 

The CHatrMan. Now, what is the reaction of members of the com- 
mittee about going out there sometime this fall ? 

Before we go we have to know what we are driving at. 

We are going to have a little difficulty understanding them. But 
we have to know what we want to do first. 

Mr. Coir. When an official delegation from the Okinawans comes 
way over here to plead their cause and extends an invitation for this 
group to come out there and look at the problem on the ground, if we 
were to reject the invitation it would seem to me to have very unde- 
sirable consequences. 

The Cuarrman. I thank you, Mr. Cole. 

I think that is on sound ground. 

With that understanding, let’s have the counsel prepare a statement 
for me to make on behalf of the committee along that line, coupled with 
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the fact that during the time the committee reaches a final decision 
there will be a continuation of the present method that is in operation 
vut there now. 

Is that what you recommend, General ? 

General Ocpen. (Confers. ) 

Mr. Bennerr. How about the 12,000 acres? 

The Cuairman. The 12,000 acres will be considered when the com- 
mittee goes out there. You do not want to do it by a half-handed way. 

General Ocpen. Mr. Chairman, there are two questions involved, 
sir. 

One is the settlement of the old cases where we already have the 
land and we owe them just compensation. 

The CuarrMan. Well, this is the 40,000 acres. 

General Oapen. Yes, sir. Then there is the problem of putting a 
Marine division in there with the acquisition of some 12,000 addi- 
tional acres. 

The CHarrman. Well, all right. 

Now the Marine division won't hardly get there—— 

Colonel SHuter. It is being moved in now, sir. 

The CuairMan. Before this committee can get there # 

Colonel Sauter. Mr. Chairman, the Marine division is being moved 
innow. The first increments are moving in. 

The Cuatrman. Of course, then, you are only dealing—the other is 
just as vital to them, probably more so. 

And I do not think you want to reach a decision on the acquisition of 
the 12,000 acres until the committee goes out there, if the committee 
poes out. 

Mr. Hess. They are going to occupy 7,000 acres of the presently 
owned land ; aren’t they ‘ 

Colonel Suuter. That is correct, sir. But when they move the full 
division in, they cannot get by on the 7,000 acres and they are presently 
moving in, sir, and that movement will not take too long. 

Mr. Putmsin. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 

Don’t you still have considerable military land that would otherwise 
be arable that is not in use? 

Colonel SHuter. Not for the Marine division to go on, sir. They 
have to go in one divisional area, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Well, I think the Marines will be taken care of. 
Weare all taking care of the Marines all the time. 

Mr. Puitern. One more question. 

How much arable land, military land, do you have there that is not 
used by the military at all at the present time ¢ 

Colonel SHuter. How much military land that is not in use by 
the military ? y 

Mr. Puttern. Yes, that would be normal and arable that is now 
owned by the military but not used by the military. 

Colonel Suter. | can give you the total land, sir, and not break it 
down to arable and nonarable. 


Mr. Puma. Just what land the military now has that you are not 
using. 


The Cuarrman. That is right; how many acres. 


Colonel Suurer. All land that we are not actually using now is 
cultivated, sir, by the Okinawans; is that right ? 
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General Oapen. Even though we have an acquisition claim on it. 

Colonel Suuter. May I say, sir, that for the construction we are 
asking for in this year’s program and the next year’s program, for 
safety areas around ammunition storage areas, for antenna farms, 
telephone lines, and that type of thing, we do have some land that you 
would not class as occupied in the sense that we have buildings on them 
at this time. And that total amounts to about 10,000 acres, sir, and 
that is the type of land, as General Ogden has pointed out, that we 
are allowing for the Okinawans to farm. 

The Cuatrman. Well, add that to the 7,000 that you are going to 
turn over to the Marines, that you are using. 

That will be 17,000 acres of the 40,000 acres that you could put the 
Marines on. 

Colonel Suuter. Mr. Chairman, this is not located so we can do 
that, sir. 

This is scattered all over Okinawa, sir. We would if we could, but 
we can’t. 

The CHairman. You mean to tell me that all the Government land 
is not contiguous ? 

Colonel Suuter. That is right, sir. If you look at a map, it is 
splotched all over Okinawa. 

Do we havea map, Mr. Schmeltzer ? 

The Cuatrrman. Well, now, let’s reach that without going in that 
field. 

Now, General, do you think it would be sound—you had the respon- 
sibility, being the governor of the island, and you were the head of it, 
and you are here to advise a course. 

Do you think it would be sound for us to announce to the natives 
that for the time being we suggest to the Department they continue 
the rental basis and that the committee will go out there and make an 
investigation and look over the whole situation ? 

Do you think that is sound to proceed on ? 

General Oapen. You would continue during this interim period the 
present style of payment ? 

The CHarrMan. (Nods.) 

General Ogpen. Yes, sir; you would have to do that. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now do you think we would be on sound ground to do that ? 

General Ocpen. Well 

The Cuarman. Personally, I think that is the sensible thing to do. 

General Ogpen. As far as that whole claim is concerned; yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I think that is the sensible thing to do. 

As suggested by Mr. Cole, the psychological effect—these people 
have come over here, They wrote me a letter and I took it up with 
the Department and the Department said “Yes, it is all right for them 
to come.” 

So we had them here now and we have heard them. They were fine 
statements. 

Now the people back there are anxiously waiting to see what is going 
to happen. Now what effect would it have if we announce that in view 
of the hearing we are coming out ? 

Now we may not agree with them and we may agree with them. We 
may agree with them the proper way to proceed is not to take the long 
term easement but to continue to rent it on a 5-year or 10-year period. 
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Then we might reach a decision by reshufiling of the land we may 
not have to acquire any more land. 

It is a question that is highly important to the people who live there. 
And it is important to us, because we know we are going to keep 
Okinawa and we are going to put there what is necessary from the mili- 
tary standpoint. 

But at the same time we want to accomplish it without too much fric- 
tion if it can be done so. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, can I have a word ? 

The CHatmrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. What about the thought, General, of paying their 
rental in advance during this interim period ? 

Would you recommend that ? 

General Ocpen. That would simply give them one more year’s 
rental. You would pay them 2 years instead of 1. 

Mr. Devereux. Now if we do not take action on this, you will not 
pore sufficient space to take care of the Marine division that is moving 
in? 

General Oapen. No, sir, we would not. And furthermore, there are 
much lesser acquisitions that come up from time to time where you 
have to act. 

For. instance, we are putting in new air defenses in down there 
where we need small plots of ground. 

The Cuatrman. But you are going ahead and putting them in, sir? 

General Open. Sir? 

The Cuamman. There is nothing to interfere with it at all ? 

. General Ogpen. Well, we have to have a procedure for land acquisi- 
ion. 

_If the committee will say also that the present method of land acqui- 
sition will continue in operation pending a decision on the whole 
major question, that will permit us to acquire such requirements as 
we have of land with the present acquisition procedure which was 
simply an ordinance published by me. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuarrman. Why isn’t that all right, then ? 


The effect of that would be, then, you would go ahead and acquire 
the 12,000 acres? 


General Oapen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Smart. That is right. 

General Ocpren. And pay them 6 percent, until Congress gets 
around to making the final settlement. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Gavin. May I ask a question ? 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, may I continue? 

Th~ Carman. Yes, you may continue. 

Mr. Devereux. The question arose about the resettlement of these 
people and as I understand the Army’s position is they can be re- 
settled down in the southern islands. 

The Okinawans testified that only about 10,000 families could be 
resettled down there. 

Mr. Parrerson. (Aside.) 

Mr. Devereux. No, 10,000. 
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Well, there are 50,000 families affected by this overall picture, I 
believe ¢ 

General Ocpen. No, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. They are not? 

General Oepen. 50,000 landowners, but many of those tracts of 
land are not subsistence farms. 

Some tracts are smaller than the size of this table. 

They are just a piece of somebody’s land we have taken. 

And some of them are mountainsides, that somebody owns and cuts 
timber on it. 

Mr. Deverevx. All right. 

Then how many subsistent families, if we want to put it that way, 
General ? 

General Ocapen. The only people that will be affected by next year’s 
operations that have not already adjusted themselves some way will 
be about 1,200 families that might be affected by the Marine’s require- 
ments. 

That would be five people per family, asthe average. Six thousand 
people. 

Mr. Devereux. How many families could you move down to the 
southern Islands, on land ? 

General Oapen. And some of them would rather take the money. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

General Ogpen. And not go to the southern islands, or do some- 
thing else. 

Mr. Puitern. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Then the effect of the suggestion you offered would 
be from a legislative standpoint: we strike this item in the bill. 

We strike out this item in the bill, a reference to a long-term lease. 
That is the effect of it. 

Why certainly you would. You would enact it into law. 

While we are reaching a decision, you would strike out all that deal- 
ing with the question of land acquisition and resettlement. 

That would be stricken out of the bill. That does not mean you 
strike out your $43 million. It means you reduce your $43 million. 

Colonel SHuter. May I ask a question, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

Colonel Suuter. Could this possibly be handled under a title VI 
proposition, where the authorization 1s given now and the title VI 
would then take care of this committee’s visit to that area? 

The Cuairman. No, you can’t legislate that way. 

You can’t legislate, say, dependent upon something that is going 
to happen. When you legislate, you say it already happened. 

Colonel Suuter. I did not mean that, Mr. Chairman. 

I mean like we have on real estate now. We cannot make payment 
until we get the title VI clearance. 

The CHarrmMan. Well, I do not want—I want to be frank. I want 
to bring this question before the committee, because I do not think 
the committee, on the question of acquisition, should deal with it like 
we do with the others and amend that statute. 

Because it will just be a source of constant worry here. 

I think we ought to let the Department go ahead and make the 
transaction without a review by the committee. 
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Mr. WickersHam. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, I asked to be heard. 

Mr. WickersHam. Go ahead, Mr. Gavin. 

The CuHarrman. Yes, sir; you may be heard, Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. It seemed to be the opinion of this group that we are 
here that there are inequities on these rentals that are granted to them. 

Now is there a constant review before these boards that you are 
speaking about where, if an inequity exists, that is readjusted to satisfy 
the particular owner of the property, or do you just go in and promis- 
cuously say “So much and you take it and like it,” that is what has 
gotten them greatly disturbed? 

How has that operated ? 

General Ocpren. That is what the land acquisition commission was 
set up for, to hear such claims of inequity. 

It has heard a great many cases and is prepared to issue its first 
decision, first major decision, momentarily—lI think it is overdue. 

Mr. Gavin. You do try to readjust it when there is an unfair situa- 
tion existing? 

General Ocpen. You can readjust the values, sir, and not the 6 
percent. 

Now I think this land acquisition may make a recommendation on 
that subject. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, you are trying to work that problem out, so we 
continue to have their good will. 

And that is what we should do, is be fair and equitable about the 
value of the property that we are paying 6 percent for. 

They seem to think it is not. And that is one of the reasons I think 
they are here. 

The Cuarrman. I suggest we take a recess until 2 o’clock and the 
general come back at 2 o’clock. 

I hope all the members will be here at 2 p. m. 

(Whereupon, at 12:30 p. m. the committee was recessed, to recon- 
vene at 2 p. m. the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


The CuHarrmMan. Come to order. 

Off the reeord,Sam. This is off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The CHarrMan. Come around here, Mr. Baldwin. I think we can 
get rid of you pretty quick. 

This goes on the record. 

Now, members of the committee, this is our colleague, Mr. Baldwin, 
who is appearing here in regard to the West Coast Ammunition Ter- 
minalin California. That is page 6, line 12. 

All this is on the record. 

Now, you will recall that the Navy wanted to go up to a base called 
Port Chicago and they wanted to acquire some large acreage up there 
as a protection on account of it being an ammunition loading depot. 
But the fallacy of their position was that they left the community, of 
some 2,000 or 3,000 people, that would have been isolated and sur- 
rounded by the Government ownership. So therefore the committee 


rejected the proposal of the Navy Department and turned it down. 
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Now, a little bit further down on the coastline we have the Army. 
And I think both of them were in good places as far as harbor facilities 
are concerned, a terminal for loading ammunition aboard ships. 

Now, the Army is not confronted with the identical situation the 
Navy was, because there is no town involved. But the Army wants 
to acquire some 10,000 or 15,000 acres of ground in that area and it 
will only be used in case of national emer gency, or case of all-out mo- 
bilization, instead of national emergency. And they want to dig out 
the river and put in piers and let it stand in status quo until mobiliza- 
tion, and then it would be developed. 

Now, that is the picture as I understand it. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Batpwin. (Nods.) 

The Cuarrman. Now, the thought has been running through my 
mind: what is the need—the thought has been running through my 
mind of what is the need of having two bases in that area. 

I think we can do away w ith one of them. And I think it might be 
a wise thing to see if we couldn’t do away with Port Chicago and put 
it all down at this new base. 

Mr. Ke.iener. Potrero Hills. 

The Cuairman. Potrero Hills. 

Mr. Gavin. What is the name of it / 

Mr. Keiiener. Potrero Hills, Mr. Gavin. 

The Cuairman. Now, I think—now, this is not an immediate thing 
for the Army, because the facts are going to disclose or have disclosed 
it is only in the event of general mobilization and it would take 18 
months. 

Now, I think what we ought to do: we ought to appoint a subcom- 
mittee of about three to go out to Port Chicago and go down to this 
new place and try to consolidate the activities. I think it all should 
be moved from Port Chicago. I hope—what do you think of that, 
Mr. Baldwin? 

Mr. Batpwin. Mr. Chairman, I would like first to ask consent of 
the committee to insert in the record a statement. I would like to just 
say the thing that has concerned the people of Solano County most 
about the Army proposal in its present form. I have a letter from 
the Department of the Army. They say they want to acquire 22,000 
acres of land, 11,000 acres in fee outright, and 11,000 acres by restric- 
tive easements. And they say that except for dredging the channel, 
they plan to do nothing further until mobilization day and they say 
themselves that this may never occur. I will read just a paragraph of 
their letter. They say: 

Construction will not be undertaken before M-day. Construction of the com- 
plete port after M-day will take approximately 18 months. We wish to empha- 
size that there will be no construction of this project prior to M-day and that 
the date of M-day cannot be predicted by the Department of the Army and that 
it may never occur. 

Now, the thing that concerns the local community very much is 
that the Army is proposing to take 22,000 acres of property, just freeze 
it, not do anything with it—just freeze it, take it off the tax rolls, 
which means added burden to Solano County, which already has Mare 
Island Navy Yard, Travis Air Force Base, and Benecia Arsensal 
already off the tax rolls. They don’t object to these existing installa- 
tions. They are going installations. But here is a pr oposal to take 

22,000 acres off the tax rolls and do nothing with it. It may stay that 
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way for 25 years, forever, maybe. And they say it will take 18 months 
after war starts before it will ever be used. They say when M-day 
sae they will begin to develop it. I say on that basis it may never 
ye used. 

The Carman. Why shouldn’t we close down Port Chicago? 

Mr. Batpwin. Mr. Chairman, that of course is up to this committee. 
I certainly think this Army proposal should not be acted upon favor- 
ably at this time. 

The CHatrman. Do you think there should be 2 bases in that 
vicinity, 1 for the Army and 1 for the Navy? Why couldn’t we 
consolidate them and have a little unification under the so-called Gavin 
plan. [Laughter. | 

Mr. Gavin. I think that isa very good suggestion. 

The Cuarrman. Of course itis. Iam serious about this. 

Mr. Gavin. It is what I have been talking about, of coordinating 
these facilities rather than duplicating and save the American taxpayer 
a few dollars. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, you are right. 

The Cuatrman. I think this: I don’t think the facts warrant that 
we do what the Army wants to do now. But I do think we should go 
out there and see if we can’t move Port Chicago down there and have 
one base, for both the Army and the Navy, and then acquire what land 
they need and go ahead and develop it and have it ready. Because 
what is the use of having the authorization when war breaks out and 
it takes 18 months before the ships can get the ammunition off of the 
place that we bought. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. We have to have it ready. We have to have a depot 
there. But there can’t be any justification of having two. So I would 
suggest to the committee that we strike out of the bill this item about 
this Army base; that we appoint a subcommittee to go out there and 
look it over to see if we can’t move Port Chicago down there, and 
then if we can, why, then we will go ahead and acquire the land and 
build a base down at this point and not have those people up there 
surrounded by this ammunition depot on the—at Port Chicago, so 
apprehensive that they are going to be blown away, and we will lessen 
the hazardousness because we concentrate it in 1 area instead of 2. 

Mr. Gavin. And it would be following out the Unification Act, too. 

The CHarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, haven’t we a considerable invest- 
ment there, at Port Chicago ? 

The CHatrman. Oh, yes, that is right. They got a considerable 
investment. And they got a community of 3,000 people there that they 
are asking us to protect here by buying all of the land around them, 
but we give them no protection. I think it is a matter of serious 
importance, and we ought to see if we can’t do it. Now, that is the 
sensible thing to do. Just go out there, send this subcommittee, and 
strike this item out of the bill. 

Mr. Miter. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CuarrMan. Yes,sir. That used to be your district. 

Mr. Miter. It used to be—Port Chicago is in my district. I will 
say this: We have a considerable investment at Port Chicago. Port 
Chicago represents some of the finest arable land and the most desir- 
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able industrial land in the bay area. And the Government could 
liquidate its holdings at Port Chicago, and I think get all of the money 
they have tied up. 

The Cuatrman. That settles it. All right. 

Mr. Gavin. May I ask a question ¢ 

What part of the 22,000 acres they are objecting to, what kind of 
land isit? What is it? 

Mr. Batpwin. Mr. Gavin, the land is agricultural area in part. It 
has some grainland. It has some very fine grazing land. The largest 
single amount of it is grazing land. There is some swampland, also, 
some combination swamp and dryland. 

Mr. Muuer. That is, dry hills. 

Mr. Batpwin. The hills are used for grazing. 

Mr. Miter. That is right, but they are not grazing all the year 
around. 

The Cuairman. I suggest, members of the committee, we dispose 
of that in that kind of manner. 

On page 6, line 12, West Coast Ammunition Terminal, dredging and 
land acquisition, $12,860,000. I suggest we strike that out, assure 
the Army that we will go out there immediately and make an investi- 
gation and if it is found feasible to move Port Chicago down there 

Mr. Rivers: Bag and baggage. 

The Cuatrman. It should be moved, and the land should be acquired 
and the Army and Navy develop and have a joint terminal facility 
for ammunition loading. 

I think that is the proper thing to do. What do you have to say ? 

Colonel SHuter. Mr. Chairman, may I have an opportunity to 
speak on this project ? 

The CHarrman. Yes, sir. You were heard before and we will hear 
you again. 

Colonel Sauter. I would like to make a few corrections on what 
has been said, sir, according to the facts. 

The Cuarrman. Well, he has a letter there. He got a letter from 
the Department there stating you are not going to use it. 

Colonel Suvter. I am not referring to the letter, Mr. Chairman. 
In the first place, this terminal is for shipping for the Army and the 
Air Force. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Colonel Suuter. It is one of the five safe outloading terminals 
which, under present plans, would assure us that in the next war we 
will not be faced with using only unsafe terminals as we used in the 
last war, with very disastrous results, as the committee well knows. 

Now, it is true that at this planned terminal we would not con- 
struct anything until M-day occurs and that M-day might never oc- 
cur. Of course everybody hopes M-day won’t ever occur. 

The CuarrMan. That is right. 

Colonel SHuter. Because that means war. 

But we have this thing phased into our mobilization plan in this 
manner. The one we are pine Ser at Wilmington, N. C. will be a 
complete port, capable of outshipping 100,000 short tons a month. 

ings Rar. Ga., will be one-third completed at this time. 

Now, the rest of them—Pointe Aux Pines, Ala., which is already 
authorized and money appropriated for the dredging and land 
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acquisition, Potrero Hills, and the fifth one which we hope to get au- 
thorized next year, at West Calcasieu, La., construction will not start 
until M-day on, but the construction at all will be phased so that the 
terminal becomes operational at the time we need it, according to the 
tonnage requirements of the Air Force and the Army. 

Now, we have no intention of freezing this land. We would like to 
acquire this land, the minimum amount in fee and the rest in ease- 
ment, merely to keep construction from springing up on this land so 
that if we had to acquire it later on, it would cost us many many 
times what it would cost us now. 

The Cuarrman. You would not be confronted like you are at Port 
Chicago ? 

Colonel Suucer. That is right, sir. We feel very strongly, Mr. 
Chairman, that these ports must be ready if a next war occurs because 
the type of ammunition we now have is much more powerful than it 
was in the last war, and there is going to be very disastrous results 
unless we insure safe facilities. 

Now, I have supporting witnesses, sir, who, if you have time, I 
can call or I can speak further on the matter. 

The Cuatrman. We thoroughly agree with the importance of it. 
But why shouldn’t we think it over to see if we can’t consolidate the 
two, and it will not hurt at all. We will just pass this by for the time 
being. We may get this report back during this session of Congress. 
Weare not going to hesitate to authorize these things, because we know 
they are important. 

Colonel Sauter. I am just pleading, Mr. Chairman, that it not be 
stricken from the bill until the committee has a chance to consider it 
and make up its mind finally, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Isthe Assistant Secretary here ? 

Mr. Gavin. What other witnesses do you have here? 

Colonel Siruter. I have, sir, Deputy Assistant Secretary of the 
Army, Marsh. 

The Cuarrman. Come around, Mr. Secretary, please, sir. 

Colonel Suuter. Who will testify on the safety and explosive 
aspects, and I have General Lasher from the Transportation Corps, 
who can further justify the requirements. 

The Cuarrman. Of course, we know that phase of it. The only 
question that is running through my mind is whether we’will hold it 
up for the time being to see if we can consolidate it. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I have a question. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Bray. Colonel, there is no reason why the Army and Navy, if a 
port was needed in one locality, both couldn’t use the same port to 
ship ammunition, is there, instead of building two close together? 

Colonel Snuter. There are these aspects, sir. In the first place the 
Navy operates peacetime out of Port Chicago. We do not have a 
peacetime requirement for an ammunition port in that area. 

Mr. Bray. I am not saying, Colonel, that it should be Port Chicago 
or anything like that. But I fail to understand why the Army and 
Navy both say it was necessary to ship out ammunition in one vicin- 
ity—why you would have to have two parallel ports there. I mean, 
the services may have that feeling, though, but I am sure the average 
American can’t see any justification for it. 
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The CuarrMan. Tell the committee this, someone: How far is Port 
Chicago from this port ¢ 

Mr. Marsu. We havea map, sir, which wecan show. _ 

The Cuarrman. Put it up there and show the committee, now. 

Mr. Marsu. About 10 miles from pier point to pier point. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Mr. Marsu. About 10 miles. 

The Cuatmrman. About 10 miles apart. Now just think of that. 
Ten miles apart. Now, where is Port Chicago! 

Mr. Foster. Port Chicago is down here, sir. 

The Carman. All right. Now, what is the name of this place? 

Mr. Smarr. Potrero Hills. 

The Cuamman. Potrero Hills. 

Mr. Marsn. It is up here (indicating). 

The Cuarrman. It is about 10 miles? 

Mr. Foster. Yes, sir, from pier to pier. 

The Cuarrman. From pier to pier. 

Mr. Marsu. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. And waterway all the way between them; is that 
correct ? 

Mr. Foster. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, why couldn’t we have just one facility? 

Mr. Marsu. Might I get into that point, sir? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Marsu. When one brings such tonnages of explosives to a point 
of concentration as you have in a shipload you should not have your 
ships very close together so that you can be sure to avoid propagation. 
If one ship fires, you don’t get another ship. That is the fundamental 
reason why you can’t use Port Chicago for such enlargement, because 
there is the town of Pittsburg right over here (indicating), which is 
just outside of our operational limits. There is a little town of Avon, 
right here just outside of the proposed area to the thing. So we 
couldn’t build additional piers there to get the proper distance from 
pier to pier for the safety of loading explosives. 

OE se CuHairmaNn. All right. Why couldn’t you do it up at Potrero 
ills 

Mr. Marsu. The fundamental reason, as I see it, is that we have an 
investment of fifty or sixty million dollars in the storage area here at 
Port Chicago that would have to be replaced. 

The Cuarrman. That may be true, but that is not the only place we 
abandoned large investments. Right down in the city of Augusta 
today they have abandoned 100 acres right across the golf course and 
across from the Lonair Hotel that is very valuable property. That 
is not the first place where we abandoned property that cost a great 
amount of money. We spent a great amount of money there. It was 
an arsenal there for many, many years. Now, why couldn’t we put 
the safety distance in in this new place? ; 

Mr. Marsu. Well, I have not examined this proposed new area, but 
you would need for the wartime requirement for outloading. You 
would then need six or seven piers, spaced not less than and preferably 
twelve to fifteen hundred feet apart. 

The CHarman. Well, all right. A portion of this money is for 
dredging the harbor and building piers. ; 
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Mr. Marsn. That is right, sir. 

Colonel Suutzr. No, sir, it is for real estate acquisition and dredg- 
ing and not for building piers, sir. 

Mr. Marsu. There is no pier building there. 

The Cuairman. No piers to be built out. You can just dredge the 
river a little bit further where you can get your accommodations and 
eliminate the hazardous situation. 

General Laster. Mr. Chairman, I think there is one point here that 
should be brought out and that is a fundamental difference in the 
requirements between the Army, the’ Air Force, and the Navy. In 
general, we, the Army and the Air Force, outload in full cargo ships. 
This is considerably more hazardous than the Navy requirement, which 
is for partial loading of ships, either small logistic type ships which go 
out and meet the fleet or battleships or cruisers or destroyers which. 
take only a part load of ammunition. 

The great tragedy at Port Chicago, which we all remember, had 
fatalities principally on the pier and in the ships which were being 
loaded. Port Chicago itself fortunately lost only some damage from 
the blast. Had we been with them, or had the Army and the Navy 
been loading at the same time, and had three or four cargo ships been 
in the process of loading six, seven or eight thousand tons, goodness 
knows what would have happened. 

The Cuarrman. All right. I would like to get some justification of 
buying a large area that would only be used on total mobilization, 18 
months after mobilization. 

General Lasuer. I would like to answer that, sir. 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

General Lasner. During World War II we went into and out of 
facility after facility with a resultant cost and delay. I think many 
of you remember the Black Tom explosion in World War I. Well. we 
built a special facility in New York Harbor, which we thought was 
safe during World War II, called Caven Point. Mayors LaGuardia 
and Hague appealed to President Roosevelt and we had to abandon it. 
We couldn’t use it. We went into one facility after another, with the 
result that we never have been able to outload in a safe port. We did 
not do much about it immediately after the war, but Korea came along 
and pointed this requirement up to us and we loaded many tons of 
ammunition over unsafe facilities in the Korean emergency. 

The Cuarrman, All right. 

General Lasuer. Now then, in order to save money for ourselves and, 
more important, to keep the safety restrictions where they should be, 
we have to somehow insure ourselves a large area. The only way we 
‘an do it in view of our expanding economy, particularly on our coast 
lines, is to get an easement on land so it will not be built up in the par- 
ticular place we need. 

The Cuarrman. Is any building taking place up there now? 

General Lasuer. Well, now, this 

The Cuatrman. Is there any industry in that neighborhood ? 

General Lasuer. This 22,000 acres, sir, is approximately 80 percent 
in pastureland, hilly pastureland, about 18 percent in marsh 

The Cuatrman. How far from a community ? 

General Lasuer. And about 5 miles from Fairfield, I believe. 

The Cuatrman. How large a community is that? A growing com- 
niunity ¢ 





General Lasner. I couldn’t answer that. I would imagine it is 
growing no more and no less than the average community of that size 
today. 

The Cuarrman. Now, don’t you think you are in an area where 
there is no likelihood of it being built up, and instead of getting the 
fee, why not try to get some kind of lease on it. 

Mr. Hess. Sure. 

The Cuarrman. Where the Government doesn’t keep the individual 
from paying taxes on the property. 

Now, you could go there and lease that for a nominal sum. And 
then if you ever exercise the lease, of course, you have to pay for the 
value of it. You fix the value. But in doing that kind of transaction, 
the community would collect the taxes and the owner would occupy 
his property. Now, if you take the fee in the Government, why, then, 
that goes off the tax roll. You may rent it back. And the money you 
collect goes to miscellaneous receipts. But if you have a lease on it, 
and say a 5-year or 10-year lease, with an option to buy at a certain 
price, why you protected vourself, and that is all you need. 

General Lasuer. Well, that option to buy, sir, might not prevent 
people from coming in and building on that land. 

The CuatrMan,. Oh, yes. You have the option. 

Mr. Hess. Sure. You could write that in. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, it would have the same effect as the 
gentleman from California spoke about. It will be frozen. Under 
his proposition, they can’t exercise it. And in the meantime you go 
out and dredge the harbor. I think this thing you are suggesting now 
would tie up his property and not make it certain, either, that they 
wouldn’t go out and spend a lot of money-on the harbor. 

The Cuatrman. Oh, no. They give him an option on the property. 

Mr. Hess. They are still occupying. 

Mr. Rivers. How do you know they wouldn’t want to sell ? 

General LasHer. It would amount to the same thing, option or 
easement. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

General LasHer. And the same thing being to save for us a safe 
place to ship the ammunition. That is the objective. Now, how we 
arrive at this doesn’t make too much difference, it doesn’t seem. But 
if we don’t do this—and I assure you, Mr. Chairman, that we have 
gone up and down the west coast for the past 4 years—the Corps of 
Engineers, the Ordnance Department, and ourselves in the Transpor- 
tation Corps, and have ame po other suitable location. 

The Cuatrman. Of course, you are going to spend half of your 
money for dredging. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

The CuarrMan. Nine million dollars for dredging. 

General Lasurr. And the reason for that, sir, is this—— 

The Cuarrman. When you dredge, unless you acquire the property, 
that makes the property valuable. 

Mr. Rivers. That iscorrect. That is my point, right there. 

General Lasuer. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Colonel Suvier. I would like to point out one other fact, Mr. 
Chairman, and that is that we intend to work out to the very maxi- 
mum the use of the land, half of which would be an easement and half 
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in fee, by allowing the grazing to continue, the duck hunting to con- 
tinue—and there is a lot of duck hunting done in that area—and not 
to disrupt the community any more than we have to. I wanted to get 
that on the record. 

Mr. Gavin. How many property owners involved in the 22,000 
acres ¢ 

Colonel Suuter. Mr. Smeltzer, do you know the answer to that ques- 
tion? How many property owners are involved in the 22,000 acres? 
I believe it is 26 families, Mr. Congressman, but I would like to verify 
that. 

Mr. Smevrzer. 26 families. 

Colonel SHuter. There are 26 families involved. 

Mr. Wixson. Mr. Chairman 

The CHarrMan. Wait. 

Mr. Gavin. 26 families involved ? 

Colonel Struter. I don’t know how many owners. You have 26 
families living in the area, sir. Do you know how many owners? 

Mr. Smevrzer. (Aside to Colonel Shuler.) 

Colonel Suruner. In 1950, there were 20 owners. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, may I ask General Lasher a question ? 

The Cuarrman. No, wait a minute. I want to recognize the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from California. 

Mr. Wiison. Even if we authorize this, we still have the situation 
at Port Chicago. It seems to me the chairman’s recommendation to 
go out there and look it over is sensible. The Army is not going to 
use it until M-Day and we are not going to get any closer to M-Day 
this year than next year. 

Colonel Suuter. I would not like to rely on M-Day skidding along 
in the future. I think we should get ready for it as soon as we can. 

The CuarrmMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. May I ask a question ? 

The CHarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. General Lasher, of the two propositions the chairman 
has made to you, in being denied this, No. 1, or moving Port Chicago 
up there to be jointly used with the Navy, which would you rather 
have if you had to make a selection ? 

General Lasuer. Between being denied this entirely ? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

General Lasner. Or 

Mr. Rivers. Or having to operate a new installation in place of the 
now Port Chicago along with the Navy? 

yeneral Lasner. It is kind of like beating your wife, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. You will have to beat yours. I do not beat mine. 

General Lasuer. Touché. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Mitier. Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Rivers. Let me add 

General Lasner. First of all, let me preface my remarks. 

We believe there is not enough room up that slough for the Army, 
the Navy, and Air Force requirements. 

Mr. Secretary Marsh here has told you the distances, and we believe 
that that precludes joining of the three in the Potrero Hills. 

However, now to answer your question, I would rather have it con- 
solidated if we could than it being denied entirely. 
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Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Of course 

General Lasner. Port Chicago is definitely not safe for our type of 
loading, nor is it adequate in size. 

The Cuarrman. This is off the record. 

I don’t want this statement on the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Gavin. They must be credited with this thought, Mr. Chair- 
man 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Gavin, you and I are on a mighty cold trail 
over to work out much unification. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, I am going to keep on trying. 

The CuairMan. You keep on trying. 

Mr. Gavin. Maybe we will accomplish this 8 or 10 years from now. 
But I want to bring out that the Army ought to be credited with this 
thought, that they are at least anticipating the demands that may be 
made upon them. 

The Cnatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Gavin. And taking steps now to correct the situation, rather 
than waiting until 

The Coairman. That is right. 

Mr. Gavin. Until a definite time is established and then try to 
move in. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Mr. Gavin. And, therefore, I think it should be seriously considered, 
what they are proposing here today. 

The CuatrmMan. That isright. That is the reason it is worrying me. 

Colonel Suuter. We have the Air Force in here, sir. I must bring 
this out. This is at least joint utilization. (Laughter.] 

The CHarrmMan. One at a time because it is hard for the reporter 
to keep up when he gets everybody talking. 

It looks like to me it probably would be all right to acquire this, 
from what they have said, and then send the committee out to study 
it, to see if they can find where it would be feasible to use Port 
Chicago on this same piece of property. 

What do yon think about that? 

Mr. Gavin. I so move. 

I think it is ideal. 

Mr. Baipwin. Mr. Chairman, with your permission, I would like 
to suggest—it is very clear from these letters of the Army that there 
is no urgency about this, and it is also clear—I am entirely familiar 
with the area—this area is not an area that has changed rapidly from 
6 months to 6 months. 

The actual area that the Army has circled here as proposed to be 
acquired is primarily agricultural land, mostly grazing, and it is not 
going to be greatly different 6 months or a year from now than it is 
low. 











It seems to me that your suggestion, Mr. Chairman, of not acting 
at this time but appointing a committee to go out and make a study 
of this and then come up with a conclusion is the proper order of 
events, 

The CrarrmMan. I can’t follow you on that. 
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If you goto do anything, you just go ahead and do it. 

There is no use in procrastinating and put it off. 

If you reach the Aesiaiat that the facts warrant it, you gain nothing 
in the world by going out. 

While the people out there may not want to dispose of the land— 
they are identical in the same position these people in Okinawa are 
in and down here in Louisiana and all over the country——— 

Mr. Batpwin. And there is—— 

The Cuatrman. I think national defense is of such importance that 
we just have to do things and this is one of the things we have to do. 

Now you know you got to have ammunition. 

It is just as important as life itself. You can’t fight a war without 
ammunition. 

What good does it do to have ammunition all over the American 
country if you have no ports to ship to out ? 

Mr. Batpwin. Mr. Chairman 

The CuarrMan. You have to have ports. 

Mr. Batpwin. There is one other aspect of this it seems to me the 
committee could look into. 

And that is: This means such a concentration that you are going 
to have Travis Air Force Base, you are going to have this Army out- 
loading depot, you are going to have Port Chicago Naval Magazine, 
and Benicia Arsenal, all within such close concentration that one 
hydrogen bomb placed up there would blow up all three of those 
ammunition centers. 

The Cuarrman. Al] that is in your district. 

Mr. Batpwrn. That is right. 

The Cuairman. Which one do you want us to shear off ¢ 

Which one do you want us to begin to have to go out of that area? 

I grant you this is correct: there is too much concentration in that 
area. That is the San Francisco Bay area. I am quite familiar with 
it. There is too much concentration in the State of California. That 
is the reason Mr. Talbott spoke out that way. 

But where else are we going to put it ? 

Can we put it up in the State of Washington or Oregon ? 

We can’t, because it does not meet the requirements necessary for 
transportation and getting it out in the western area of the world. 

Mr. Bautpwin. Well, all I am suggesting, Mr. Chairman, is that it 
seems to me this matter of these two depots, right along side of each 
other, are of such a nature that it should warrant study by a sub- 
committee before any action is taken, 

The CrairmMan. If we go out there to study this, we will have to 
study more than that. We will have to study all the military and 
naval activities in that area. 

Of course you can’t move the navy yard. You have to keep the 
navy yard. Probably you might be able to get an airfield off. You 
might get Port Chicago out. You might get this out. But where 
are you going to put them ? 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman, what did we decide to do as far as 
Port Chicago is concerned ? 

The Navy hasa problem, too. 

The CHarrMan. We will let it stand like it is. 

Mr. Wirson. We did not solve the Navy’s problem, did we? 
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The CHarrMANn. No, it did not solve the Navy’s problem. I think 
the best thing we better do on this is to go ahead and acquire this land, 
with the understanding that the committee goes out—yes, sir, who is 
the gentleman back there ¢ 

Mr. Fuuurne. Mr. Vinson, I am Roger Fulling, Department of 
Defense. 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Fuuuine. This is a problem of great urgency for the Depart- 
ment of Defense. 

The CHairMan. We are just about to get it worked out. 

Mr. Gavin. Yes. 

Mr..Fuuutine. All right. It is a question of immediate need. I 
ask that we give Mr. Marsh an opportunity to talk on the joint uses 
of Port Chicago and the projected use of Potrero Hills. 

Now this matter has lean studied in detail by the Department of 
Defense and while Mr. Marsh is speaking from his present position 
in the Army, he is a consultant and an expert in explosives of some 
38 years’ experience. 

The Cuatrman. Well, we 

Mr. Fung. I personally requested Mr. Marsh to study this prob- 
lem for the Department of Defense and we have had all of the services 
into this picture, and it is a matter of such great importance I would 
like to have Mr. Marsh speak about the safety and the need for both 
of these facilities at this time. 

The CHarrMan. Well, he could give that information to a subcom- 
mittee that is going to consider that problem. 

The only problem before the committee now is whether or not to 
acquire this acreage here. 

Colonel SuHuter. And the dredging. 

The Cuairman. And later on, when the subcommittee is appointed, 
of course they should get from the distinguished gentleman and the 
views of the experts as to whether or not it can be coordinated. 

Mr. Fuuuine. Allright. That would be fine. 

The CHatrrMaAn. We will be glad for him to do that. 

Mr. Wuson. This is still an authorization and the real estate sub- 
committee will still have to approve it / 

Mr. Smarr. That is right. 

Colonel Sauer. That is correct. 

Mr. Hess. Colonel, couldn’t you acquire all of the waterfront prop- 
erty—that is, acquire the fee and then acquire the easements, with the 
understanding that there will be a provision in the easement that no 
construction of any kind to go on that land? 

Colonel Suvter. That is what it will be, sir, a restrictive easement. 

The Cuairman. Well, now, it looks like to me that the committee 
would be warranted to go ahead and acquire—how many acres of land 
in it / , 

Mr. Keviener. 22,000. 

Colonel SHULER. 22,000. 

The CuairMaAn. Are you going to take the fee in how many? 

‘Colonel Suuter. It will be 11,015 fee acquisition. 

The Cuarrman, 11,000—what? 

Colonel SHuer. 11,015 fee acquisition, 9,240 restrictive easement, 
and 2,105 spoils-area easement, for the dredging of spoil, sir, in build- 
ing up the dock area. 
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The Cuamman. What is your ultimate plan? 

How much will this ultimately cost, to build it up? 

Colonel Suuter. This will ultimately cost, sir, when and if we have 
to do the construction, a total of $30,700,000 additional to the 
$12,900,000 for the land acquisition and the dredging, which compares 
about the same with Wilmington, Kings Bay, and Pointe Aux Pins, 
sir. 

The CHatrman. You will take off the tax roll 11,000 acres? 

Colonel Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. And of course you will turn around and lease that 
to the individuals. 

But as far as the community deriving any benefit, it does not get any 
from taxes. 

Colonel Suuter. Yes, sir; that is right. 

The CuatrMan. Well 

Mr. Mitter. Mr. Chairman? 

The CuatrMan. Mr. Miller. 

Mr. Mitier. You said you were not going to interfere with the duck 
hunting up there. 

Colonel SHuter. We said we would work out everything we could, 
sir, not to interfere with them. I see no reason why they can’t 

Mr. Mitter. A minute ago you said you were not going to interfere 
with it and now you said you are just going to work something out. 

You are buying a lot of marshland in this country ? 

Colonel Suuter. That is right. 

Mr. Mitter. You are not going to use the spoils area, after you get 
rid of it? 


Now you are not going, just because it is Government land and you 
have not any installations and anything else, to just go in and post 
it and say people can’t buy it? 

Colonel Suuter. No, sir; we are not going to say that iy can- 


not use it. But I would not while I was dredging want duck 
very hear me, sir. 

Mr. Mutter. The people hunt around dredges, while they are dredg- 
ing in California and other places. 

Colonel SHuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You will use good judgment. 

Mr. Mutter. General, I willask you. Will you use good judgment ? 

General Lasuer. Yes, sir; the Army will use its usual good judg- 
ment,sir. [Laughter. | 

The Cuarrman. Now, Mr. Baldwin, anything further you want to 
put in the record ¢ 

Mr. Gavin. I would like to reply to the general. 

The Cuarrman. No, not now. [Laughter. | 

Mr. Bautpwin. Mr. Vinson, I would like to insert in the record the 
statement which I have given to the reporter, which summarizes the 
remarks I have already made orally. 

I have of course expressed the opinion—I had the hope very much 
that this committee would study this whole thing before acting, rather 
than acting and then studying it. 

The CuarrMan. I am afraid we will have to do it that way. Iam 
afraid we will have to go ahead and act on this. But I will send a 
committee out there. I will respectfully ask some members to go and 
make a complete study of all of those facilities and see if there can’t be 
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some coordination and instead of everywhere you turn there find a new 
establishment—we will try to do that. 
(The document is as follows :) 


STATEMENT OF REPRESENTATIVE JOHN FF. BALDWIN, OF CALIFORNIA, BEFORE THE 
HousE ARMED SERVICES COMMITTEE ON WEstT Coast AMMUNITION TERMINAL, 
SoLano County, CALIF. 


Mr. BaLpwin. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the opportunity to appear before 
you with regard to the west coast ammunition terminal, which is a proposed 
project of the Department of the Army to be located in the Potrero Hills region 
of Solano County, Calif. 

I am appearing before this committee in opposition to this proposed ammuni- 
tion outloading depot. 

There has been increasing local opposition within Solano County to this pro- 
posed project. Organizations which have officially gone on record in opposition 
to the project include the Solano County Board of Supervisors, city of Fairfield, 
Fairfield-Suisan Chamber of Commerce and Agriculture, Vallejo Chamber of 
Commerce, Benicia Chamber of Commerce, Rio Vista Chamber of Commerce, and 
the Solano County Farm Bureau. 

The present Army proposal is that the Army wants authorization to purchase 
11,000 acres of land outright and a restricted easement of an additional 11,000 
acres, making a total of 22,000 acres which would be effected by this project. 
This acreage is approximately 5 percent of the total acreage of Solano County. 

As this committee knows, Solano County already has three huge military 
installations consisting of Travis Air Force Base, Benicia Arsenal, and Mare 
Island Naval Shipyard. 

These existing bases have removed a tremendous amount of property from 
the tax rolls. The taking of an additional 22,000 acres off the tax rolls in 
whole or in part would add a most serious additional burden on Solano County. 

By the Army’s own statements in letters to me, the Army states that it has 
no plans to develop the area at the present time except for dredging a channel. 
The Army has written to me that they do not propose to construct the necessary 
wharves and other port facilities until mobilization day in the event of a future 
war. 

They estimate it would take 18 months from that time to get the depot in 
operation. From all evidence, no future war would last that long. 

Under these circumstances, it does not appear fair to Solano County to remove 
this property from the tax rolls at this time and let it lie idle. Even if it is 
listed for grazing purposes, the county will still lose the tax revenue which 
it would otherwise receive from the property. 

A further complication lies in the fact that this proposed ammunition-out- 
loading depot is located in close proximity to Travis Air Force Base, Port Chica- 
go Naval Magazine, and Benicia Arsenal. One hydrogen bomb dropped in this 
area could easily eliminate all four of these essential military installations. 

It seems to me that under these circumstances this committee should give very 
careful study to a project of this magnitude before approving it. 

I would therefore like to suggest that this committee not approve this project 
at this time. I believe the project should receive careful investigation by the 
committee, and perhaps a subcommittee could be appointed to study all aspects 
of the proposal. 

May I again express my appreciation to you, Mr. Chairman and the members 
of the committee, for the opportunity to appear before you, 


The CuatrMan. Without objection, this west coast ammunition ter- 
minal, California, dredging and land acquisition, $12,860,000, is 
approved. 

Now, let’s see. 

The next item is on page 8, following Camp Gordon, on line 9. 

Discussion of hospital for Fort Jackson. 

Now I brought up—this is not in the bill, but I brought up and 
wanted a decision from the committee and a comment from the De- 
partment as to whether or not it is proper to build a hospital at Fort 
Jackson. 
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Now anybody from the Department have any comment to make 
on it? 

Colonel Suvuter. Mr. Chairman, I can state the Department of the 
Army’s policy on putting permanent construction on temporary in- 
stallations, which I have covered before. 

I can also add that we have a number of our large permanent sta- 
tions at which we do not have permanent hospitals. 

The Cuarrman. How large is Camp Jackson ? 

Mr. Rivers. Fort Jackson, Mr. Chairman, it is not Camp Jackson. 

Mr. Gavin. What page is that Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Ke.iener. Page 8, following line 9 is where an item would be 
inserted. 

Hr. Hess. It is not in the bill. 

The Cuatrman. Now 

Colonel Suuter. Mr. Chairman, Fort Jackson has an acreage of 
52,559 acres owned, 1 acre under permit, and 3,017 acres leased, or a 
total of 55,577 acres. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now what is the personnel and what military use is being made of 
Fort Jackson ? 

Colonel Suuter. Fort Jackson is—— 

Mr. Rivers. Boot camp. 

The Cuatrman. Let him. 

Colonel Suter. A training center for the Army for basic trainees, 
and I said before, it is one of the fine basic trainee centers we have. 

Mr. Gavrx. How many men do you have there, at times? 

Mr. Rivers. About 30,000. 

Colonel Suuter. The utilization on December 31, of 1954, sir, was 
28,244. 

The Cuatrman. Now, every 3 months you have a breakdown there 
of the total number of soldiers, do you not ? 

Colonel Suvuter. I believe, sir, that we wrote a letter to the chair- 
man in which we gave that information. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, all right. 

Now, my point is it has been running around 20,000 or 30,000 men 
all the time there, since it was established ? 

Colonel Suuter. I can give you the figure, sir, on March 31 of this 
year. 

That was 1,080 officers and 25,077 men. 

The Cnatrman. All right. 

What was the number in 1954, in 1953 and 1952? 

That gives an idea of what kind of camp you got. 

Colonel Suvuter. While I am looking for that, sir, I would like to 
talk just very shortly about the mission. 

The Crarrman. All right. 

Colonel Suvuter. Under the present Army we use replacement train- 
ing centers to train the bulk of our basic trainees. 

The Crareman. Wait 1 minute, then, that is the man who is drafted ? 

Colonel Suvter. That is the man who is drafted and gets his basic 
training, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. That is the man who is drafted from 
that area. He is sent to Camp Jackson, is that correct ? 
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Colonel Suuter. That is essentially true, sir, although I think 
there are some exceptions where men come from a little farther out 
in the area and are trained there. 

Mr. Rivers. What is the area’ What is the area’? It is South 
Carolina and Georgia, I know. 

Colonel Suuter. That is essentially the area. 

Mr. Rivers. That is a very large area. Georgia happens to be 
56,868 square miles. 

Mr. Gavin. The largest State this side of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. Rivers. Michigan is next and Georgia is third. South Carolina 
is next. 

Colonel Suuter. Mr. Chairman, if I may continue to give the 
mission ¢ 

As I stated we use these replacement training centers to train the 
bulk of the basic trainees in the present Army. In the long-range 
pez acetime Army, and that is the Army that some day, if the world 
situation settles down we will get down to, and which will all be 
housed in permanent installations, the system is to take the basic 
trainees into the divisions, and train them in the divisions. 

There will be no replacement training centers as such, sir. That 
is the reason, sir—— 

The CuarrMan. Wait one minute. Let’s analyze it. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir; let’s analyze it. 

The Cuaman. Then if you have an Army of 1,027,000 men and 
you say you will do away with the training stations and put them 
right into the training with the divisions is that right ¢ 

Colonel Suter. Not at that strength. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Now we have the testimony here, that 
at least for an indefinite “period of time, maybe as much as 50 years, 
the Army has to stand at those figures. We have got that from the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff and we got it from Mr. W ilson and we got it 
from Mr. Stevens. 

Nobody is talking about reducing the Army, at least for the next 4 
or 5 years. 

Colonel SHuter. Mr. Chairman, may I point out, as I did before, 
that every figure that this committee reads in the 68 A’s, under the 
permanent strength scheduled for the station—all those figures, except 
for very minor exceptions, are considerably below the present strength. 

Now all of our requirements that we have asked the Congress to 
authorize and appropriate for, and for the past number of years, have 
been based on the total goal of the permanent figure and not the 
present strength figure. 

And if we went for the top figure, that is the present strength fig- 
ure, sir, we would add literally hundreds of millions of dollars to 
our ultimate goals. 

All these figures I have been giving the committee are based on the 
fact that we are only 55 percent now toward our permanent goal, 
which is on the lesser figure, the permanent peacetime figure. 

We are trying, sir, to end up, with the Army getting down to what 
we figure it w ill get down to on a permanent peacetime basis, of 
about—— 

The Cuatrman. All right, give me that figure, then. 

Colonel Suuner. About 578,000, sir. In other words, the overseas, 
which right now is almost 400—am I right, about 400,000? 

Mr. Foster. Yes, sir. 
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Colonel Suuter. Of the 1-million-man army, will shrink to Hawaii, 
Alaska, and the Caribbean area, Mr. Chairman, let’s say. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Colonel Siruter. The rest of it will be in the continental United 
States. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Gavin. Camp Jackson is going to be a permanent station. What 
is it going to be, for basic training or 

Colonel Suuter. Fort Jackson is a basic training station, sir, in the 
1-million-man army. 

The Cuarrman. Now you say we have today—I know we have it. 
Or at the end of this fiscal year, fiscal 1956, we will have 1,027,000 
men. 

Now, you say that we are making plans for the future to get down 
to 500—about what ? 

Colonel Suuter. About 570,000 total. 

The Cuatrman. 570,000 total. 

Colonel SHuter. Which we figure is the figure that can be sustained 
with voluntary enlistments. It represents not a ceiling the Army has 
put on itself, but a basis for planning our permanent construction, 
which, sir, I believe the committee knows is much more expensive than 
temporary construction. 

The Cuatrman. Then you are basing all this bill on a peacetime 
strength of 570,000 men—in what period of time ? 

Colonel Suuter. It is 578,000 men, sir, for 

The Cuarrman. All right, what period of time? 

Colonel SuHuter. For I must say an indefinite future. 

However, if the world becomes peaceful all around, we would feel, 
sir, that we might get down to that strength, and we would not like 
to have permanent structures overbuilt in a great number of stations 
that would have to stand vacant, and the Department of the Army 
would be criticized for having built them. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuarrman. Allright. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. Is Camp Jackson now designated as 
a permanent post ? 

Mr. Rivers. Fort Jackson. 

Mr. Bray. Whatever you want to call it. Is Fort Jackson desig- 
nated as a permanent post today by the United States Army ? 

Colonel Suuter. No, sir; it is not. However, it was declared per- 
manent in 1940. 

Mr. Bray. But today it is not ? 

Colonel Suuter. I can give you the history of how it got temporary, 
again, if the committee desires, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Then it is not—the question is: Is it not a permanent 
post today ? 

nee (A No, sir; it is not. 

Mr. Bray. And all of the buildings that you have asked for, per- 
manent buildings, in this bill, are for permanent posts ? 

Colonel Suuter. Yes, sir; with not an exception. 

Mr. Bray. You have in no instance asked for permanent buildings 
on temporary posts ? 

Colonel Sxuuzr. No, sir; not one. 
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Mr. Gavin. Haven't you anticipated that this will be made a per- 
manent station ? 

Colonel SHutEr. I can say, sir, as Mr. Stevens stated, that there are 
no plans to make it a permanent installation. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, my word is as good as yours. He told me it was 
to be permanent. 

Colonel Sauter. That it was to be permanent, sir / 

Mr. Rivers. That it was going to be permanent, that he would rotate 
2 divisions and 2 of them would make their home there. That is my 
testimony. 

Colonel SHuter. Sir 

Mr. Rivers. That is my statement, Mr. Chairman. I am just tell- 
ing you. 

The Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff said for 50 years we will 
be in this world of uncertainty. And the chairman has said on the 
floor of the House that we have abandoned our peaks and valleys. 
For at least 6 or 8 or 10 years, Mr. Chairman, this base has been used 
as a boot camp. You have twenty to forty thousand boys there. In 
the meantime, you are going to expose the youth of this country to 
a temporary base where you don’t have adequate hospitalization. If 
there is an iota of truth in the directive which you are carrying out 
to oppose this—I am not talking about your personal feelings, I am 

talking about the directive to oppose it—if there is an iota of truth 
in that, Mr. Chairman, they ought to abandon Fort Jackson now and 
not expose these boys to that dust and these temporary buildings where 
the wind blows through so fast it will make your head swim. 

The Cuarrman. Now—— 

Colonel Suuter. Mr. Rivers—— 

Mr. Rivers. Wait. They have this temporary hospital there that 
is not adequate and every general who could speak his mind has made 
that statement to me and to Congressman Riley, who is so vitally in- 
terested in this thing. 

And Mr. Chairman, what is $8 million to 30,000 to 40,000 boys every 
few months, and the health of them, in the future. And the feelings 
they will have for the Army in that boot camp. You are not going 
to improve on the Marine Corps. They are not abandoning boot camp. 

Colonel Suuter. Mr. Rivers, may I say one thing? I couldn’t agree 
with you more. I would like to have every soldier in a permanent 
building. However, Fort Jackson is only one of the temporary sta- 
tions we are now using. 

Mr. Rivers. But you are using—— 

Colonel Suvter. The—— 

Mr. Rivers. You are using it day in and day out, day in and day 
out. 

Colonel Suuter. I agree with you, sir, but the moment you make it 
permanent we would put in permanent structures of every kind. 

Mr. Rivers. Let us make it permanent. Let us build a decent hos- 
pital. We have a duty under the Constitution—let me say this to 
you Colonel—otherwise, you ought to abandon it now. You can’t 
sit there and say when you are going to abandon it. You hope to 
abandon it. I hope you can make all your spears into pruning hooks. 
But they don’t do business that way. 

Colonel Suuter. Mr. Rivers, I was asked by the chairman to ex- 
press my opinion and I hope I am doing it sincerely. 
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Mr. Rivers. I don’t take it as personal. 

Colonel Suuter. And I want to say this, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Colonel Suuter. I am trying to think of economy. Now, if we 
made Fort Jackson permanent and we build it up, it would cost $150 
million in permanent construction. 

Mr. Rivers. Why don’t you sell the real estate? People will buy it. 
But don’t expose 

Colonel Suuter. Because we need it now, sir, for the interim army, 
and in case of mobilization. 

Mr. Rivers. Don’t expose the boys whom you send there from 
Georgia and South Carolina and other areas—and that is the only 
boot camp you have. Don’t expose them to the conditions which I 
have seen, the chairman has seen, and every general you had down 
there has seen, and Congressman Riley has been complaining about 
it. I have his letter here. Let’s give them hospitalization if you do 
intend to keep them out in those tents, if you put them out there. Give 
them hospitalization. That is my point. 

Colonel Suuter. Mr. Chairman, I have nothing else I could add, 
except I do have medical representatives here, if you desire to hear 
them. 

The Cuarrman. I would like to hear the doctors. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. I would like to ask a question. Fort 
Leonard Wood 

Colonel Suuter. Isa temporary station. 

Mr. Bray. It is on the same standard ? 

Colonel SHuter. Yes. 

Mr. Bray. Do you have a hospital at Fort Leonard Wood ? 

Colonel Suuter. We do not have a permanent hospital at Leonard 
Wood. 

Mr. Bray. Do you contemplate building one ? 

Colonel Suuter. No, sir. 

Mr. Bray. The draftees from Indiana, Illinois, and those other 
States, go to Fort Leonard Wood. 

Colonel Souter. The same thing. 

The CHarrman. How many camps have you comparable to Fort 
Leonard Wood and Fort Jackson, where trainees go? 

Colonel SHuterR. We have Camp Gordon, Camp Chaffee, Camp 
Leonard Wood, Camp Jackson—those are the four major camps, sir, 
as my memory serves me, used as replacement training centers. 

Mr. Rivers. Let me say this to you: How do you know you won't 
change your position on Fort Jackson? You had a metamorphosis 
at Camp Rucker. 

Colonel Suvter. It will not train a division. 

Mr. Rivers. Camp Rucker was for sale a year ago. Now it isa 
permanent camp. 

Colonel SHuter. The reason we did that, sir, is because we finally 
were forced to go out of Fort Sill with the air center because there 
wasn’t enough room, airspace and groundwise, for the Fort Sill func- 
tions and the air center, and we had to find a place and we studied 
all over the United States and settled on Camp Rucker. That is 
the only reason we moved into it. Now we feel it should be made 
permanent because of the fact that the air center is a permanent 
thing, sir. 
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The CHairMan. Well, let me clear it up for the record. At Fort 
Jackson, Fort Leonard Wood, Fort Chaffee 

Colonel Suter. Camp Chaffee. 

The: CHairMan. Any other place? 

Colonel Suuter. Any other place that is open now for replacement 
center ? 

The CuarrmMan. Atterbury? 

Colonel SHuter. No. Atterbury, Roberts, and Polk are closed. 

The CHairrMan. Those are your training places ? 

Colonel Suter. They are closed now. 

The Cuarrman. Those are training places for the inductees? 

Colonel Suuter. That is right, sir. 

The Cuamman. Any other permanent? 

Mr. Foster. None of those four. 

Colonel SHuter. None of those we named, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Any hospital facilities, in the nature of a hospital, 
at any one of them? 

Colonel Suter. Yes, sir; but not permanent. It is the same type 
of hospital in general as we have at Fort Jackson. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. Now let’s see what type of hospital 
we have at all of these places. Now, on an average of about 25,000 
or 30,000 thousand men pass through those camps every 3 months. 
Now, General 

Colonel Suuter. Colonel, sir. 

Colonel Ricu. Colonel T. C. Rich. 

The CuHarrMan. Now, Colonel, are you in the medical? 

Colonel Ricw. I am acting chief, Medical Plans and Operations 
Division, Office of the Surgeon General. 

The CrarrMAN. Now, can you give us some information of what 
hospital facilities you have at Fort Jackson ? 

Colonel Ricu. At Fort Jackson it is a cantonment-type hospital. 

The CHAIRMAN. Sit in this other chair so I can see you. 

Colonel Ricu. At Fort Jackson, it is a cantonment-type hospital, 
built at the beginning of World War II. It is similar to those that 
were built at practically all the stations during World War II. It 
has a bed capacity of approximately 1,200, at the present time there 
are 550 beds authorized for utilization. 

The CHamman. You have a hospital facility of temporary 
character ¢ 

Colonel Ricu. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrMAN. To accommodate 1,200 beds? 

Colonel Ricu. Yes, sir. That is the constructed capacity. 

The CuarrMan. That is constructed capacity ? 

Colonel Ricu. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMAn. One thousand and two hundred. Now, what has 
been the health as an are down at Fort Jackson ? 

Colonel Ricu. I have some statistics here. Actually, there are 
six training centers similar to Fort Jackson, namely, Dix, Knox, 
Jackson, Chaffee, Wood, and Ord. The percentage of troops at these 
particular stations in basic training are as follows: 56 percent at 
Dix, 39 percent at Knox, 53 percent at Jackson, 62 percent at Chaffee, 
54.-percent at Wood, and 52 percent at Ord. 
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Admissions per thousand per year troop strength at these installa- 
tions shows Dix, 391; Knox, 280; Jackson, 286; Chaffee, 397; Wood, 
352, and Ord, 419. 

The incidence of upper respiratory diseases per thousand strength 
at Dix, 234; Knox, 108; Jackson, 116; Chaffee, 160; Wood, 139; Ord, 
157. 

It may seem that Fort Jackson has roughly the same percentage 
of troops in basic training as Dix, Wood, and Ord. However, its 
admission rate is well below that for these three posts. In fact, only 
Knox, with 39 percent of the troops in basic training, has a lower 
admission rate. 

Now, I might mention that at Dix, Knox, Jackson, Chaffee, Wood, 
und Ord, they all have practically identical medical facilities, the 
same type—World I cantonment-type construction. 

Mr. Rivers. Now you changed. You said World War II awhile 
ugo. 

Colonel Ricu. World War II, pardon me. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, which is it? 

Colonel Ricu. World War II. 

Mr. Gavin. Are some of them from World War I? 

Colonel Ricu. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. The camps weren't there in World War I? 

Mr. Rivers. Wait now. Jackson was there in World War I. 

Mr. Miturr. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Ricu. As a hospital. I am speaking of hospital facilities. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Miller served there. You did use some of the 
World War I buildings which you rehabilitated. I know a little 
something about Jackson. I went to school there. I have been there 
all my life. Do you testify before this committee, Colonel 

Colonel Ricun. Did I what? 

Mr. Rivers. Do you now testify before this committee—— 

Colonel Ricn. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. That you are completely satisfied with the facilities 
at Fort Jackson / 

Colonel Ricu. We are not satisfied with any of these facilities. 

Mr. Rivers. I am talking about Jackson. Answer my question. 

Colonel Ricu. Not completely. 

Mr. Rivers. Have you not had complaints about its conditions? 
I have. 

Colonel Ric. Some. 

Mr. Rivers. From the generals and from the colonels—I don’t know 
who the last colonel was who was there. I know I have had com- 
plaints about them. Haven’t you? 

Colonel Ricu. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. Do you consider—— 

The CuarrmMan. Wait one minute. 

Mr. Rivers. Wait now. 

The Cuatrman. What was the nature of the complaint? 

Colonel Ricu. The nature of the complaints at all of these tem- 
porary facilities. 

Mr. Rivers. I am talking about Jackson. 

Colonel Ricu. Including Jackson, is that they are temporary-type 
structures that are costly to maintain. They are inefficient to operate 
and they are not satisfactory as a modern hospital. 
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Mr. Rivers. That is all I want to know. 

Mr. Deverevx. Mr. Chairman. Isn't it part of the trainimg, hew- 
ever, for you to conduct hospital operations in perhaps not the ideal 
situation that you would have in a permanent base hospital? 

Colonel Ricu. That is correct. I would say it has been more ex- 
pensive. The operation of a cantonment-type hospital of this kind, 
both in personnel and maintenance because of the temporary nature 
and the spreadout nature of these hospitals, is more expensive than 
if you had a modern, multistory hospital. 

Mr. Devereux. It is more like conditions that you would like in 
theater of operations / 

Colonel Ricw. That is correct. 

Mr. Devereux. Like a permanent hospital like Walter Reed or 
Bethesda or something like that? 

Colonel Ricw. That is correct. 

Mr. Devereux. And that enters into the picture, too; does it not ? 

Colonel Ricu. That is correct. 

The CHairMANn. Do you feel that the enlistee or the trainee or the 
inductee or the soldier is being neglected from a medical standpoint 
on account of the facilities that are there, at anyone of these training 
centers ¢ 

Colonel Ricu. No, sir. 

The CHarrman. Do you feel that he is getting the very best medical 
care, even though the structure may not be permanent and is tempo- 
rary ¢ 

Colonel Ricw. He is getting a high standard of medical care. 

The CHairMan. Now, you think that if it was the policy of the Gov- 
ernment and it was made a permanent station, there should be a hos- 
pital built there of permanent character ? 

Colonel Ricu. Definitely. 

The CHamrman. And the only reason why you are hesitant about 
building one there: Because you don’t know whether it is going to 
be a permanent camp / 

Colonel Ricw. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman 

Colone} Ricu. The policy of the Department of the Army has been 
that permanent installations will not be constructed at temporary 
stations. 

The CuarrMan. All right. If the Secretary, who has the authority 
to designate any of them permanent—if he should designate it per- 
manent, then, of course, you would be promptly asking for permanent 
hospital space or facilities ? 

Colonel Ricu. We would be in favor of a permanent hospital if it 
were a permanent installation. 

The CHarrMan. Is that correct? Everybody agrees to that? 

Colonel SHuter. Yes, sir; [ agree, except that we would also ask 
for them at many of our permanent stations. 

The Carman. Oh, yes. I mean 

Colonel SHuter. At which we don’t have them. 

The CHAIRMAN. I am trying to develop this point. The only rea- 
son why you are not asking for a hospital is due to the fact that it is 
not a permanent installation, a permanent camp? 

Colonel Sauter. That is right, sir, if you consider the priorities 
continental United States wide. 














3866 


Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMANn. Yes. 

Mr. Witson. At these permanent installations that we do have, do 
we have permanent type hospitals? 

Colonel Suter. Not at a great number of them, sir. I have a list 
here that I had made up. I can just read a few of these off. Fort 
Campbell, Devens, Eustis, Ord, Carson, Sill, Hood, Bliss, Meade, and 
Dix. Dix has one authorized, but not constructed yet. All the rest 
do not have permanent hospitals. 

My point is if Jackson were permanent, we would consider Jackson 
along with these on a priority basis and try to get 

The CuarrMAn. You mean to tell the committee that all those other 
_— that have been declared permanent haven’t permanent 
10spitals ? 

Colonel Ricu. That is correct. 

Colonel Suuter. That is correct, sir, because—— 

The Cuamman. How do those facilities compare with the facilities 
at the trainee camp? 

Colonel Ricu. They are comparable. 

The Cuarrman. They are comparable? 

Colonel Ricu. Yes, sir, they are the same type hospital, and as a 
general statement they are identical. 

The Cuamman. Then the committee can understand at Camp Car- 
son or any of these others that you designated as permanent the hos- 
pital facilities there and the hospital facilities at the temporary camps 
where the trainees are, are comparable to each other ? 

Colonel Ricu. That is right, except for Camp Carson, which you 
mentioned. 

Colonel Suuter. Yes. 

Colonel Ricn. Is a semipermanent type construction, two-story ? 

Colonel Suuter. Brick facing. 

Colonel Ric. It is a brick facing, wood joist. 

The Cuarrman. Just for the record, name some permanent camps 
comparable to the hospital facilities as Camp Jackson. 

Colonel Ricu. Fort Ord, Fort Bliss, Fort Hood, Fort Sill, Fort 
Lee 

Mr. Hess. Dix? 

Colonel Ricu. Dix. 

Mr. Héserr. You have an authorization for that? 

Colonel Ricw. There is an authorization for that. Fort Meade. 

Mr. Gavin. There is an authorization for what? 

Colonel Suuter. For a permanent hospital at Fort Dix. 

The Cuatrman. Now, there is no need to fool ourselves. We have 
to be honest with ourselves. 

Mr. Rivers. Let me ask the colonel one other question. 

The Crarrman. All right. 

Mr. Rivers. Colonel, if Colonel Shuler or some other officer, re- 
sponsible officer from the top echelon of the Army, should tell you 
that we will be in this thing for 5 or 10 more years, would you still 
say that the hospital at Jackson is adequate ? 

Colonel Ricu. Under the present rules 

Mr. Rivers. I am talking about—I don’t care about the rules. 

The Cuatrman. Go ahead and let him answer. 
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Colonel SuHuter. I can answer that, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I asked him. 

Colonel Suv er. I think I can answer it in your favor, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I don’t want you to answer in my favor. I want him 
to answer my question. 

Colonel Ricu. It is not economical to build it, if it were opened in 
5 years, it would be 4 years before it would be constructed. 

Mr. Rivers. So under any conditions you reject any kind of a new 
structure at Fort Jackson / 

Colonel Ricu. Let me qualify that. That is like looking a gift horse 
in the mouth. 

Mr. Rivers. No. That is a good example. That is just a good ex- 
ample of the command influence, that is all. 

Colonel Ricu. No. I feel that where we have comparable facilities 
that are in the same condition, if we are going to build permanent 
facilities, they should be built at our permanent installations. 

Mr. Gavin. Why don’t you come up with some kind of a program 
to the committee ? 

Mr. Rivers. They will never do it. They would rather sit here and 
oppose it. 

Mr. Gavin. At Forest Glen you are going to build a research labora- 
tory for several millions of dollars and yet you are going to let that 
decrepit firetrap and eyesore stay there that should ‘be removed and 
which everybody knows should be removed. 

Mr. Rivers. They would rather sit here and oppose everything that 
is suggested. It isa commentary on the Department of the Army. 

Colonel Suuter. Mr. Congressman, in 1952 we came to the Con- 
gress and got 7 permanent hospitals for $42 million. Now we try as the 
years go by to keep programing toward our ultimate goal. 

Mr. Rivers. If we ever have an Army, you will have to draft them, 
because people are not going to join them. 

The Cuairman. Members of the committee, I think we have all the 
facts 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I am going to put an amendment in. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Rivers offers an amendment to include on page 
8, following line 9, Camp Gordon—to insert Fort Jackson, $8 million 
for a permanent hospital. 

I wouldn’t insist on that now if I were you, because the committee 
won’t approve it. 

Mr. Rivers. ( Aside.) 

The Cuarrman. (Aside to Mr. Rivers.) 

You want a vote on it? 

Mr. Rivers. If you don’t want a vote—if you are going to beat it, 
what’s the use? 

The Cuatrman. (Aside to Mr. Rivers.) 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, why doesn’t the Department of the 
Army, in view of the fact that it has been indicated to us today that 
these facilities are not adequate in event that we were catapaulted 
into an emergency—that some sort of a program, after the Colone! 
tells us it would take them 4 years to construct a hospital—— 

The Cuarmman. Well 

Mr. Gavin. That a program be developed to include all of these 
semipermanent or not permanent structures—to take care of the situ- 
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ation, particularly at the bases and the facilities that we are using at 
permanent camps. 

The Cuatrrman. I think this whole hospital facilities matter should 
be carefully studied. 

Now, I was surprised to get the statement that we have permanent 
places that haven't permanent hospitals. They have no better hospi- 
tals than they have at temporary bases. Now, that is a very impor- 
tant thing. We ought to adopt and try to adopt some hospital 
program, and coupled with that, we ought to try to force the Depart- 
ment as early as possible to reach a positive decision with reference 
to declaring certain camps permanent. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

The CHarrmMan. And we ought to do that. And then when a camp 
is declared permanent, it ought to be the policy to build a permanent 
hospital there. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Now, I suggest we hold this thing right in abey- 
ance until we get through with this bill. 

Mr. Rivers. All right, sir. 

The CuHarrman. Then tomorrow morning—how any bells was 
that ¢ 

Mr. Ketiener. Four bells, sir. 

The CnuarrmMan. Now, we got down to the point—we will finish this 
hospital subject a little bit later on. 

Now, tomorrow morning we will take up the acquisition of some 
land at Fort Sill. 

Now, it is a quarter to 4 

Mr. Rivers. Could I finish my amendments here, that I have written 
down? 

The Cuarrman. You want to bring up another amendment? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. Why can’t you do that tomorrow ? 

Mr. Rivers. I can’t be here tomorrow. 

The CHarrmMan. Mr. Rivers has another proposition. 

Charleston Air Force Base, 8. C., page 5, line 20. Add some new 
language and add $2,732,000 to the $1,300,000 now in the bill. 

Mr. Rivers. That is General Rodenhauser. 

The CuarrmMan. You want to hear that today ? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir, because I can’t be here tomorrow. 

(Further aside to the chairman.) 

The Cuamman. I suggest we let that matter go over until next 
week. 

Mr. Rivers. All right. 

The Cuarrman. We won't finish the bill this week. 

Mr. Rivers. That is perfectly all right. 

The Cuarrman. We will take a recess until tomorrow morning at 
10 o'clock. 

(Whereupon, the committee recessed until 10 a. m., Thursday, June 
9, 1955.) : 
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Howser or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Thursday, June 9, 1958. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson (chairman) 
presiding. 

The Cuairman. Let the committee come to order. 

Now, members of the committee, we will turn to page 9, line 3. 

Fort Sill, Okla.: Community facilities, medical facilities, opera- 
tional and maintenance facilities, and land acquisition, $3,053,000. 

There has already been authorized, since the 80th Congress, 
$16,630,119, and they have contracted for $15,210,130. 

Now, Colonel, will you please inform the committee what military 
installation you have at Fort Sill, its type of training and whether 
or not it is a permanent camp / 

Colonel Suuter. Mr. Chairman, Fort Sill is a permanent sta- 
tion. It was initially occupied in 1871. ‘The mission there is the 
tactical and technical training of artillery units of the Army, with 
all its components and supporting units, and the summer training 
of the National Guard, ROTC and the Reserve Corps. 

Fort Sill commands the following activities. The artillery school 
and the units stationed at Fort Sill. It is the home of the artillery 
school, sir. 

The strength there presently, sir, is 24,599 total. 

The CuatrmMan. What is its average strength and how large is 
the artillery school on an average year-by-year basis? 

Mr. Ketiener. Give your name to the reporter, General, please. 

Colonel Suuter. I would like to introduce, Mr. Chairman, Major 
General Williams, who is the commanding general of Fort Sill, who 
has come up to testify on this project, sir. 

The CuHarrman. All right, now General, inform the committee 
of the character and the average number of personnel that go to the 
artillery school. 

General WixuiaMs. Sir, about 30 courses at Fort Sill, covering all 
phases of artillery. We average about 1,250 officers and about as 
many enlisted men the year. around. 

The Cuatrrman. Now 

General Wittiams. Our courses for artillery compare, of course, 
to Fort Benning for infantry. We have a continental army com- 
mand board there which tests all artillery weapons, present and 
proposed. 

The Cnairman. Now, for artillery, it is comparable to Benning 
for infantry, is it / 

General Wituiams. That is correct, sit 

The Cuairman. All right. 

Any other facts you want to submit now ¢ 

Why isn’t the present facilities large enough, General, to 
your military training requirements ? 

Colonel SHuter. May I take that, sir / 

General WintrAMs. Yes. 

Colonel Suuver. If it pleases the chairman, I have a short briefing 
that we would like to give the committee on the map to orient them 
in answer to that question you just asked. 

The Cuarman. All right. 
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Colonel Sauter. And then the general will be available to answer 
any further questions. 


The Cuarman. All right. 

Colonel Suuter. Mr. Chairman, this is Colonel Knowles from G-3 
Department of the Army, who w ill do the br iefing. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Before you do the brieting, can you state for the record this: How 
many acres have you at Fort Sill today ? 

Colonel Knowtes. 74,064. 

The CHarrman. 74,064 acres there. 

Now you propose to acquire how many additional acres, total? 

Colonel KNowtes. A total of 31,020 acres, sir. 

The Cuairman,. 31,020 acres. And you have 70—what there now? 

Colonel Know tes. 74,064 acres. 

The Cuatrman. 74,000. That would be an installation of 105,000 
acres in all, is that correct? 

Colonel Suuter. Yes; that is correct. 

The CHarrman. Now, why isn’t the area large enough today to ac- 
commodate the training that is taking place or the training that will 
take place in the future! 

Colonel Knowtes. Sir, if it please the chairman, I would like to 
present the briefing. 

I think I will cover all those questions. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Colonel Know es. I want to brief you on the military acquisition 
and the military requirement for this acquisition at this time. 
This map shows the Fort Sill area. Outlined in black is the present 
reservation, 74,064 acres. Outlined in red, over here, is the proposed 
acquisition, divided into two areas which I will discuss later. 
‘The green areas show the present impact areas—here the Signal 
Mountain i impact area, North Arbuckle and South Arbuckle. 
Outlined in yellow, to the north and northwest, is the Wichita 
Mountain Wild Life Refuge, which includes area No. 2 which we 
propose to acquire. 
The populated areas are the Fort Sill cantonment area, the city of 
Lawton, over here is the town of Cache, over here off the map is 
Indi: ahoma, a small town, Medicine Park up here [indicating. | 

The present reserv ation is divided at this point [indicating], by 
highway No. 277. This is a main highway from Oklahoma City to 
Dallas. Also we’ have two railroads: The Pacific Railroad and the 
Frisco Railroad. 
Also at this point we have a civil airways corridor. 
Over here we have State Highway 49, which is used primarily for 
access into the Wichita Mountain W ildlife Refuge. 
Here through the refuge is the scenic highway, and 49 extends 
across here to join 277 [indicating. | 
The present reservation, 74,004 acres, is divided about 40 percent 
to the east range and 60 percent to the west range. 
The east range is primarily open and rolling grasslands. The west 
range has a variety of terrain, from open grass lands in these areas 
j indicating | to rather rugged mountains in these areas here. 
Area No. 2 of the Wic hita Mountain Wildlife Refuge is primarily 


rough and rocky, with a few small open areas along the southern and 
central parts. 
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The private land to be acquired, area 3, is primarily grasslands; used 
principally for grazing, with some wheat lands and other agricul- 
tural or crop lands. 

I will discuss these areas a little more in detail later. 

First of all, I would like to present the Army’s justification for this 
area, and to do so I have to go back a little bit into history. 

The artillery school was first established at Fort Sill in 1911. 
At that time the principal weapons which were used were the Ameri- 
can 38-inch gun and the French 75. 

We also had the French box trail Schneider 155-millimeter how- 
itzer, which was the Army’s medium support weapon, with a range of 
about 12,000 yards. 

In World War II, the light artillery was converted to the 105 
howitzer, with a range of about 12,000 yards itself. 

The medium artillery was the M-1, 155-millimeter howitzer, with 
a range of 16,400 yards. 

We also developed our heavy artillery to a considerable extent. We 
had the 8-inch howitzer, with a range of 18,500 yards, the 155-milli- 
meter gun with a range of 25,700 yards, and the 240 howitzer, 240- 
millimeter howitzer 25,200 yards. 

Training with these heavy weapons at Fort Sill during World War 
II was not very realistic because all of the firing had to be done at 
very reduced ranges. This introduces serious complications in our 
training because we have to operate our communications over reduced 
distances. 

Our survey is not at full scale. And the firing is only done at short 
ranges. 

We did in fact do our training, but-we never were satisfied with it 
at that time. 

Today, the principal field artillery weapons which we are concerned 
with—the new developments—are the 280 millimeter gun with a range 
of 31,000 yards and the 762-millimeter rocket, the Honest John, with 
a range of 25,100 yards. 

To relate some of these range capabilities of our weapons to the 
available ranges at Sill, I point out again three impact areas—the 
Signal Mountain, North Arbuckle, and South Arbuckle. 

The bulk of our firing of course is done with a 105 and the 155 
actually we are not too much concerned with them because the ranges 
are fairly adequate. We can get the firing done. The only difficulty is 
that the ranges are rather crowded. I will get to the number of firing 
exercises a little bit later. But to show the range capabilities, I would 
like to illustrate with a range fan for the 155-millimeter gun. 

Now these range fans I have here are cut to 85 percent of maximum 
range, because we do not always try to get the last yard of range out 
of these weapons. 

But you see that from firing over here into Signal Mountain, for 
instance, where we can get a maximum of about 11,000 yards, we are 
only at half range. Firing on the east range, we do not get even that. 

Now it is possible, and we have been doing it to some extent, to fire 
from Lake Thomas up here on a very narrow sector into South 
Arbuckle. 

We have to assign a very narrow fan to preclude firing across the 
build-up area at Fort Sill. 
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The difficulty with this—and we can get about 21,000 yards this 
way—the difficulty with this, sir, is that we have to fire across this 
highway and the railroad and the air corridor. We have to make 
detailed arrangements with the State highway commission, the rail- 
roads, and the Civil Aeronautics people. 

In fact, it is so complicated a procedure that we resort to this only 
when we absolutely have to—once or twice a year. 

With the 280-mm. gun, which has more range than the 155, we 
are in even more serious difficulty. Here we could fire from the west 
gate into the east range—again here is the built-up area of Sill, com- 
ing up to here. 

We can fire on a very, very narrow sector right into about this 
point. We could also turn and shoot from the east range, a place 
called Potato Hill back here [indicating], into the Purington gate, but 
again on a very narrow sector, and we have the difficulty of firing 
across this main traveled highway. 

We have to stop the traffic when the firing is going on and we have 
all these complicated arrangements to make. 

Now, when the committee lets us get this land we will be in much 
better shape. 

Mr. CunnincGHaAM. May I interrupt there? 

You won’t need that east portion at all, will you ? 

You can give that up and substitute this for it ? 

Colonel Know tes. No, sir; we won’t be able to do that, sir, because 
as I said before the bulk of our firing at Sill is done with the 105 and 
the 155 for these school classes. 

We have on the average of about 180 firing exercises a week going 
on out here. These ranges are very heavily used for this basic short 
range training that the school uses it for. 

Now, when we get this area out here and add the post Oak impact 
area—it takes its name from a small mission, an Indian mission over 
here that he been there for years. 

We will have this capability, sir. With our 280-gun we can shoot 
from the northeast, up around Apache gate, into the new area. With 
the Honest John 

Mr. Hess. Colonel, you would be firing over a road, though, over 
there, again ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Highway No. 49. 

Colonel KNow.es. We would be firing across this State highway, 
which is relatively—it is not used nearly as much as this one is; as 
this one here. 

It is used for access into the Wichita Mountain wildlife refuge and 
by going around here. Of course, most of the people actually who go 
in there would be coming from Lawton and going this way anyway. 

This road is not used nearly so much, and we would close it only 
when firing is scheduled across the road. 

With the Honest John, sir, we can fire something like this, and I 
would like to say that with the Honest John the reliability of this 
weapon has not reached the point where we like to fire across the 
road at all. 

Once ina while we have cracks in the solid propellant and we never 
know where it is going to land. So we do not want to take any 
unnecessary risk with that. 
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The Cuarrman. Now all of this is live ammunition you are using, 
is it? 

Colonel Know tes. That is right, sir. 

Now to show you that we also have the capability of firing from this 
area back, I will use the 155-gun fan. And we would be able to fire 
into the Signal Mountain area. 

You can see that by extending the reservation in the direction where 
we have the most length at this time and taking this minimum amount 
of land, our capabilities of training with these long-range weapons 
are tremendously increased. 

Also, with any of the weapons, we will then have the capability of 
occupying position here, firing into this area, lifting our first into a 
new area as we assume the infantry advances, displacing our weapons 
up, and firing again. 

Then we can withdraw. And every time we occupy a position and 
move we will be able to shoot. 

As it is now, we go up into the wildlife refuge and just off of this 
road they permitted us to occupy some very limited areas. We go in 
and move, but we do not shoot. 

We move again, until we finally get down on the reservation and 
shoot a little bit. 

The Cuatrman. Now, show on the map the portion of the wildlife 
refuge that you are now occupying? 

Colonel Knowies. Mr. Chairman, we have a permit from the wild- 
life refuge for approximately 30,000—— 

Colonel Suruner. 30,544. 

Colonel Knowters. 30,544 acres. 

The CuatrMan. Show it on the map. 

Colonel Know tes. It is generally through here. 

The CuatrMan. You are not firing on that, though? 

Colonel Know.es. We are not allowed to fire. 

1 would like to point out, also, that although we have a permit over 
what seems to be a very large area, we are restricted as to the place 
within that area where we can go, to oce upy 2 position, and it is gen- 
erally limited to areas just off of this road. 

The CuHarrman. Now show on the map the portion of the wildlife 
land you propose to acquire and the portion you propose to acquire 
from private ownership ? 

Colonel Knowies. Yes, sir. I would like to take the fans down so 
you can see the map a little clearer. 

The Cuatrman. Take the fans off. 

First take the portion you want to acquire from the wildlife area. 

Colonel Know es. Now the area that we want to acquire from the 
wildlife refuge is known as area 2; it is bounded by this red line here, 
right through here | indicating |. 

It is 10,700 acres. As I said before, the area is primarily mountain- 
ous, With a few small areas which are grasslands. 

The Cuamman. All right. 

If you acquire that, then will you abandon the 35,000 acres of wild- 
life land you have now? 

Colonel Know ies. Well, we would like to continue to be permitted 
under the same conditions, to maneuver up here. Actually, primarily, 
this is to gain the impact area 
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The Cuarrman. All right. 

Colonel Sauter. May I point one thing out, Mr. Chairman ? 

The 10,700 acres that we are asking to acquire in the wild-game 
refuge is a part of the 30,544 we now have a permit on, sir. 

The Cnateman. Then it would only be about 20,000 acres left? 

Colonel Suuer. Yes, sir. 

Colonel KnNowtes. I should like to point out, sir, that we have pur- 
posely drawn this boundary to exclude the most used wildlife and 
recrational areas. 

The improvements down here are very meager. There are three 
small shelters, some inexpensive latrines, and hand pumped wells, and 
a few picnic tables. 

That isall. The primary lakes are up in here [indicating]. 

There are about four small ponds down here, but they are relatively 
inaccessible and not used by the public anyway. 

The Cuamman. Well, when you would be shooting a rocket in there 
or shooting shells from you 280’s, why it would be “rather dangerous 
for people t to be in that vicinity, would it not? 

Colonel Knownes. Yes, sir. As you will notice around all of our 
impact areas, we have a buffer zone. That is a safety zone, also. 

We want to use part of area 2 for impact. But we also need to con- 
trol this buffer zone so that we know whether there is anybody in 
there or not when we want to shoot. 

The Cramrman. Now the wildlife land is administered by the In- 
terior Department? 

Colonel KNowtes. That is right. 

Colonel Suutrr. That is correct, sir. 

General WiriuiaMs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Now, do you get a permit or a release from the 
Interior Department to the ‘Army 

How do you bring about that? 

General WituiAMs. Excuse me. I do not know whether you mean 
at the present, sir, or if we acquired the land. 

The Cuatrman. If you acquire it, how would you do it? 

General Witurams. I think you can answer that. 

Colonel Suuter. Yes. It would be an administrative transfer, Mr. 
Chairman, at an estimated $1,000 and we would have to work it out 
with the Department of the Interior. 

The Crarrman. Hasn’t the Interior Department the authority to 
do so without any act of Congress? 

Mr. Keuiener. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Suuter. I believe that is right, sir. 

The Cuamman. What? 

Colonel Suvter. I believe that is right, sir. 

The Cuatrman. That is right? 

Colonel Suutrr. We are asking—— 

The Cuarrman. You can today go to the Interior Department and 
make out your request for this, and you would not have to have any 
legislation ? 

"They could transfer it to you, isn’t that correct? 

Colonel Suvnrr. All we are asking for, sir, is the authority to re- 
quest an appropiration of about $1,000 for administrative costs in 
order to do this. 
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The Cuatrman. Anyhow, this proposed acquisition of land does 
not include your wildlife land? 

Colonel Suuter. Yes, sir. 

General WitiiaMs. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Suuurr. it includes the 10.700 acres of the wildlife refuge, 
and the reason is because of the administrative costs of getting the 
transfer. 

The CHarrman. All right. 

What is Interior’s attitude toward it? 

Colonel Suuter. Sir, we have only talked to the lower level of the 
Department of the Interior and their offhand answer was that they 
did not desire us to acquire it. 

Ilowever, we feel we can work it out, sir. 

The CHatrmMan. Well, now, let’s see. 

All right. Unless there is something written in this bill, their 
decision is final and conclusive. 

General Wiu1ams. It is presumed, sir, that since the Budget 
Bureau has approved this, that we have executive approval for the 
transfer from the Interior Department. 

The Ciaran. Well, there is no money involved in the transfer 
at all? 

General Witiiams. Except $1,000 administrative costs, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

You would not need authorization from this committee legally for 
administrative costs in that matter? 

Colonel Suuter. We feel we would, sir, on an acquisition such as 
this. We would need authority, or authorization from this committee. 

The Cuatrrman. Anyhow, you would like the sanction of the com- 
inittee ? 

Colonel Suuuter. Yes, sir, that is what we want. 

The Cuarrman. To be persuasive with the Interior Department ? 

Colonel Suuter. We are trying to be honest. 

The Cuairman. That is the sense of Congress to make the transfer # 

Colonel Suvuter. That is right, sir. 

General WiuiaMs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. All right. 

Talk about the private ownership land and where is that? 

Colonel Know es. Now the privately owned land is area 3, down 
in here [indicating], bounded by the red line. 

The Cuamman. How many acres now ? 

Colonel Knowtes. How is that, sir ? 

The Cuarrman. How many acres? 

Colonel Know es. 20,320 acres. 

The CHarrMan. 20,320 acres of private land? 

Colonel Know es. Private land, yes. 

The Cuarrman. What kind of use is that private land being made 
of today ? 

( ‘olonel Know tes. Use of the private land today is primarily for 
grazing and wheat farming. Also right at this point we have a place 
known as Craterville Park, which is a privately owned amusement 
park, which we will have to acquire because we can’t afford to allow 
that activity to stay there and fire over it. 

The Cuarrman. Is there any communities built up in that 20,000 
acres ? 
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Any towns? 

Colonel Know es. No, sir. They are scattered—— 

The Cuairman. How many people in there? 

General Wittiams. Fifty family units. 

Colonel Suuter. 175 people in 50 families. 

The CuarrkMan. 175 people and there are 50 different families? 

Colonel Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman. And there is no—any churches, school houses, or 
cemeteries ? 

Colonel Know tes. Sir, there is an old Indian mission, Post Oak 
Mission here, rather small, and a fairly large Indian cemetery. We 
have provided money in this appropriation request to move that 
cemetery. 

The Cuamman. Are there any railroads? 

Colonel Know ues. No, sir. 

The railroad runs down just to the south of the area to be acquired. 

Here is the—St. Louis-San Francisco Railroad. 

The Cuarrman. Now, what do you estimate is the appraised value 
of the 20,000 acres? 

Colonel Know es. Sir 

Colonel SircuLer. You want me to give that ? 

Colonel Know es. Yes, please. 

Colonel Suvter. Sir, the total estimated value is $2,216,000, less 
about $1,000 for the administrative costs on the other acreage. We 
have not made actual appraisals as yet. 

The Cuarrman. Now, what is the attitude of the people, the 50 
different families that own this property ? 

Colonel Suuter. I believe I can state, sir, that in general, they are 
opposed to this acquisition. However, the city of Lawton is for it, 
sir, the chamber of commerce, let me put it that way. 

The Cuarmnan. All right. 

Now, I think the committee has a pretty good idea of what the 
proposal of the Army is. 

Now, we have with us this morning 

Any questions from any members of the committee to the Army ? 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman. 

May I ask once again what is the length, now, of the reservation 
from one end, that is the east end, to the west end? What would be 
the total ? 

Colonel Know es. Sir, I have a mile scale here, and all the way 
across it runs 2814 miles. 

Mr. Brooks. Now—— 

Colonel KNow.es. From the present reservation it is about 20 miles. 

Mr. Brooks. The depth there or the width ¢ 

Colonel Knowtrs. The scale—it is about 6 miles here to this point 
(indicating). Of course this east range goes up 3 miles further. 

Mr. Brooxs. About 28 by 6 miles? 

Colonel Know.es. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. How much investment has the Government made 
at Fort Sill? 

Colonel Knowres. Approximately $150 million, based on present- 
day prices. 

Mr. Durnam. What year was it made a permanent artillery camp ? 
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Colonel Know es. The artillery school was first located there in 
1911, sir. ' 

Mr. Durnam. It has been there ever since ? 

Colonel Know es. Yes, sir. This was an old Indian post, that was 
first built by General Sheridan when he was in the 10th Cavalry. 

The Cuatrman. When was it made a permanent installation for 
the Army ¢ 

Colonel Knowxes. It has been occupied, sir, since the 1800's. 

General WituiiamMs. It has been occupied since 1867, as far as I 
know, 

The CHarrman. It has always been considered as a permanent 
artillery school ? 

General Witttams. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Doyie. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ‘ 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Doyte. Colonel, what is the alternative to this? Suppose you 
are not allowed to purchase this land, I assume you can’t shoot those 
long-range new guns over the highway there, and so forth. What 
will you do with these long-range guns ? 

Colonel Know irs. May I ask General Williams to answer this 
question ¢ 

General WittiaMs. Sir, am I permitted ? 

Mr. Doyte. Yes. 

General Wrti1ams. Gentlemen, I think you are probably thinking 
about whether we could fire these at some other place, and we could 
fire the Honest John or the 280 at other reservations. There are 
probably 5 or 6 in the country where we could fire them. 

That won’t improve the unsatisfactory situation that we have there 
at Sill. We have this mission which has been outlined, which is con- 
ducting gunnery instruction, tactical instruction, tactical employment. 
We call ourselves the artillery center of the world, and I think we are. 
And it involves teaching all weapons. If we had to do the firing 
at some other post and we had to move students and instructors 
to the other post, the cost, not only in money but in time, would be so 
prohibitive that actually I think it would cost as much in 1 year as it 
would to acquire this $2 million worth of land. And we wouldn't 
have an integrated instruction in artillery. 

We have a tremendous investment here, as was said, over $150 
million in this reservation, and we are asking for a little over $2 
million to insure the proper utilization of that land and to give us a 
mobilization base for an artillery school which we think is an important 
adjunct to our national defense. 

Mr. Doyrtr. May I ask one more question ? 

What percentage of the use of Sill is now given or should be given 
over to the use of these long-range guns? I mean how much of the 
total use of Sill would be given over to the use of these long-range 
guns? A small percentage, isn’t it? 

General Wituiams. A small percentage of it, sir. As Colonel 
Knowles said, we have as many as 45 firing exercises alone in 1 day 
going on there. I think we would—even if we didn’t shoot the long- 

‘ange weapons, there would be a real necessity for that land there. 
Every commandant who has been at Sill since 1938 has been trying to 
get additional land because it is a necessity. In our day-to-day work 
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we can’t mass four battalions of artillery, which is just a division of 
artillery, at Fort Sill. 

Mr. Fisuer. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Fisher. 

Mr. Fisner. Mr. Chairman, I have received probably a dozen let- 
ters from Texas protesting this proposed acquisition, and I find: most 
of them are based upon the infor ‘mation that it will very seriously 
interfere with or destroy this refuge and its usefulness as a refu 

Now, I gathered from the Colonel’s testimony that he undertakes 
to minimize the damage to the refuge by the acquisition of this land. 
Would you elaborate on that little, General ? 

General Wituiams. Yes, sir, 1 would be happy to. 

[f you look at the map, you will see that a large part of the area 
that we are asking for is mountainous, very mountainous. You will 
also notice that although we would have liked to have had a straight 
line across there, we curved it down in order to avoid taking the parts 
of the wildlife refuge which are really used as recreational activities— 
the main lakes, the main road which goes in there, the Easter pageant 
area, and the part which is actually used. 

I can say, sir, that there is a fence across there and that at the 
present time the general public is not permitted to go into that part of 
the wildlife refuge which we are asking for. 

Mr. Fisuer. Oh, is that so? 

General Wituiams. All of the grazing land for the buffalo and long- 
horn cattle is to the north of there. 

Mr. Fisuer. They don’t range in the area? 

General Wiu1aMs. No, sir. 

Mr. Fisuer. You propose to take that? 

General Wituiams. No, sir, not the buffalo and long-horn cattle. 

The Cuarrman. Then you say there is a fence ? 

General Wituiams. There is a fence with padlocks on it, and they 
don’t permit the general public to go in right now. 

The CuarrMan. Then the general public i is not going in? 

General WituiaAMs. No, sir, ¢ except under special permit. 

The CuarrMan. How many acres would still be left in the wildlife 
refuge ? 

General Wriu1ams. About 

Colonel Suuter. About 48,000. 

General Wituiams. About 48,000. 

The CHarrman. The main lakes and the recreation section have 
been developed in that section ? 

General WititaMs. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. Has anyone developed in the proposed section ? 

General Wituiams. A very small amount was listed by Colonel 
Knowles—a few picnic tables and a few latrines, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Any large lakes in there? 

General Wiis. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And it is fenced off? 

General WituiaMs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. By whom? 

The CuarrmMan. By the Interior Department ? 

General WitiiAMs. Yes, sir. 
The Cuarrman. And no one can go in there? 
General Wruuiams. Except by special permit. 
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The CuatrmMan. Now, why is it fenced off ? 

General Witu1aMs. I believe it is for administrative purposes, but 

am not qualified to state, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Then the public will not be incon- 
venienced, except probably on the highway which might be closed 
for certain periods, from going into the wildlife lands? 

General Wriuiams. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And they also have another road to go in there, 
do they not? 

General Witu1ams. They do, yes, sir. 

The CrairMman. Now, even if you begin to fire these heavy artil- 
lery and rockets, you might ultimately find yourself where you might 
want to close up this present highway that goes through there, would 
you? 

General Wituiams. We have agreed not to close that highway ex- 
cept where necessary for firing, sir. 

The CHairMan. ‘And you would protect anybody on the highway 
if you are going to fire across it ? 

General Wiis. Yes, sir, just as we do on this main highway, 
277 

The Cuamman. Now, by acquiring this additional land it will en- 
xble you to carry on your short-range firing now without firing over 
communities and without firing over roads? 

General Witiiams. That is correct, sir. We may at times ask to 
tire over Highway 277 for specific exercises, but we have been doing 
that for 30 years, I think. 

The Cuarrman. And the people are not worried about the shells 
flying over them? 

General Wituiams. Not—— 

The CuarrMan. They already know how to duck when they hear 
one coming over them ¢ 

General WituiaMs. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Any other questions by any members / 

Mr. Durnam. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHamman. Mr. Durham. 

Mr. Durnam. General, since you presume, of course, that every 
time you get one of these new missiles then we are going to have to 
look out for more land to test it on now, Colonel Knowles, how many 
places are there today that you can fire, or how many other ranges do 
you have where vou can fire this type missile at the present time? How 
many ranges have you got in the country? 

Colonel Know ies. Sir, we have a number of other installations. 

Mr. Durnam. Well, how many? 

The CuHatrrman. What are they ? 

Colonel Knowtes. Well, we have Fort Bragg. We are firing both 
of them down there at this time. 

We could fire them at Camp Stewart, Ga. We have 280,000 acres 
of land down there. 

Mr. Duruam. Well, what I am thinking about—now, we might 
as well be realistic, because we are going to give to you people missiles 
irom time to time that are going out farther. And when you get the 
intercontinental ones, what are you going to ask for? That is what 
we are up against. You have to be sensible about this thing and 
think of it in common, ordinary terms. 





3880 


General Wituiams. We have no intention of firing guided missiles 
at Fort Sill. 

Mr. Duruam. Well, you don’t know. But, then, you won’t be there 
:Jways, General. There is somebody else coming along. And I know 
what is on the planning board, and I know what we are going to hand 
to you. We are not going to sit still with the Honest John. 

Colonel Suuter. This is the Artillery School, and this only deals 
with range requirements artillery. 

Mr. Duruam. Well, you are going to get away from that. You 
are getting into the other field. 

General Wituiams. I would like to correct that. We are the 
Guided Missile and Artillery School. 

Colonel Suuter. I say you are going to use them 4 

General WituiaMs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Keviener. (Aside to chairman.) 

The Cuatrman. I may call Mr. Durham’s attention to the fact that 
we have already developed at Banana River a 5,000-mile range for 
that type of firing he is talking about. 

Mr. Durnam. That is right. 

Colonel Suuter. Fort Bliss also. 

General Witu1ams. White Sands Proving Ground is where we fire 
our guided missile at the present time, our surface to surface. 

Mr. Duruam. I am just trying to be realistic. We can’t just block 
out twenty and forty and fifty thousand acres of land all over the 
United States. 

The Cuatrman. The committee next week will go down to Fort 
bliss to see about acquiring some 800,000 acres of land that will be 
used for some kind of firing. 

Colonel Sauter. Guided missile. 

Mr. Ketiener. Nike. 

The Cuatrman. Nike. That gives them a rather long range. If 
the land is strung up and down the canyons. 

Mr. Hardy ? 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Durnam. I am not questioning the advisability of this, but I 
am just thinking about the long-range viewpoint we got to take here. 

The Cuarrman. Well, of course, Mr. Durham, we have to get over 
the ocean after awhile and shoot in the ocean. We can’t be shooting 
all over the land because they are going to develop weapons that are 
going to be of such long range they will go from coast to coast, prob- 
ably. 

Mr. Harpy. We already have it. 

The CuairmMan. And we will just go out in the ocean for that. 

Mr. Hardy? 

Mr. Harpy. I want to see if I understand 1 or 2 things. 

I understand there are only about 150 families involved. 

The Cuatrman. 175 people. 

Colonel Suuter. Fifty families. 

Mr. Harpy. Only about 50 families involved. And I understand 
that is a State road in there that is very seldom used. 

Colonel Knowtes. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Where do people come from to use that town? 

Colonel Know es. They ‘come from this town of Cache, India- 
homa 
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Mr. Harpy. How big are those towns? Right good sized towns? 

Colonel Know es. I do not know the population. 

General WitiiaMs. It is a very small town, sir, and the main use of 
the road is an access road for the wildlife refuge. 

Mr. Harpy. My point is this: If those people can’t use that road, 
then they are going to have to travel about 40 miles farther to get into 
that part of the reservation ; is that right? 

General Wixu1aMs. That is right. But we have said that we are 
going to keep that road open except for short periods of firing. 

Mr. Harpy. Now then, you mentioned an amusement park that you 
are going to have to buy. 

General Wiu1AMs. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Know es. That is correct. 

Mr. Harpy. If you have an amusement park sticking up on that 
road; which is how far from the nearest town up there ? 

Colonel Know tes. I didn’t understand, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. I was just wondering where the people come to make 
that amusement park successful. 

Colonel Know es. From Fort Sill, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. They come from Fort Sill? 

Colonel Know ers. The soldiers come out there. 

Mr. Harpy. You are going to relocate the amusement park so Fort 
Sill can use it ? 

General Wiii1aMs. No, sir. That amusement park, of course, is a 
private enterprise. It is valued at about—oh, I don’t know. The 
recreation area at about $40,000, and he has improvements of about 
$175,000, which are included in the money we have requested, to give 
funds with which 

Mr. Harpy. His principal customers are personnel from Fort Sill? 

General Wiixiiams. Well, in personally going there, most of the 
license plates are Fort Sill plates, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. What in the world are we going to do about that? You 
have to give those folks somewhere else to go. 

General Wiu1AMs. Well, I am sure they will be adequately com- 
pensated and probably can find a better location than they have right 
now. 

Mr. Harpy. In other words, you think maybe you will maintain 
that for the exclusive use of Fort Sill? 

General Wiiiiams. No, sir; we intend to acquire it and not use 
it—— 

Mr. Harpy. Because you could use it if you were shooting down 
there. 

General WituraMs. Yes; I think we could. 

Mr. Harpy. And if you did, it would make a right good proposi- 
tion; wouldn’t it? 

General Wittt1ams. But I wouldn’t want to administer it as a com- 
mander. [Laughter. | 

Mr. Harpy. Just one other question: Do I understand there is 
already a fence put along the line that you propose to follow, by the 
Interior Department ? ' 

General Witiiams. There is a fence not exactly along that line but 
generally along that line. 

Mr. Harpy. Running the full length of the wildlife refuge? 

General Witiiams. That is correct; yes. 
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Mr. Harpy. That is a funny thing. 

The CHarrmMan. That is a good thing as far as their viewpoint is 
concerned. 

Thank you very much, now. 

Mr. Bennerr. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bennerr. Could I ask a question / 

I note that you have met the northern line to take care of the buffalo 
and the wildlife. I am wondering if we have been careful enough in 
the interest of the Indians in the southern portion. I don't know what 
the practicalities are, but I would like to see the record developed as 
to what we have done to, if possible, avoid moving these Indians be- 
cause they have moved so many times in the past. 

General Witiiams. I believe that the only thing that is involved 
there, sir, is the Indian cemetery. 

Mr. Bennerr. I understood you to say there was a settlement. 

General Wituiams. Sir? 

Mr. Benner. Didn't you say there was a mission settlement there ? 

The CHainman. There used to be. 

Colonel Know es. Sir, this old Post Oak Mission, sir, was estab- 
lished a log time ago. It is very small. The principal thing that is 
there now is the cemetery. 

Mr. Bennerr. How many Indians live there / 

Colonel Know es. I can’t answer the question. [ can find out for 
you. 

Mr. Bennerr. That is what disturbs me. We are worried about the 
buffalo and everything and yet we glibly go along and say we are going 
to move some Indians out. I think that is a rather callous way to treat 
trustees and wards of our Government. 

General WiiuraMs. Sir, there is no Indian settlement there. There 
is an old mission with a cemetery next to it. 

Mr. Bennerr. There are no Indians living in this area? 

General Wiiviams. There are no Indians living—there may be 
Indians who are on some of the farms, who own parts of the farms, 
but I don’t know. 

The CHarrman. There is an old Indian mission. 

Mr. Wickersham ¢ 

Mr. Wickersuam. General, I would like to ask you this question. 
Have you in the Fourth Army, in the Department of Defense, care- 
fully viewed this, and is this the minimum amount you can get by 
with / 

General Witiiams. Yes, sir, | can state definitely it is the absolute 
minimum with which we feel that we can efficiently run our school. 

Mr. WickersHAM. Do you feel if you take this that the 50 families 
will be adequately compensated for the full value, the fair cash value 
of their properties ¢ 

Colonel Suuter. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. WickersHam. And 25 percent for relocation cost / 

General Witu1AMs. I believe the appraisal has furnished adequate 
money to compensate the owners of the land in the area which we 
want to acquire, sir. 

Mr. Doyie. May I ask this question, Mr. Chairman ? 

On what grounds were the 50 families or those who do object. object ? 
Upon your appraisal price or what ? 





General Winuiams. Sir, we haven't been able to contact them or 
negotiate with them or been permitted to. 

Mr. Dorie. You say you haven't negotiated with the owners? 

General Winuiams. I have talked to several of them and actually I 
think there are some in the room here who can answer the question 
better than I can, some of the owners. 

The Cuairman. All right. 

Thank you very much, General and Colonel. 

Now, members of the committee, we have Mr. Ikard, a member of 
the delegation in the House from Texas. 

And I understand he wants to make a statement in regard to this 
matter, 

Mr. Ikarp. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

For the purposes of the record, my name is Frank Ikard. IL repre- 
sent the 13th Congressional District in Texas. 

In order to orient the committee a little bit further on this proposi- 
tion, my district would lie just south of this, on the Texas border, 
which is about 45 or 50 miles away. 

I of course, Mr. Chairman, would not be presumptuous enough to 
attempt to testify to this committee about the local situation there and 
the ownership and that business, which I know nothing about. 

I do want to mention two points here. One is the recreation facility, 
and being a Texan—and we are kidded a lot—it is a little treasonable, 
maybe, for me to come in here to say the finest recreation area in my 
part of the world is in Oklahoma, and also that the finest herd of 
Texas long horns in the world is in this wildlife refuge. which I do say. 

There are about 800,000 people a year enjoy this area and it is more 
or less a poor man’s paradise. It is a place that the people can go 
that don’t have the economic ability to take a long vacation in Colo- 
rado or some of the other spots in that part of the world. 

The CuarrMan. You don’t mean to tell the committee there are any 
poor people in Texas? | Laughter. | 

Mr. Ikarp. Well, Mr. Chairman, I don’t want to explode all the 
myths that we have spread around here, but I am afraid I will have 
to admit that, too. 

But seriously it is an area that the people in my part of the country 
enjoy and use throughout the years. 

The Cuamman. Now, let me ask you this: You heard the Army’s 
-tatement. They testified that it would not interfere to the slightest 
degree with the people from Texas or Oklahoma having all the 
privileges and benefits of the wildlife recreation facilities. 

Mr. Ikarp. Yes, sir; I heard it. Now, the Craterville area that 

hey mentioned there is one, of course, that is greatly used. That is 
i privately owned area, but it—now, I don’t want to get in disagree- 
ment with the general, but there are a lot of Texans over there, too, 
hesides the people from Fort Sill. In fact, out of the 800,000 that 
vo into that area, I think we could safely say that 50 percent of them 
come from—between a third and a half come from down in Texas. 

They go in largely to this Craterville area that has been mentioned 
here and then around into the refuge. They have a great Easter 
celebration there that has become—— 


The CHatmrMAn. They said nobody is going to be interfered with 
at all. 





3884 


Mr. Ikarp. I understand that, sir. I was pointing that out. The 
place where they have the Easter celebration, as I understand, will 
be out of this. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Ixarp. The area that will be acquired. 

The CHArrMAN,. That is right. 

Mr. Ikarp. But the Craterville area will be in it. I am trying to 
point out the 2 or 3 spots that are the most popular. And then there 
is no question but what as a matter of fact the Craterville area is 
avery popular one. It attracts a lot of people. 

The Cuatrman. That is your amusement park ? 

Mr. Ikarp. Sir, it is an amusement park and area there, recreation 
area, and it is developed privately as an amusement park area. 

The CuHarrMan. Now, what is that? So we can carry in our mind, 
is it something like Glen Echo? 

Mr. Ikarp. Mr. Chairman, some of the gentlemen who are here will 
testify about that. In fact, I think the owner is here. 

The Cuarrman. Well, you aren’t familiar with it? 

Mr. Ixarp. Yes, sir; I am familiar with it. 

The Cuarrman. Is the amusement park something like Glen Echo? 

Mr. Ikarp. No; I won’t say so. I would say it is more along the 
lines 

The CuarrMaAn. Of picnic grounds? 

Mr. Ixarp. Well, they have a place that is more depictive of that 
part of the world. It is not a place that is just an amusement park 
in the sense that they are confined exclusively to a lot of things, like 
Glen Echo. It is bigger. It is larger. It is a different kind of an 
operation. 

The CuarrMan. Well, are there any lakes to fish in that area? 

Mr. Ixarp. There are some lakes in that area; yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. I mean around the amusement-park area ? 

Mr. Ikarp. Yes, sir. I know there is one right back up there that 
I have been to. Now, how many there are, I don’t know, but I know 
of one. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, you referred to the longhorn cattle. Those cattle 
‘an be moved, can’t they? Would there be any damage? 

Mr. Ixarp. I am not 

Mr. Brooxs. You said, I thought, they were the finest longhorn 
cattle in the world? 

Mr. Ikarp. That is right. 

Mr. Brook. Even including Texas there, up in Oklahoma? 

Mr. Ixarp. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. Those cattle can be moved, can’t they ? 

Mr. Ixarp. There is no question about it. They can be moved. 
A cow can be moved any place any time. 

Mr. Brooks. The herd can. 

Mr. Ixarn. The point is we are reducing substantially the last or 
the only large recreation and game refuge area within a radius of 
many miles in that area. 

Now, I wouldn’t say that they couldn’t be moved. They could be 
moved up here or anywhere. 

The Cuarman. What is your answer to the general’s statement 
that this area that he proposes to take has already been fenced off 
and that it is not being used for buffalo or the longhorn cattle, and 
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as a matter of fact, outside of the recreation facilities at this little 
amusement park, the people go to the area that is going to be kept 
by the Interior Department ? 

‘Mr. Ixarp. It is my understanding, sir, that that is part of the 
range-management program. There, again, I am not acquainted with 
the reasons for it, other than just a general understanding that I have 
had that that is part of the range-management program in handling 
this livestock that is on there. 

The CuHarrMan. Now 

Mr’ Ixarp. And as we all know, there is separation and things of 
that sort now. 

The CHatrMAN. Now, of course, personally, [ am very much in- 
terested in seeing all that kind of facilities maintained. While we 
want to develop it as fast as we can, we shouldn’t destroy buffalo 
and we shouldn’t destroy the national scenery of certain communities 
and those things. But from the testimony that has been submitted 
here this morning, it looks like we are not going to hurt it very much, 
except this civilian enterprise of recreation facilities. 

Mr. Ixarp. Well, sir 

The Cuarrman. I am talking exclusively about the wildlife lands. 
Now, from what the general said and from what the facts developed 
here this morning were, it looks like to me that those who are saying 
we are interfering with the activity of the wildlife refuge haven’t a 
strong case to stand on, because we are not, from their testimony. Now 
we want to hear your side. 

Mr. Ikarp. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrMaANn. So we can see if we are. 

Mr. Ikarp. Well, sir, along that line, Mr. Chairman, as I said awhile 
ago, I personally hate to see a diminishing of this land that is avail- 
able for this purpose. I feel like that in the past it has been proven in 
many instances that once we break into an area like that, that it fol- 
lows that eventually it will completely be absorbed. 

The Cuarrman. Then you are going on the theory that the camel 
is getting its nose under the tent ? 

Mr. Ikarp. That is exactly right; yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Now, we are going to sit here year in and year out, 
and we all have the same viewpoint about wildlife refuge, you and the 
people of that community. We are not going to let them trespass and 
(lestroy those things. If it gets so they have to have training of differ- 
ent types of guns and they haven't the area, we have Banana River, the 
»,000-mile range that we can shoot on. 

Mr. Ikarp. Yes, sir, I have been down at that range, and I am fa- 
miliar with it. 

The CuarrMan. So I don’t think from what has happened here that 
the people have got much complaint. Now, the people that own the 
private land might have some complaint. But as far as the Interior 
Department being interfered 

Mr. Ixarp. Another thing, Mr. Chairman, this road that comes 
around is not—while it is a better road you are traveling—— 

The CuarrmMan. Well, this road is going to be left open. 

Mr. Ixarp. That is just what I was going to say. But it is a road 
that carries a lot more traffic and it is a lot heavier traveled and is not 
as good an access road as the other. 
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The CuHairMan. Well, is it a paved road there now, paved highway 
there now ? 

Mr. Ikarp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. Who built it? 

Mr. Ikarp. This isthe United States highway here. 

Mr. Smart. The other one, is it paved ¢ 

Mr. Keiiener. Number 49, I think, the chairman is referring to. 

Mr. Ixarp, Oh, I am sorry. I would like to say, sir, I assume it is 
a State road. I don’t know. Mr. Wickersham or somebody else could 
tell you. 

The Crarrman. I am talking about the road that runs in this new 
land, on the left. 

Mr. Keviener. Highway No. 49. 

Mr. IxKarp. It is a hard top. 

The Cuarrman. They said they were not going to close it up. It is 
going to be open. 

Mr. Ixarp. I understood 

The CHatmrman. He said if it becomes necessary to fire over it, they 
will make arrangements for that little short period of time to do so. 

Mr. IKxarp. But as I understood him in reply to Mr. Hardy’s ques- 
tion a moment ago, they would move all the facilities out. 

The CHarrman. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Ixarp. So there would be no point for anybody to go in there. 

The Cuarrman. Oh, yes, the point to going in there is to get the 
benefit of the refuge—the lakes and the other parts of the refuge. 

Mr. Durnam. If they close that up, they would have to have an 
agreement with the State before they close it. 

Mr. Ixarp. I don’t have that impression, Mr. Chairman, and | 
didn’t get that impression from the testimony here this morning, that 
it would be opened to the public except when they were firing. I 
understood it would be closed. 

General WituiaMs. No, sir. 

Mr. Smart. What about that, General ? 

General WiiitaMs. My statement was that it would be open—— 

The CuarrMan. Come around, General. 

General Witur1aMs. Yes, sir. 

My statement was that it would be open except during firing periods. 

The Cuarrman. That is right, exactly. 

Mr. Brooks. For everybody. 

The CuHarrman. And everybody could go to the main place, in the 
fishing and boating area and all that. The only thing that will be 
taken out is this 

Mr. Kewiener. Craterville. 

The Cuatrman. Amusement park. 

Mr. Ixarp. I still think we are talking about two different areas, 
Mr. Chairman. 

General, I wish you would check me on this, because I want to get 
it straight myself. 

Most of the area that I understood that the General was talking 
about—the recreation area that is up above the red line there—will 
not even be under the control of the Army. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Smart. That is riobt 
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Mr. Ixarp. Now, the area marked No. 2, and No. 3 there, the green 
area, as I undestand, will be the impact area, Is that right, General ? 

General Witi1aMs. The impact area is only the green portion there. 

Mr. Ixarp. The green portion, yes, sir. Now, that area down there, 
of course, is largely private land. 

The CHatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Ixarp. But above, in the area marked “2” there 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Ixarp. Is the public lands that will be taken. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Ikarp. Now, do I understand you, General, to say that that 
No. 2 will be open at all times to the public except such times as you 
are firing ? 

The CHairMAN. Oh, no. 

General WixxiaMs. I did not say that. 

Mr. Ixarp. That is what I thought. 

The Cuarrman. He said the road would be open, and there was no 
amusement and nothing in No. 2 area that people were utilizing today. 
All of it was beyond that area. 

Mr. Ixarp. Then, Mr. Chairman, my point was that it makes no 
difference whether the road is open or closed. If they are going to 
close the area to them 

The Cuatrman. There is nothing in there for them. It is fenced 
off today. 

Mr. Brooks. That is right. 

General Witu1aMs. May I correct one thing 

The Cuarrman. All right, let the General correct it, now. 

General Witu1aMs. I have been informed by talking to people from 
Lawton that generally they believe that 80 percent of that area I 
spoke of is fenced. 

The Cuarrman. Eighty ? 

General WitiiaMs. Yes, sir. And 20 percent not fenced. I would 
like to point out, again, the rocky, hilly nature of this area, sir. Most 
of it is inaccessible, actually. I don’t think you can get into most of 
those lakes unless 

The Cuarrman. Then in your judgment we are not going to inter- 
fere very much with the amusement and the wildlife refuge ? 

General WittiaMs. That is my contention. 

Mr. Brooks. And the buffalo? 

General Witu1AMs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ketiener. Let me ask one question, Mr. Chairman. 

General Witttams. The buffalo and the longhorn cattle are all 
north of the area. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ketiener. General, Highway No. 49 does go up through the 
area that you are going to acquire that is within the refuge? 

General Witt1aMs. Both private and refuge. 

Mr. Keviener. Right. 

Now, that road will be kept open to get up into the principal recrea- 
tion area of the refuge, will it not? 

General WituiaMs. Except during firings. 

Mr. Ketiener. Except during firings ? 

General Wiii1aMs. Yes. 

Mr. Ketitener. Thank you. 
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Mr. Brooxs. Let me ask the witness a question. 

How far is Wichita Falls from there? 

Mr. Ixarp. Oh, it is 45, 50 miles, about an hour’s drive. 

Mr. Brooks. Would you say the principal groups of Texas people 
that come up there come from Wichita Falls? 

Mr. Ixarp. Well, from that general area, not from the town itself. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Mr. Ixarp. But all along the border, in that general vicinity. 

You see, the Red River is right below here, as you, I am sure, know. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Mr. Ixarp. In keeping the map in mind. And then we begin at the 
river. Well, there is an area there of probably 50 to 75 miles along the 
river. This is their principal recreation area, of this type. In fact, 
it is the only one. 

Mr. Brooks. The Red River is the boundary between the two States / 

Mr. Ixarp. Sir? 

Mr. Brooks. The Red River is the boundary between the two States 
at that point ? 

Mr. Ixarp. That is correct, yes, sir. 

And then one more point, Mr. Chairman, and then I am through. 

As has been mentioned here, I want to state about the Indian ceme- 
tery. 

Of course, that has been explained. I think it is important to point 
out that it is my understanding that that cemetery has been deeded 
to the Indians, and through the arrangement with Congress is the 
burial place of Quannah Parker, who is the last chief of the Comanches 
and a monument there now stands. It was erected through an authori- 
zation by the Congress, and it is a place of considerable interest. It 
is a place that is a shrine to those Indians, even though there are none 
actually living there. Because this last great chief is buried there. 

I realize the problems connected with it, and I simply want to call ' 
that to the committee’s attention, because I think it is a significant 
thing. 

The CHatrMan. Well, in connection with that, of course, we all 
should be very hesitant anywhere to try to remove cemeteries. But 
down in South Carolina when we put the hydrogen plant some miles 
from Augusta, we not only moved cemeteries but school houses, vil- 
lages, stores, and everything. 

That happens all over the United States. 

Mr. Ixarp. I realize that, Mr. Chairman. And I know it isa tough 
problem, and I know that it is one that the committee is very conscious 
of in their consideration of it. But I simply wanted to point out that 
fact. I realize that it isa problem. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. 

It is a pleasure for the committe to have the benefit of your views. 

Mr. Ikarp. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Mr. Wickersham, as you are the distinguished 
representative from this area, have you any comments you want to 
make ? 

Mr. Wickernam. Mr. Chairman, those who oppose it—that is, three 
representatives of the opposition are here and they have a spokesman, 
Mr. John Taylor. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Taylor, will you please come around ? 

Mr. WickersHaM. He would like to be heard. 
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The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Now, Mr. Taylor, the committee will be glad to have you submit 
what you do have with reference to the Government acquiring from 
the Interior Department a portion of the wildlife area and also ac- 
quiring from private individuals the portion that the Army desires 
to add to Fort Sill. Just sit right down there and in your own way 
tell us who you are and who you represent. 

Mr. Taytor. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Gentlemen of the committee, I am John Taylor of Comanche 
County, Okla., residing at present at Elk City, Okla. With me is Mr. 
Wayne Rowe, president of the Wichita Land Owners Association ; Mr. 
Frank Rush, of Cache, Okla.; Mr. Roger Fleming, of the American 
Farm Bureau Federation; Mr. Charles Callison, of the National Wild 
Life Federation. 

Mr. Chairman, we can attack this problem any way you desire. 

The Cuatrman. Attack it the way you desire. 

Mr. Taytor. Any way I desire? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir, any way you desire you attack it. 

Mr. Taytor. Well, I am aware of the position of the committee. I 
know you have a lot of things to do in regard to this great country of 
ours. I don’t want to take undue time of the committee. I therefore 
think, if it please you and the committee, that I will file this statement 
with the committee, together with a good many exhibits that we have 
from many many other groups in opposition to this proposal. And if 
it please you, I will talk off the cuff for a few minutes and then 
welcome any questions that you may have. 

The CHarrman. Let the statement be filed in the record. 

(The statement and exhibits follow :) 


STATEMENT OF WAYNE ROWE, OF MEERS, OKLA., PRESIDENT OF THE WICHITA 
LANDOWNERS ASSOCIATION ; JOHN I. TAYLOR, OF ELK City, OKLA.; AND FRANK 
RusH, JR., oF CACHE, OKLA., ON THE SUBJECT OF THE PROPOSED EXPANSION OF 
Fort SILL, OKLA. 


Gentlemen: We three named above, are the president and representatives of 
the Wichita Landowners Association in and about Meers, Okla., which organi- 
zation comprises about 150 farm families living adjacent to the Wichita Moun- 
tains Wildlife Refuge and the Fort Sill Military Reservation in Comanche 
County, Okla. 

We also represent, either directly or indirectly, a great number of other 
groups which shall be enumerated later, and we will endeavor to convey to you 
the thinking and wishes of the vast majority of the people of southwestern 
Oklahoma and north Texas. 

We appreciate, very deeply, this opportunity to appear before you and wish to 
thank you in advance for your time and patience. We also wish to thank the 
Honorable Carl Vinson, Member of Congress, Chairman of the House Armed 
Services Committtee, and the Honorable Victor Wickersham, Member of Con- 
gress, a member thereof, for making possible this appearance and also the Hon- 
orable John C. Stennis, United States Senate, Chairman of the Subcommittee on 
Land Purchases of the Senate Armed Services Committee, for his interest in our 
problem. We shall be as brief as possible, but because of the impact of the pro- 
posed expansion on our people and upon the other people we represent, it will 
ne considerable time to present it properly. We, therefore, hope you will bear 
with us. 

Specifically, we are here to protest and oppose the authorization of any ex- 
pansion of the Fort Sill area as contained in H. R. 5700 and S. 1765, on page 9, 
lines 3, 4, and 5 as far as land acquisition is concerned. 

Before enumerating our reasons therefor, however, we wish to make certain 
principles quite clear to you gentlemen. 
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1. We believe that to remain free we must be strong. Therefore, we have sup- 
ported and will continue to support, until any possibility of crisis is past, a strong 
military arm. 

2. We believe that there are many areas in the United States, unproductive 
agriculturally, and already owned by the Government that can be more suitably 
adapted to guided missile maneuvers than the area around Fort Sill. 

3. We believe the present facilities and installations at Fort Sill are and will 
be adequate and ample with respect to space and range for many years to come. 
We cannot agree that this area need be abandoned if additional area is not 
supplied and that it is folly to suggest such action. Nor can we agree that be- 
cause army officials feel they need additional land, necessarily makes it so. 

4. We believe that the Armed Services of the United States should be more se- 
lective in the choice of locale for military installations and should be directed 
against the acquisition of additional areas where said proposed acquisitions are 
against the wishes of the people involved and disrupt and destroy productive 
areas. 

5. We believe that we are loyal Americans and as such have as much interest 
in the future of this country as any other of our citizens. 

With this background we believe that any expansion of Fort Sill, Okla., can- 
not be justified for the following reasons : 

1. Fort Sill served well as a field artillery base during World Wars I and IT. 
Many times the personnel was trained on this base during these periods as now are 
stationed there. The present difficulty lies in the fact that the Army now contem- 
plates to use it for another purpose which we believe is not suitable to this area. 
On or about April 1, 1955, its name was changed to add “And Guided Missile 
Center.” 

Gentlemen, what is the necessary range of guided missiles? 20 miles? 50 
miles? Or 500 miles? We do not profess to know, but from such reports as we 
have read, it would seem there is not enough area in all of this county for such 
experimentation. We note that 2 missiles have recently dropped on land outside 
of the Fort Sill military range, 1 on private land and 1 in the city of Lawton. 

2. Very contrary to published reports of the area by the Army this is a pro- 
ductive area. In the 20,320 acres proposed to be purchased from private indi- 
viduals we find the following production figures for 1954, according to county 
production records : 13,864.6 acres is grassland, which has an average production 
of 50 pounds of beef per acre annually; 400 acres in alfalfa which produced 
1,600 tons ; 1,500 acres in oats which produced 60,000 bushels ; 596 acres of wheat, 
which produced 6,556 bushels ; 555.6 acres of cotton which produced 277.8 bales; 
and 3,403.8 acres of grain sorghums which produced 17,019 tons. 

3. The Army is now or has been using, by agreement and in cooperation with 
the Department of the Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service, 35,000 acres of the 
wildlife refuge. This is 3% times as much area as they are proposing to take 
of the wildilfe refuge and 4,000 acres more area than they are proposing to 
acquire from the refuge and private sources combined. This proposed purchase 
will not add 1 foot to the length of the range they are now using. 

4. The Army is not now using all the land they own in the area. They are 
now or have been leasing some 14,370 acres to individual operators; 920 acres 
of agricultural land (alfalfa) and 13,450 acres for hay purposes, according to 
the general engineer at Fort Sill, Mr. James W. Sikes. 

5. The Wichita Wildlife Refuge is as much or more important to fhe welfare 
of the people of Oklahoma and north Texas than the proposed expansion. 
people in the last year than this one. The Easter pageant area has become 
These facilities will be lost to the people should the Army acquire this land. 
This area was visited in 1953 by more than 750,000 people; and in 1954, by 
more than 800,000 people. Only one other similar institution has drawn more 
peaple in the last year than this one. The Easter pageant area has become 
a national shrine. Although we have been assured this would not be disturbed, 
we have every reason to believe that if this step is now taken, its destruction 
will soon follow. 

6. We believe this proposed expansion plan is only a part of a long-range 
program of the Army, which includes (a) taking over the refuge and (b) acquir- 
ing an additional area of nearly 60,000 acres of private land. This plan was 
hinted at some 2 years ago, but did not materialize. Therefore, now we feel 
they would attempt to take it piece at a time. Divide and conquer is a trick as 
old as man. We call your attention to the acquisition of 1941, when the land 
between the military reservation and the refuge was acquired, we were led to 
believe then that this was all the land they would ever need. But times and 





wits 


ih ag thet aa 


ae 


ULE Re a egeaw 











‘siaahieke Waleska 








3891 


personnel change and so do the desires of the Army. We also observe that 
generally the policies of the Army have little regard for the wishes of the people. 
Only you, gentlemen, as representatives of the people can save us from this 
unwarranted encroachment. 

7. We know what has happened in the area now owned by the Army at Fort 
Sill. Many roads formerly traversed the area—today there is only one and 
it is completely controlled. Civilian recreation is prohibited. Camping, fishing, 
boating, or any trespassing is a thing of the past—the same will prevail on any 
land they would acquire. 

8. The available water supply for Lawton and Fort Sill is reported not suf- 
ficient for the present operation, therefore, it would appear to be proportion- 
ately inadequate for any expansion. May we call your attention to a little 
article appearing in a Lawton paper on April 26, 1955, “Despite constant plead- 
ing by city officials to observe water rationing regulations, Lawton police re- 
vealed Monday that 11 persons have paid fines or forfeited bonds for wasting 
water during the past 2 weeks.” 

In connection herewith, we also call your attention to a recent action of the 
outgoing Lawton City Council which established a trust agreement for the Lake 
Lawtonka area for the purpose of development. This agreement will allow the 
city couneil, it is said, to sell bonds in connection herewith, to build recreational 
facilities in this area, pledging the revenue of the lake and facilities to retire 
the bonds. 

Just this question,, gentlemen, just what will be the water situation should 
the bonds be in default? We do not profess to know, but it might be well to 
look into. 

9, Within this proposed acquisition are certain Indian lands, Indian mission 
and Indian burial grounds, which were granted by act of Congress forever. 
Haven't we mistreated our American Indians long enough? They are only a 
few, but they do not want to be moved from their homes. There are over 600 
Indians buried in the proposed private lands purchase including the grave of 
Quannah Parker, the last chief of the Comanches, at the head of which is a 
monument which was provided by an act of Congress. 

10. Comanche County cannot afford the luxury of this proposed expansion 
by having 11,609 additional acres removed from its tax rolls. This will raise 
the tax levies on the remaining county area:to a punitive level. For this reason 
we believe a close check will reveal that the vast majority of the people of the 
county and even in the city of Lawton are opposed to the proposed expansion. 
According to the county assessor’s records, the total area of Comanche County 
is 610,890 acres. Of this, 75,650 acres are in the military reservation and 75,000 
acres are in the wildlife refuge. Also, 107,000 acres are nontaxable being Indian, 
school, and church land. This leaves 353,240 acres of taxable land. Take away 
another 11,609 acres leaves 341,631 acres. This means a reduction of 3.286 
percent of the present area and a proportionate raise in our tax levy. 

11. This sale to the Army will isolate a vast area, from the north side of the 
reservation to the Caddo County line, and the children thereof from attending 
school at Cache, Okla., as they now do. 

12. The people of this area are a settled community. They own their homes 
and operate their businesses. In some cases, the fifth generation is now residing 
on the land. They do not purport to be better than other citizens, but they love 
this land and their disruption would be a serious blow. 

For the above reasons we believe you should kill any attempt for any further 
expansion in this area. 

Frankly, and to be perfectly fair in our presentation, we know of only four 
reasons for such a proposal and we would like to discuss them for a moment. 

1. The advent of longer range equipment. This is undoubtedly true and we 
believe this equipment should be moved to a more suitable area. We would 
recommend the establishment of a new and supplemental base on land now 
owned by the Government in nonpopulated country. There is plenty of such 
land. You, as a committee have had no hesitancy in authorizing many new air 
bases, naval bases, atomic proving grounds, etc., therefore, why not another area 
suitable for this purpose? This should not hamper this Fort Sill area for the 
purpose for which it was established but extend its usefulness by more con- 
centrated training, with smaller weapons, just as essential. 

We do not have an adequate basis for determining just exactly what the re- 
julrements of the armed services may be, but it is our general reaction that the 
armed services or the United States Government does now own or control tre- 
mendous areas ; that they apparently wish to continue to expand their holdings, 
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without relinquishment of any property they now have, and that we urgently 
recommend that the committee scrutinize this proposal to determine if the Army’s 
requirements might not be more economically met elsewhere. We believe this 
is not the type of country best suited for longer range equipment or guided 
missiles. 

2. The purely selfish and economic reason advanced by the Lawton Chamber 
of Commerce, namely, to increase the personnel at the base to enhance and 
enlarge their already adequate payroll of $50 million annually. If the economic 
consideration is so all-important to the life and living of a handful of promoters, 
then the concern for the welfare of the vast majority of the people of Oklahoma 
and north Texas must be completely disregarded. We submit, however, that 
the recreational, spiritual, and cultural values of the area are equally important 
and should be so considered. 

3. The general policy of the Government and subdivisions thereof to acquire 
lands to add to the public domain. This is a policy of long standing and one 
we believe should be reversed. Only as individual people own the land, live 
on the land, and love the land will we remain a strong and virile Nation. 
Therefore, while this has been public policy, we feel it should be severely 
reviewed. 

4. That to keep our Nation strong we should build and maintain armed 
strength of Army, Navy, and air power second to none. With this we agree 
wholeheartedly. But, why concentrate and expand this one arm, the field artil- 
jery, in 1 or 2 localities? You have scattered the air arm, the naval arm, the 
infantry arm. It would seem just as feasible and essential to diffuse the field 
arm and to train men in the use of longer range field pieces in more suitable 
terrain. 

These, we submit are the reasons, both pro and con, of this proposed expan- 
sion and we believe the preponderance of the weight of evidence plus the over- 
whelming desires of the people are against any further expansion at Fort Sill. 

We are supported in this opinion by the following groups of our citizens and 
offer in evidence their actions concerning the same. 

The Daughters of the American Revolution of the city of Lawton, some 300 
strong, upon hearing of the proposal, immediately resolved to oppose it. We have 
a letter from Mrs. M. E. Olmstead, of Lawton, Okla., vice regent of this group, 
authorizing us to speak for her in this matter (exhibit B2). 

The Oklahoma Farm Bureau of nearly 40,000 families, whom we represent 
and who have covered this subject by resolution (exhibit C). We have a letter 
of authority to speak for them and their president, Mrs. Lewis H. Munn, of 
Cherokee, Okla. (exhibit C2). 

The Oklahoma Garden Clubs, Inc., who at their annual meeting April 13, 
1955, in Guymon, Okla., voted to oppose said proposed expansion (exhibit D). 
We have a letter of authority to speak for this group by their president, Mrs. 
Francis Gooden, of Kingfisher, Okla. (exhibit D2). 

The Oklahoma Cattlemen’s Association who by resolution, passed at their 
regular directors meeting on May 11, 1955, have asked that proposed expansion 
be killed (exhibit E). 

The magazine, the Outdoor Guide, edited by Mr. Charles J. Brill, is very out- 
spoken of this proposed expansion. (See letter—exhibit F.) 

The American Cattlemen’s Association is on record in opposition to the move. 

The American Farm Bureau Federation of some 1,600,000 farm families, by 
resolution which constitutes the policy of this great national organization re- 
spectfully asks for a reconsideration and reversal of the land-buying policies 
of Government (exhibit G). 

The Indian people of our community, speaking through the Oklahoma Indian 
Intertribal Council opposes this proposed expansion. We have a letter of authori- 
zation to speak for them from their president, Mr. Robert Goombi, of Mountain 
View, Okla. (exhibit H). 

The Comanche County Farm Bureau of 1,197 farm family members, as of 
May 17, 1955, living in Comanche County, Okla., have by resolution opposed 
this proposed expansion (exhibit I). We have a letter of authority from the 
president of this group, Mr. Wesley Regan, of Chattanooga, Okla. 

The Kiowa County Farm Bureau of 1,528 farm families in Kiowa County, 
Okla., an adjoining area also opposes this proposed expansion. We have a letter 
of authority from its president, Mr. Dan Daubert of Gotebo, Okla., to speak for 
him and represent this group at this hearing (exhibit J). 
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The conference of the Mennonite Brethren Church of North America, which 
does mission work at the Post Oak Indian Mission in this private land area, 
is opposed to this proposed movement. We are authorized to speak for them 
(exhibit K). 

We believe the people of Lawton are severely divided and as a whole are more 
opposed than in favor of this deal. One man, acting alone secured over 200 
signers to a petition opposing said expansion on the main street of Lawton. He 
was turned down by only a few and copies of these petitions are in the hands 
of the Oklahoma congressional delegation. 

The schools of Oklahoma, could they speak their minds, would, we believe, 
oppose this proposed expansion vehemently. Thousands of school children from 
over a thousand schools of Oklahoma and north Texas visit this area annually. 
These include many 4-H Clubs, FFA and FHA chapters, Boy Scouts and Girl 
Scouts, and many other groups of Oklahoma and north Texas. 

We have newspaper clippings, editorials, and personal letters too numerous 
to mention, expressing the same concern in opposition to this proposal. They 
range from vehement and drastic to the mild and subtle, but they have the same 
meaning. It should not be done. This is the voice of the people (supplemental 
exhibits). 

Chambers of Commerce in the entire area, outside the city of Lawton, who have 
resolved on this subject, have been opposed to further encroachment (exhibit L). 

The Indian Department, The Interior Department, The Oklahoma Planning 
and Resources Board, The Oklahoma School Land Commission and others are 
also involved. We respectfully suggest and request they be invited to be heard. 

Lastly and most important—the people. Go where you will—talk with whom 
you might—investigate as you like—the people knowing all the facts, are op- 
posed to any invasion of this territory by the Army. They are even resentful 
of the encroachment of the military in the use of the refuge. These are the facts, 
gentlemen, honestly and fairly presented and we hope and trust you will consider 
them and eliminate from H. R. 5700 and/or 8S. 1765 now before you, the author- 
ization for any expansion of the military base at Fort Sill, Okla. 

We appreciate very much the words of Mr. Vinson of the House Armed Serv- 
ices Committee, in a letter to Mr. Wayne Rowe on April 22, 1955, as follows: 

“Should it appear that there exists a reasonable doubt as to the need for this 
property the committee, as it has done in the past, will defer action until it is 
able to obtain information as will permit it to make a sound decision.” This 
we believe you will do and if you do, we are convinced that you will heed our 
plea and deny this encroachment. 

Again may we thank you for this opportunity on behalf of our people. They 
will thank you for your careful consideration. They believe a strong military 
arm of defense is essential but the cultural, the recreational, and the spiritual 
values must be maintained for the morale and well-being of our people. Selfish 
economic considerations should not dominate at the expense of that which cre- 
ates relaxation of body and breathes into men’s souls peace of mind. 

Thank you. 
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Exuisit B-1 


NATIONAL SocrETy, DAUGHTERS OF THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION, 
OKLAHOMA SOcIETYy, 
Lawton, Okla., April 25, 1955. 
Representative Victor WICKERSHAM, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: The following are resolutions adopted by the Lawton Chapter, Na- 
tional Society Daughters of the American Revolution: 

“Whereas the wildlife and game refuge, in the Wichita Mountains, is the site 
of our great Easter pageant, attracting many thousands of visitors to the State 
annually, and 

“Whereas, the United States Government has spent millions of dollars in de- 
veloping the area as a great recreational area with many lakes and picnic grounds, 
the only recreational center in this section of our State, and 

“Whereas our attention has been called to the possibility of the military absorb- 
ing a great part of this area as a part of the military reservation: 

“Resolved, That the Lawton Chapter, NSDAR, strongly protests the absorp- 
tion of this area for military purposes.” 

Sincerely yours, 
(Signed) AupREY F. OLMSTEAD, 
(Mrs. M. E. Olmstead), Vice Regent. 


I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of the original instrument 
in my possession. 


(Signed) Jouwn I. Tayzor. 


ExuHrsir B-2 


LAWTON, OKLA., May 16, 1955. 
To Whom It May Concern: 

I’m very much opposed to the land grabs. I feel it is morally wrong for land, 
homes, ete. to be taken from the owners. My feeling is that the Army should 
prove that it needs the land; not the owners having to prove that it shouldn’t be 
taken. I believe it is absolutely a selfish move of the Army. The land taken will 
be a wonderful recreation, hunting, and fishing preserve for the Army alone; 
the training incidental. 

In all discussions I’ve had in regard to it, never once has it been mentioned 
that the Army needs it but that we must give it to them in order to keep Fort 
Sill. I’m amazed and frightened that a town would sanction such proceedings. 

So that there is no misunderstanding as to why I take this stand, I wish to 
mention that personally it does not affect me in any way. My husband is a re- 
tired colonel with over 30 years service so we have the same privileges as the 
ones on active duty. Also, our land, on which we have a few cattle, will not be 
included in the “snatch.” 

These are only a few reasons why I think the land should not be taken. 

Very truly yours, 
(Signed) Auprey F. OLMSTEAD 
Mrs. M. E. Olmstead. 

I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of the original instrument 

in my possession. 


(Signed) JoHN I. Taytor. 


Exnuisir C—1 
OKLAHOMA FARM BUREAU, 1952 RESOLUTION No. 8—CONDEMNATION 


The continuous encroachment of various departments of the Federal Govern- 
ment on private lands, farms, and ranches by condemnation or otherwise, has 
assumed alarming proportions. We fully recognize the right of our Government 
to acquire private property where the undisputed need exists. On the other hand, 
we question seriously the right of an individual, though he be clothed with all 
the authority of high office, to arbitrarily pronounce that a public need does 
exist, for the acquisition of private lands, leaving the owner with no right of 
appeal from the decision. 

We further challenge the practice of Federal taking of private property, re- 
moving it from the tax rolls of the county and thereby shifting unfairly the 
increased burden of taxation to the remaining property owners of the county ; 
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and with no provisions in condemnation awards to discharge the proportionate 
share of any previous bonded indebtedness. 

The proposed taking of 38,000 acres of valuable productive farm land in 
Comanche County, in complete disregard of the hundreds of thousands of aeres 
of desert land available in other States, is but an instance and illustration of 
the general practice of some of our Federal agencies and departments. 

We deeply deplore such arbitrary and confiscatory policies and activities ; and 
earnestly solicit the aid and assistance of the American Farm Bureau Federa- 
tion in the immediate solution of this urgent and vexing problem. 

(1 hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of the original instrument 
in my possession. ) 

(Signed) Jonwn I. TAY tor. 


Exuisit C-2 


Tue OKLAHOMA FARM BUREAU, 
AFFILIATED WITH THE AMERICAN FARM BUREAU FEDERATION, 
Oklahoma City, Okla., April 27, 1955. 
Hon. JOHN JARMAN, M. C. 
United States House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 


DEAR CONGRESSMAN: Our attention has been called to a bill known as the 
military public works bill, transmitted to Congress by the Defense Department. 

We in Oklahoma are quite concerned about this bill since it contains provi- 
sions for the enlargement of Fort Sill by the taking of more than 10,000 acres 
from the wildlife refuge and 20,000 of private-owned farm and ranch Jand. 

The taking of this tract of land from the wildlife refuge is perhaps:just the 
first step in obtaining complete control of the entire refuge. This wildlife refuge 
provides one of the few places where people can go to camp out and enjoy 
nature without considerable expense. It also provides refuge and _ preserva- 
tion for many animals that would otherwise be extinct in their natural habitat, 
so far as this area of the United States is concerned. 

The taking of 20,000 acres of private land, some of which is quite valuable 
would, of course, remove a sizable amount of evaluation from the county tax 
rolls. This would result in placing a greater tax load on the remaining tax- 
payers of Comanche County. 

We are all interested in Fort Sill and would like to see it maintained. How- 
ever, we know of no real justification for enlarging the artillery range there. 
Under present agreement with officials of the wildlife refuge, artillery pieces 
are being taken into the refuge and fired back on the property of Fort Sill. 

Our Government now owns vast areas of nonproductive land which could 
be used for long-range artillery fire and testing of atomic shells. Why should 
productive land be used for this purpose? 

We understand the Lawton Chamber of Commerce favors this expansion on 
the promise the city population will increase. The residents of Lawton are not 
so solidly in favor of it since any increase in the use of water in Lawton or 
at Fort Sill will only add to their already acute water problem. 

Oklahoma Farm Bureau has a definite position set out in Resolution No. 8, 
adopted November 13, 1952. A copy of this resolution is enclosed. You will 
note this resolution specifically sets out some facts pertinent to the proposed 
expansion of Fort Sill at that time, However, our current position as to de- 
partments of Federal Government taking land is also contained therein. 

Oklahoma Farm Bureau respectfully solicits your support in opposing any 
proposal to add additional acres to Fort Sill. 

Very truly yours, 
Lewis H. Munn, President. 

I hereby certify that this a true and correct copy of the original instrument 
in my possession. 

JOHN I. TAYLOR. 


Exuipsit D-1 


The Oklahoma Garden Clubs, Inc., at their annual meeting at Guymon, Okla., 
on April 13, 1955, voted the following resolution “that we oppose the proposed 
invasion by the military of the Wichita Mountains Wildlife Refuge for the rea- 
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sons that it is an important educational area to the American public and to 
scientists as well.” 

It was pointed out that hundreds of students have written theses around the 
unusual geological formations at the south edge, as also have agricultural 
students used certain plots in the study of conservation of natural resources 
throughout the years. 

I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of the original instrument 
in my possession. 


JOHN I. TAYLor. 


(This is a copy of the resolution of the National Council of State Garden 
Clubs, Ine., passed May 25, 1955, at Chicago, Ill.) 


RESOLUTION No. 1—PRESERVATION OF THE WILDLIFE REFUGE SYSTEM 


Whereas America’s wildlife refuges are relatively small, strategically located 
areas of particular importance to the conservation of native plants and animals; 
and 

Whereas the Wichita Mountains National Wildlife Refuge is an outstanding and 
historical refuge, poSsessing scientific, educational, and recreational values; and 

Whereas the United States Army desires to acquire this area by transfer and 
the surrounding lands by purchase for an artillery range, thereby obliterating 
the refuge and destroying its unique collection of fauna and native grassland; 
and 

Whereas such an act would jeopardize other refuges which might be desired 
by other or the same agencies ; and 

Whereas the Oklahoma Federation of Garden Clubs is strongly opposed to an 
unnecessary abandonment of a refuge as adequate alternate sites are available: 
Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the National Council of State Garden Clubs, assembled in Chi- 
cago, Ill., on the 25th day of May 1955, urges that Congress withhold sanction 
and funds for the purchase of the lands around the refuge for military use; 

Further that the Department of the Army withdraw plans for the acquisition 
of the refuge lands; 

Further that the National Council expresses its opposition to the reduction 
or abandonment of wildlife refuges so long as the resources which they preserve 
are dependent upon such protection for their continued existence. 


Further that this resolution appear in a forthcoming issue of the National 
Gardener. 


Presented by : 
PAUL SHEPARD, 
Conservation Chairman. 


Exuisit G-1 


AMERICAN FARM BUREAU FEDERATION, 


Chicago, Ill., May 19, 1955. 
To Whom It May Concern: 


The following is a quotation from the resolutions adopted by the voting dele- 
gates of the member State farm bureaus to the 35th annual meeting, held in 
Chicago, Il., December 17, 1953 : 


LAND OWNERSHIP 


“We believe that private ownership and operation of the Nation’s land re- 
sources will in most instances be in the national interest. We recommend 
classification of federally owned lands in consultation with State agricultural 
colleges and local agencies. Land classified as farm or grazing land which could 
be more efficiently managed and developed by private enterprise should be sold 
by the Federal Government. 

“Land which has been acquired by Federal agencies for national defense or 
other purposes but which is no longer essential to accomplish such purposes, 
should not be transferred to other agencies but should be returned ex- editiously 
to private ownership with preference to original owners wherever possible and 
without reservation of mineral rights. 

“In many cases Federal agencies have acquired fertile agricultural land when 
adequate acreages of poor or nonagricultural land suitable to the Government’s 
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purposes were available or already owned by the Federal Government. We urge 
rigorous congressional scrutiny of existing land purchase authorizations as well 
as new authorizations to Federal agencies to acquire land. Before congressional 
approval is given for the acquisition of land the Federal agency involved should 
be required to demonstrate conclusively the necessity for such acquisition, 

“Lack of uniformity in acquisition procedures has caused confusion and dis- 
satisfaction for many dispossessed farmers. We urge the adoption of a uniform 
Federal land acquisition policy which will take into consideration the many 
costs that fall upon these dispossessed farmers.” 

Following is a quotation from resolutions adopted by the voting delegates of 


the member State Farm Bureaus of the 33d annual meeting, held in Chicago, II1., 
on December 13, 1951: 


LAND OWNERSHIP 


“The largest possible proportion of the land of the Nation should be held in 
private ownership and operated by private individuals. The administration of 
Federal land requisitioning has been unnecessarily arbitrary and without ade- 
quate consideration of the interests of local people in such land and its water 
supply. 

“In many cases, the Defense Department has acquired fertile agricultural land 
when adequate supplies of poor quality land, frequently already owned by the 
Federal Government, are available. We are opposed to such arbitrary and waste- 
ful action. Lands no longer required by Federal agencies should be expedi- 
tiously returned to private ownership without reservation of oil and mineral 
rights.” 

These statements constitute the official policy of the American Farm Bureau 
Federation on this subject until they are superseded by further action of the 
delegate body. 

Very truly yours, 
(Signed) CuHArRLes B. SHUMAN, President. 


I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of the original instrument 
in my possession. 


(Signed) Jouwn I. Taytor. 


ExHIBIT P 


RESOLUTION OF THE OKLAHOMA DIVISION IZAAK WALTON LEAGUE OF 
AMERICAN, INc., RE: H. R. 5700 


“We are resolved that as at present established, the boundaries areas, and 
uses of (1) the Fort Sill Military Reservation; (2) the Wichita Mountains 
Wildlife Refuge; and (3) that block of privately owned land lying to the west- 
ward of the west boundary of the Fort Sill Military Reservation, to the south- 
ward of the south line of the Wichita Mountains Wildlife Refuge, to the north of 
Highway U. S. 62, and to the eastward of the west boundary of Comanche 
County, Okla., be maintained and guaranteed. 

“We are, therefore, opposed to any use of H. R. 5700 as an instrument to 
violate the present status quo of any lands in the Fort Sill Military Reservation 
vicinity to effect an area expansion of said military reservation.” 

This resolution was unanimously adopted at the regular monthly meeting of 
the Oklahoma Division, Izaak Walton League of America, Inc., at Rea’s Rocky 
Retreat near Fort Gibson, Okla., Sunday, May 22, 1955. 

(Signed) C. A. RENNISON, 


President, Oklahoma Division, Izaak Walton League of America, Inc. 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of the original instrument 
in my possession. 
(Signed) Jouwn I. Tay.or. 


IzZAAK WALTON LEAGUE OF AMERICA, INC., 
Portland, Oreg., May 25, 1955. 
Hon. CARL VINSON, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 
DEAR CONGRESSMAN VINSON: The Portland Chapter of the Izaak Walton League 
is opposed to H. R. 5700, a bill that would expand Fort Sill at the expense of 
the Wichita Wildlife Refuge. With the reduction of troops in the standing army 
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and with abandoned campsites all over our own State, Camp Sherman, Camp 
White, and Camp Adair, why do we need to take the few remaining wildlife areas 
and turn them into military establishments? We are opposed to use of wildlife 
refuges by the military. 

We will appreciate it if you, as a member of the House Armed Services Com- 
mittee will vigorously oppose H. R. 5700. 

Please make this letter a part of the record on any public hearings concerning 
this bill. 

Sincerely, 
DoNALD W. SToTLer, President. 

The CuatrmMan. All right, now, Mr. Taylor, go right ahead. 

Mr. Taytor. These are the exhibits | hands to Mr. Smart}. 

Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I know you don’t want a lot of 
palaver and neither do we. We want to talk straight, and straight 
trom the shoulder. That is the only way we know how to talk. 

We came into this matter with clean hands. 

This is not the first time this thing has arisen. In 1952 we were 
apprised of the situation and the future plans of the Army through a 
map that I saw here in Washington. 

We went immediately back to Lawton, Okla., and we asked for a 
meeting with the board of directors of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Lawton, Okla. We told them what we had seen. They said they didn’t 
know anything about it, and we said, “Gentlemen, that is fine, we will 
tuke you at your word. But if this ever does develop, we want you to 
know now that we are going to —— it with all the strength we have.” 

I then called the then commanding general of Fort Sill, and I never 


will forget that conversation, because he not only wouldn’t see us, he 


just told us frankly it wasn’t any of our business. , 

We feel that it is our business because this affects our homes and lives. 

Yes, it is true there is only a few of us, but many of us have been 
there a long time and our families have been there longer than that. 

I want to discuss just a few things in regard to this and then I am 
going to quit. 

Number one, the Army says it needs longer range. 

Well, that is good and that is fine. If it is true, then this doesn’t 
do what the Army says they want done. Because I submit, gentlemen, 
that the Army is today firing from this point right in there [indi- 
cating| and from these points right up here into this other area and 
have been consistently. And they have used this area, this No. 2, 
plus this other area up here for some other 15 years, by agreement 
with the Interior Department. 

Why don’t they keep on doing it ? 

It isn’t necessary to buy that land. This proposal that. they make 
won't lengthen the present operation of this range one single foot. 
The only difference is they will own a part of it where the Interior 
Department owns it today. 

| want to pomt out to you also, gentlemen, that this fence doesn’t 
run along here [indicating]. The fence doesn’t run along in here. 
This fence runs above this | indicating], and they are also using land 
up in here, clear over to here now, in this thing. And this fence 
comes down here [indicating], and nearly on a straight line across 
here [indicating]. That is where the fence comes. That is all open 
country in here that people go into. 

I want to point out to you also that this operation of firing—and it 
iiust be done. Nobody denies that. Nobody denies that we have to 
dothis thing. Weare just as good American citizens as anybody. We 
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don’t take our hat off to anybody on that score. These things have 
to be done. But these areas have been developed over the years as 
firing areas. And yet, even now, there is seldom a day or every other 
day goes by that a fire doesn’t break out in one of those areas. 

Now, this is not a wooded country. This is a good country {in- 
dicating]. I have seen the time when a fire broke out right here and 
running miles north and covered a strip nearly 4 miles wide in there, 
just starting just north of the reservation. 

Now, if the gentlemen of the Army want to do what they say they 
want to do, then this isn’t the plan. This hasn’t had enough thought 
and study because they can’t do anything that they are not doing, 
except close the roads whenever they want to, that they are doing 
now. 

I want to comment on that road just a minute. 

That road is a school-bus route, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, and 
this school bus serves this whole area up in here. Not too thickly 
populated. It isa grass country. It isa grazing country. But this 
bus that takes the children to this school right here comes through 
here twice every day. So let’s just get all the record straight, so we 
know exactly what we are doing. 

And that school district goes clear up to Saddle Mountain, clear in 
north of that northwest corner up there. 

Now, gentlemen, you have heard of chamber of commerce promo- 
tions. Wethink this is one. I don’t blame the chamber of commerce 
boys. They are fine fellows. But they don’t live out there. They 
don’t live out there. We are the ones that live out there. 

Here is a nice little advertisement—full-page ad, in the Lawton 
Constitution, promoting this deal. This is not all. There has been 
newspaper story after newspaper story. I could spend 2 or 3 days 
here with you with that stuff. Editorials after editorials. Those 
boys—have they ever been to see us? No. Talked to 1 or 2 of us in- 
dividually? Never been to see us as a group. Not even my good 
chamber of commerce friends. 

We went to see them, but they never came to see us. 

Now, this is a promotional deal, gentlemen. 

Mr. Duruam. Where do you live at in this area ? 

Mr. Tayvor. Where do | live? 

Mr. Durnam. Yes. 

Mr. Tayvor. I don’t live in the area, sir. I live—I will show you 
right where I live. My home is right here, sections 2, 3, 4 and 10. 

Mr. Pricer. How far away is that from the area / 

Mr. Taywor. I adjoin the refuge area on the north. 

We are all a knit community. I will tell you a story—— 

Mr. Brooks. Does the school bus serve your area / 

Mr. Taywor. Sir? 

Mr. Brooks. Does the school bus serve your home? 

Mr. Taytor. No, sir. It serves within a mile and a half of my 
home. My home is served through Cooperton to the west. But 
within a mile and a half, right here, this school bus serves this area 
in here. 

Mr. Brooks. How large a school is that ? 

Mr. Tayvor. 500—Cache, you mean ? 

Mr. Brooks. No. I mean how many students. 

Mr. Taytor. At Cache, about 500. 
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The Carman. All right, go ahead, Mr. Taylor. 

Mr. Taytor. Now, then, gentlemen, I think you will find if you 
get into this thing that even the people of Lawton and certainly the 
people of Comanche County are not in favor of this proposed move. 

If you will take the time to read the exhibits we have here, the very 
first one is from the Daughters of the American Revolution in the city 
of Lawton opposing this expansion. 

Right in the ctiy of Lawton, one of our members stood on the main 
street corner in the city of Lawton and got signed a petition with 
over two hundred names on it. 

It was only turned down two or three times. 

A petition opposing this expansion. Every member of the Okla- 
homa delegation has a copy of that petition. 

The Farm Bureau in Comanche County, 1,200 members, have dis- 
cussed thisthing. They are opposed to it. 

I can name organization after organization, and group after group 
that are opposed to this operation. And I probably will a little 
later on. 

But this is not something that the people want. 

Now, gentlemen, you asked a while ago about the arrangement 
between the military and the Department of Interior. 

I will tell you a little something about that. 

Oh, that has been going on. And I have a letter from Secretary 
McKay to one of our members in which, Mr. Chairman, he says that 
he thinks he can ease the Army situation—in substance, that he thinks 
he can ease the Army situation by giving them this land as a buffer 


zone and then letting them go on and buy the individual people’s land. 


Now, gentlemen, that is big Government working, working, work- 
ing, again and again, one department with another. 

We want the thing to stay just like it is. They talk about this No. 2 
area being rough. 

Sure, it is rough. Did you ever know of any better place in the 
country for wildlife than rough country ¢ 

There is not any, And there isn’t any better place of it than that. 

Sure, there is collusion between these two great departments of our 
Government. One of them makes a proposal, the other makes a coun- 
terproposal. We the people do not know anything about it. This is 
our only opportunity to be heard on the subject. 

You gentlemen can’t know about those things until it is brought 
to your attention. 

Sure, it isn’t McKay’s land. He is not interested. He is the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. 

The CHarrmMan. Well, the record shows, Mr. Taylor, from the Gen- 
eral that the Department of Interior does not look with favor on the 
request of the Department of the Army. 

Mr. Taytor. That was the third, about the third or the fourth level, 
Mr. Chairman. This is the Secretary I am talking about, that wrote 
this letter. 

No, they do not. Generally the Department of Interior does not. 

Now, then, the Indian situation. I want to read you a letter. I 
think one will suffice, but we have more. I want to read you one 
letter. There are over 600 Indians buried there. There is over 600 
Indians buried there. Somebody said a while ago that there wasn’t 
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any Indians living there. That is quite a misnomer. Over half of 
this private land is Indian land—1,000 acres of it, or a little over. 

I have the exact figure if you need it. I want to read you two pieces 
of paper and then I want to read you a letter from an Indian. He 
wrote It. 

First, I want to refer you to this act of Congress, in the words of the 
Honorable Jim McClintie who used to be our Representative. 

Mr. McClintie says as follows: 


Mr. Speaker, in a little lonely cemetery called Post Oak Mission, situated 
near the heart of the Wichita Mountains, close by the old home of Chief Quan- 
nah Parker, which is the last resting place of this grand old warrior, will be 
unveiled tomorrow a monument erected in his honor by the United States 
Government. 

Participating at this exercise and delivering the principal address will be 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives, J. C. Nance, and Superintendent 
J. A. Buntin, representing the Indian agencies for the Government, and a num- 
ber of prominent members of both the Comanche and Kiowa Indian Tribes. 

Some time ago Congress passed a special law providing for the construction 
of a beautiful 18-foot granite spire, which has been quarried from the Wichita 
Mountains near Mountain Park, Okla., some 2 or 3 miles from my home— 


this is Mr. McClintie speaking— 


and I think it is fitting that such a memorial tribute should be placed over the 
grave of this great Indian character, as he represented a type of the early 
aborigine, who always did that which he thought best for his own people and 
later for the United States Government. 


Now I want to read you a letter from Robert Goombi who is chair- 


man of the Intertribal Council of the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache 
Tribes. 


These Indians are very much opposed, but I will let him speak. 
MountTaAIn VIEW, OKLA., May 18, 1955. 


To Whom It May Concern: 


I am writing this in behalf of our Indians who own land, homes, a cemetery, 
and a church within the proposed expansion of Fort Sill Reservation. 

The Indians are greatly disturbed. We do not know who we can turn to for 
help. I ask you, When will the end be? I once heard a white brother say, “As 
long as an Indian has an acre of land and a silver dollar, some people will not 
rest until they get the land and the silver dollar.” We, the Indians, oppose this 
proposed expansion. It is bad enough to disturb the living. What about the 
resting place of the dead? Within this proposed expansion area is the resting 
place of our famed Indian chief, the last chief of the Comanches, Chief Quannah 
Parker. 

I am sure that if Chief Quannah Parker were alive today he would say, 
“Please, white brother, when will the end be? Please leave my corral, home, and 
land as God made them. White brother, you have broken your vows many 
times.” 

In the cemetery yard of the lonely Post Oak Indian Mission stands the man- 
made granite shaft, marking the grave of a great chief, on the carving of which 
you will read these words, “Resting here until day breaks and shadows fall and 
darkness disappears.” The day is about to break on the grave of Chief Quan- 
nah Parker, but surely not the day referred to in this inscription on the granite 
shaft that marks the grave of a great chief and a great man. 

I say, let’s leave the Wichita Mountains Wildlife Preserve as it is. Surely 
man cannot replace such a beautiful place in a thousand years. Let’s leave the 
beautiful mountains as God made them. 

Let’s leave the poor man’s playground as it is. Surely we would feel better 
and sleep better. 

I say the Government already owns millions and millions of acres of waste- 
land. Let’s make use of this wasteland instead of disturbing the poor man’s 
playground. Surely we would feel better and sleep better. 

Once an old Indian said, “Brothers, you remember when you first came over 
the great waters. I was great and you were little; very small. I then took you 
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in for a friend and kept you under my arms so that no one might injure you. 
Since that time we have ever been true friends. There has never been any quar- 
rel between us. But now conditions are changed. You have become great and 
tall. You reach to the clouds. You are seen all around the world. I am become 


small; very little. I am not so high as your knee. Now you take care of me, and 
| look for your protection.” 
Sincerely, 


(Signed) RosBert GooMBI, 

Chairman, Intertribal Council of the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Tribes. 

One more word on that, gentlemen. 

I think if you will also look into those mountains just to the north 
of the red strip in there you will find other Indian graves. They tell 
us there are thousands of Indians buried in those hills. 

Now, gentlemen, wo would be quite unappreciative and quite without 
thought of people or country if we had nothing to suggest. We have 
been asked upon several occasions to compromise this situation or what 
compromise we would suggest. 

Well, frankly we have no compromise. But there is an answer to 
this problem. 

We have not attempted to grandiose or aggrandize the Fort Sill by 
adding names to the title of the thing within the last 2 months, as has 
been done. And I heard it said here a moment ago that it was not a 
guided missile center, but I think if you will check you will find that it 
was added to the name less than 2 months ago. 

They talk about the long-range guns and how long they need a 
range for. The maximum range of the guns that they are now using— 
well, let me put it this way: They only have one gun today that shoots 
farther, a maximum range farther, than the ones they used during 
World War IT. 

This Honest John they talk about: I does not shoot as far as the 155, 
according to their own figures. And they used the 155 all during 
the World War II there. 

They practiced with it every day and every day. They got along 
pretty good. 

Now that was over in 1945, I believe, along in there somewhere. This 
is 1955. That is 10 years ago. 

Now the general says that this was started in 1938. Well, the Secre- 
tary said the other day it was started in 1952. Now actually, I think 
we need to check the thing and I think the first that we ever heard 
about it was in 1952. 

But it included the whole country at that time, all this and then 
some. That isthe thing that I referred to a while ago. 

The Honest John will shoot, so they tell us, 25,100 yards. The 155, 
25,700 yards. And yet they used that one all during the time. That 
is beside the point, isn’t it ¢ 

We are going to have guns that shoot a lot farther than that. We 
know that. We are also going to have guided missiles that go, I do 
not know how far, and we are going to need them. 

But this is not the kind of an‘area to do it. You want to hear what 
the former commanding general said down there? He touched on 
the subject of atomic weapons and guided missiles and he said that that 
Was not or never would be an area suitable for that kind of a thing. 

Here is his own words: 

In January, 1953, Major General A. M. Harper, at that time com- 
mandant of Fort Sill, is quoted by the Lawton papers as saying: 
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As far as I know, there are no plans to fire an atomic shell at Fort Sill now 
or in the future inasmuch as it would be impossible in this terrain. 

No, that is not the answer. 

Guided missiles need a country where there is not any people and 
there isn’t any production. I have not touched on the production of 
this country. I have not touched on a lot of things. I am trying to 
save time and wrap it all up here in a package. But those kind of 
things—and we are going to have bigger guns. They need to be in 
an area where there is unlimited space. Not in this area. 

There isn’t enough area in this whole country for guided missiles. 
He was right when he said a while ago that this Honest John—he 
did not know where he was shooting. Because in the last month there 
has been two of them dropped outside of the reservation. One on pri- 
vate land and one outside of Lawton. 

Of course you did not see anything in the papers about that in 
Lawton. 

Now what is the answer? I think the best answer for this thing 
here is to build a road right down this line here [indicating], from 
the little town of Elgin right up here, come on around here. 

That will pretty near parallel a new turnpike that is coming in here 
[indicating }. 

It won't parallel, but it will pretty nearly. But it will take care 
of all the traffic up here. And then close this road whenever you need 
to for firing. 

The Cuarrman. What about the camp right over that road? 

Mr. Taytor. Well, they fire over it now. They fire from here. He 
told you just a little bit ago they fire from here to here. They can 
fire from here to here. And they can fire from here to here |[indi- 
rating }. 

They can also fire from anywhere in here to clear over into here 
[indicating |. 

The Cuarrman. Then you would leave the railroad and leave the 
airway lane there? 

Mr. Taytor. Yes, sir—that is not on an airlane. There are not 
any airlanes that are going to bother anybody. 

The railroad : Certainly they can work out time schedules for that. 
It takes a little thought and a little ingenuity, but it does not cost 
very much money. 

Mr. Cunntncuam. Mr. Chairman, could I ask a question? 

Mr. Taytor. The same thing he proposed on this road over here. 
That is a State road. There is also another one that they do not have 
on their map, that serves this area that comes up from this little town 
up here and into this area here. 

The CuarrmMan. Let me ask him this question while it is on my 
mind. 

Mr. Taytor. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You made a statement saying that this proposed 
acquisition will not lengthen the range any over what it is today? 

Mr. Taytor. I think that is right. 

Mr. Duruam. I think it is true. 

Mr. Tayrvor. I think that is true. Because they are firing from 
here and have been right along. And clear up into here, clear into 
this Buffalo Gap area. And they have been using that. 
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Mr. Chairman, this area plus the rest of this 30,000 acres—and I 
want to correct a statement that is in my statement, the figure that is 
in my statement. 

It says 35,000 acres. We got that figure. It is an error and we 
admit it. He said thirty thousand and some. 

General Wiii1aMs. Sir, may I straighten out that one thing about 
the use of that area? 

Mr. Taytor. Just one minute, General. IT want to make this point: 
They are now using over 30,000 acres in conjunction with the Interior 
Department. 

Now, then, they intend to purchase just 31,320 acres. In other 
words, pretty near acre for acre. 

Now, General ? 

General Witttams. Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHarrMan. General. 

General Wituiams. I would like to correct one thing. 

We have a limited use permit on 30,000 acres in the forest preserve. 
It permits us to fire along the east and south boundaries only of the 
reservation. And we generally consider that within three or four 
hundred yards of the boundary. 

The permits have to be obtained, arranged well in advance. Safety 
factors are involved and the safety factors are set by the manager 
of the Wichita Falls Wildlife Refuge. 

We generally are not permitted to bivuoac and we are not per- 
mitted to dig and our maneuver is limited. With people in the wild- 
life refuge which is used for recreation, of course, we are limited in 
the use of it. So the permit we have for the use of that is extremely 
limited and limits our use. 

The Cuarrman. Now what about the statement of Mr. Taylor with 
reference to the fence? You left the impression that the fence ran 
along the boundary which you propose to acquire. : 

He conveyed to me the idea that the fence was way up much farther 
than that. 

General WitiiaMs. I am sure he must be right. I said—— 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Eighty percent of it. But I should think if more of it were fenced 
off, it would surely include all of the park area. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Taylor, have you any further statement you 
want to make? 

Mr. Durnam. The restrictions the general talks about are nothing 
more than just—that does not affect the firing. It just takes a little 
more time, doesn’t it, General, to do the work ? 

Most of the people at the present time have plenty of time. I say 
your objection of not being able to dig and not being able to bivouac 
and things like that—that is not material in this. 

General WiiiiaMs, It is material to us, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. Well, it is a little inconvenient. 

General Wiii1aMs. Actually, we are so limited in the use of that 
by the wildlife refuge that is practically unusable. 

The Cuatrman, Mr. Taylor, have you anything further? 

General WitiiaMs. Sir? 

The Cuatrman. I am talking to Mr. Taylor now. 

Have you anything further to state to the committee ? 

Mr. Taytor. Yes, I have one or two other items. 
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The Cuarrman. Go right ahead and finish the statement. 

Mr. Tayvor. I think if you will check into this also very closely, 
and it is covered in the statement, you will find that they are now, 
that is that the Army is now leasing to others nearly 15,000 acres of 
the land they now own. 

I think they ought to use all the land they are going to use down 
there. I think they need all of it. 

If they need it, why let them use it. But they are leasing it out, 
and that is from their own personnel down there that we got the fig- 
ures from. 

The Cuarrman. You mean to tell the committee that of the acres 
that they have there now, some 74,000 acres, they have some leases 
out, taking up around 15,000 or more acres ? 

Mr. Taytor. A little under 15,000, I think. I can give you the 
correct figure. 

The CHatrmMan. Now, is that altogether in one tract or is it scattered 
about ? 

Mr. Taytor. I think it is scattered about. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Taytor. Mostly probably in one tract. 

The Cuatrman. Can you show on the map where that is / 

Mr. Taytor. No, sir, I cannot. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Go ahead, then, to your next point. 

Mr. Taytor. Now, then, the figure was thrown out here—and this 
is not in our statement—as to the value of some of this property. 

The Cyaan. Well, I will say this. I do not think you should 
go into that because that is a question that ultimately—that is private 
land. 

If we decide to acquire the private land why then it has to be reex- 
amined by a subcommittee here and a subcommittee over in the Senate 
to see what the true value is. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask one question, 
if you please. 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Cunnrneuam. Mr. Taylor, you a while ago showed us some ex- 
hibits of the newspapers that the Chamber of Commerce of Lawton 
was promoting this and it isa promotional scheme. 

Now, I am familiar with chambers of commerce. I know that they 
do promote and they are always doing it in the interest of someone. 

What I would like to know is who would benefit by this acquisiiton 
of land? Would the members of the chamber of commerce or is some- 
one influencing the chamber, or do you know, or is there anyone to be 
benefited ? 

Mr. Tayior. I would say that it is one of those natural jobs of a 
chamber of commerce, to buoy the thing up. 

My opinion is—— 

Mr. CunninGuam. Would it benefit the city of Lawton ? 

There is some reason for it, or they would not be doing it. 

Mr. Taytor. Well, that isa very good question. 

Now, then, if by this move they would bring more personnel into 
the city of Lawton, then it would fill up some of the housing units 
that they have down there, yes. 

The CHarrMan. Well 
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Mr. Tayutor. But if as they say, this won't increase their 
personnel 

The CuarrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Taytor. Then I can’t answer the question. 

The Cuarrman. Well, the only benefit I would say would be the 
expenditure of $3 million which is provided for the acquisition of this 
land. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. But the land is a good ways from the city of 
Lawton. That is what bothers me. 

The Cuarrman. Well, you put $3 million in circulation in that coun- 
try and you will see it will boost up some stores. 

‘Mr. Taywor. I can answer that, and I would like to answer it for 
the record, for this reason. I do not want you or anybody to get the 
impression that we want to see this installation moved out of here. 
And I have heard it suggested that, well, if we can’t get just what we 
want, why it will be moved somewhere else. 

Now, gentlemen, that is rather farfetched. 

The Cuatrman. There is no likelihood of that. You need not worry 
about that. 

Mr. Taytor. No, sir. 

And we do not suggest it or do not want it. 

Lawton does have a big stake in the income from Fort Sill. We in 
turn benefit from that. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Is anyone outside of the chamber of commerce 
been pressuring them to do this? 

Mr. Taytor. That I could not answer. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. That isall, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Go right ahead now, Mr. Taylor. 

Mr. Taytor. Just this in closing, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen. 

You have been very patient. There are many points that I have not 
been able to cover. But all the towns around this area, with few ex- 
ceptions—the town of Snyder is one—I mean the town of Frederick 
isone. But the town of Snyder, by resolution in here, in these exhibits, 
is opposed to this. 

The town of Roosevelt is opposed to it. The strongest exhibit we 
have in regard t it is the town of Hobart, just to the northwest of it, 
the town of Gotebo. 

While we do not have a resolution, we have two exhibits in there 
from Rocky and Gotebo, with people from the community signing 
the petition. The town of Mountain View directly to the north is very 
vigorously opposed to it. 

And so it goes. 

The CHatrMan. Now let me ask you one question ? 

Mr. Taytor. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. Talking now about the private owned lands. 

Mr. Taytor. And the refuge, sir. 

The CHatrman, All right. 

Mr. Taytor. And the refuge. 

The Cuarrman. Let me ask you one question about the privately 
owned land. What type of farming is carried on ? 

Mr. Taytor. General farming, the big end on it. 

I have figures on it. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Give a little information now. 
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Is it wheat farming, is it cattle farming or is it row crop farming, 
or what type farming ? 

Mr. Taytor. Just a half minute, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Any cotton planted in that area ? 

Mr. Tayvor. I can give you the figures. 

These are figures for 1954. In the 20,320 acres proposed to be pur- 
chased from private individuals, we find the following production 
records : 

The first are: 13.864.6 acres is grassland. And I might add that the 
country potential factor is 50 pounds of beef per acre annually from 
that grass. 

Four hundred acres of alfalfa, which produced 1,600 tons: 1,500 
acres of oats, which produced 60,000 bushels; 5,961 acres of wheat, 
which produced 6,556 bushels; 555.6 acres of cotton, which produced 
277.8 bales; and 3400.8 of grain sorghum, which produced 17,019 tons. 

Those are 1954 production records. 

The CHairmMan. Is there many streams running through the 20,000 
acres of privately owned land, or is it plateau land ? 

Mr. Taytor. Just one, this one that comes down through here. 
However, this west Cache Creek comes through here. 

And then there is this Rock Creek over here and another one down 
here. 

The CuatrMan. Now, are there any communities built in the private 
lands? 

Any little villages / 

Any churches ¢ 

Any schoolhouses / 

Mr. Taytor. No. The only community is this Post Oak mission 
community right here, and Craterville Park which is right over here. 

The Cuatrrman. No schoolhouses ¢ 

Mr. Tayzor. At Cache there is a schoolhouse. No, not in this 
area, Sir. 

The Cuarman. Any further statement ? 

Mr. Taytor. I want to suggest that we—that somebody check the 
route of 277. It does not run from Oklahoma City to Dallas, as was 
suggested here. It does go on down to Wichita Falls, but to get to 
Dallas you have to go back east about 60 miles to get there. 

Mr. Chairman, I do want to mention 1 or 2 or 3 other groups. 

The Oklahoma State garden clubs. You will find a resolution in 
here from them. They are a statewide organization in Oklahoma, 
who are bitterly opposed to this expansion. That is not only true on 
the State level but also the national council of State garden clubs, 
which is also opposed to it. 

The American Farm Bureau Federation—I asked Mr. Fleming to 
come up here. You will find their resolution in here in regard to the 
purchase of property. 

We think that a great many purchasers of property for any purpose 
should: be severely reviewed by the Government. 

We feel and the American Farm Bureau feels that perhaps it is time 
that a lot of this land was turned back to private operation, that is 
no longer used for a constructive purpose. 

The Oklahoma Farm Bureau and its president are very much op- 
posed to this operation. There are nearly 40,000 members of that 
group. 
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You wili find their exhibit among these other exhibits here. 

The Izaak Walton League of Oklahoma is very much opposed to it. 
Of course we have been chided in our local papers down there about 
bird lovers, and with this I shall close, about bird lovers. 

Those who do view the cultural things of life as being of some value: 
they have chided us pretty heavily, but we do not mind about that. 
After all, man does not live by bread alone, although sometimes he 
thinks he does. 

There are other values and one of them is the great cultural value 
of life, that can only be found in a place like this. 

In the closing of my remarks, I say these words, Mr. Chairman, and 
with them I will close. 

We are appreciative of the words of your letter, Mr. Chairman, to 
Mr. Rowe on April 22, in which you said: 

Should it appear that there exists a reasonable doubt as to the need for this 
property, the committee, as it has done in the past, will defer action until it is 
able to obtain information as will permit it to make a sound decision. 

This we believe you will do and if you do we are convinced that you 
will heed our plea and deny this enroachment. 

Again, may we thank you for this opportunity to appear on behalf 
of our people? They will thank you for your careful consideration. 

They believe in a strong military arm of defense. They believe it is 
essential. But the cultural, the recreational and the spiritual values 
must be maintained for the morale and well-being of our people. 

Our selfish economic considerations should not dominate at the ex- 
pense of that which creates relaxation of body and breathes into men’s 
souls peace of mind. 

Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Taylor. 

Now I want to ask the general to come back to the stand, please, sir. 

You were speaking for all of the group, were you not ? 

Mr. Taytor. I was, unless one of them wanted to make a statement. 

The Cuarrman. Well, all right. 

Let the Army take seats. 

Any of you other gentlemen from down in Oklahoma want to make 
any statement? It has already been filed in the record. 

Mr. Rowe. Mr. Chairman, I believe you mentioned that you did 
not wish to go into the valuation of this 

The CuHatrman. Well, you can go into the valuation of it 
because—— 

Mr. Rowe. There is one little item when General Williams was talk- 
ing there a while ago—about the value of Craterville Park—I believe 
he said he figured the value of the improvements would be $175,000. 

Mr. Bates. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. Yes. 

Mr. Rowe. And then the real estate value, some $40,000, is that 
right, sir ? 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Rowe. Well a part of the property that now belongs to Crater- 
ville Park—I would not say whether it was half the acreage or how 
much of it, but I do know that I sold a part of the property that now 
belongs in Craterville Park and I believe that figure that I sold that 
property for—and I do not know how much it was, the proportionate 
part, but that was some $36,000 plus, that I sold that property for. 
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Mr. Puitesrx. When was it, that it was sold ? 

Mr. Rowe. That is of record, with revenue stamps on the deed and 
so forth. 

Mr. Brooxs. How long ago? 

Mr. Puiisin. When was that ? 

Mr. Rowe. I believe that was in 1950—1949 or 1950. 


Mr. Dorie. Mr. Chairman, may I ask—is that without any im- 
provements on it‘ 


Mr. Rowe. There are some improvements there. 

Mr. Dorie. The same as there is there now, on the same land ? 

Mr. Rowe. I used the property as range property. What shape it 
is innow, I donot know. 

Mr. Doyie. What is the comparative value of privately owned park 
land, recreational land, with the land surrounding it that is not in 
the park, sir. 

Mr. Rowe. I could not 

Mr. Dorie. What is the comparative value / 

Is privately owned park land worth more than the land around it / 

Mr. Rowe. Well, the privately owned ground around it, the farm- 
ing ground and so forth—of course all the difference is in the land use. 

Mr. Doyue. I see. 


The Cuatrman. Allright. Thank you very much, sir. 

Now General, come back here 

Mr. Cauuison. Mr. Chairman, my name is Charles H. Callison, 
conservation director of the National Wildlife Federation, and with 
the permission of the committee I should like to file a prepared state- 
ment in opposition to this as it affects the Wichita Mountains Wild- 
life Refuge. 


The CuarrmMan. You have that permission. 
(The document is as follows :) 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I wish to thank you for the 
privilege of presenting the views of the National Wildlife Federation on the 
proposed expansion of Fort Sill in Oklahoma. The federation is a national, 
nonprofit organization whose members are State wildlife federations or sports- 
men’s leagues in the various States and Territories. 

We have affiliated organizations now in every State except Georgia, and also 
in Alaska and the District of Columbia. Through their member clubs and asso- 
ciations these affiliate groups represent some three million conservation-minded 
citizens. Our affiliate in Oklahoma is the Oklahoma Outdoor Council, composed 
of State and local groups representing some 75,000 members. 

All conservationists can take only one stand on the proposed despoliation of 
the Wichita Mountains Wildlife Refuge as proposed by the Army in the mili- 
tary public works bill currently under consideration. The proposal of the Army 
to take over the southern 10,700 acres of Wichita would be like pulling the first 
50 feet from under the Washington Monument. 

The entire structure would topple. Here’s why. 

This rough mountainous area is at once the most scenic and most important 
of the Wichita area. This rough mountainous section provides the watershed 
for the lower valleys and plains on which Wichita’s wildlife herds roam. It 
also provides the water which makes the luxurious forage for big game and 
other wildlife species and fills the many lakes and beaches for Wichita’s famous 
recreational opportunities for over a million visitors annually. 

Sizable bands of all the former big game species of the Great Plains are main- 
tained here in pastures so large that they are practically under natural con- 
ditions. America’s greatest bison herd roams Wichita’s hills, along with lesser 
herds of elk, antelope, and white-tailed deer. The largest and purest herd of old 
Texas longhorns is maintained here by act of Congress. 

The’ refuge has a large wild turkey population, comprising the finest strain 
of pure wild turkey left in the entire Nation. This flock is the sole source of 
restocking for the turkey habitat of the entire Southwestern States. 
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The refuge is the only large-scale sample of the original short-grass prairie 
left in the entire southern half of the original Great Plains area. This pre- 
served short-grass area is a great outdoor laboratory and testing ground for 
modern theories and practices of range nanagement. 

The Soil:-Conservation Service each year holds its grass management and 
range school at the refuge. It is an indispensable laboratory for training mana- 
vers and making management plans for much of our western range. 

Wichita is likewise Oklahoma’s greatest recreational area, and at the rate of 
attendance to date, well over a million people will use the area this year as con- 
trasted with three-fourth million using it in the season just past. These people 
are attracted by the natural campgrounds, swimming beaches, and fishing lakes, 
among many other attractions. There are room and opportunity for the single- 
family type of recreationists and for organized larger groups, such as Sunday 
schools, Boy and Girl Scouts, 4-H Clubs, and lodges. 

An average of 1,250 fishermen cast their lures in Wichita’s waters each week. 
It is the most attractive water area in all of western Oklahoma. Most of the 
Fort Sill Army enrollees get a major portion of their recreation here. 

Wichita has been called the poor man’s recreational area. But, there is noth- 
ing poverty stricken about the beauty and magnitude of the displays for the 
recreationists here—beautiful mountains, virgin prairies stocked with original 
big game species, well-stocked fishing waters, all enclosed by the rugged, boulder- 
strewn mountains with their attractive forests and Sheltered glades. Species of 
plants and animals occur here which are found nowhere else in Oklahoma. 

We know all too well what would happen after the Army uses the southern 
portion of the refuge for a firing area. 

The explosions will set many fires. In this rugged terrain it is practically 
impossible to put out such fires. The mountain cover will be burned off, and 
the tires may even get into the heavy grass pasture and recreational areas. 

Thus, the cover of the whole area might be burned off, the watershed destroyed, 
the food of the animals destroyed, and its recreational attractiveness a matter of 
memory and regret. You have only to contrast the firing areas of the Fort Sill 
ranges with the present natural condition of the refuge lands to anticipate what 
would happen. 

The first that the National Wildlife Federation knew about the Army’s pro- 
posed annexation of 10,700 acres of the refuge was when H. R. 5700 and 8. 1765 
were introduced in Congress. This is not the first time that the Army has 
planned secretly to take over the Wichita refuge. They tried to take the entire 
area in 1958, and this disaster was averted only by the alertness of conservation 
organizations. 

Again the conservation forces have arisen in defense of Wichita, and I feel 
sure that they will not permit the destruction of the refuge without a more se- 
rious effort on the part of the Army to make other adjustments for their needs, 
including a compromise plan which has been suggested by the Fish and Wildlife 
Service. 

The Service has suggested that the Army buy a little more private land to go 
with what they orignally proposed to purchase and that the Service would make 
the southernmost 14% miles of the refuge in depth a buffer area for firing sites to 
be located on Fort Sill’s newly acquired land. 

The Service would further be willing to compromise to the extent of locating 
one major firing site on the extreme west end of the refuge to permit Fort Sill 
to fire its largest guns and land the projectiles on the Army’s own impact area. 

Beyond this, the welfare of the wildlife herds, the importance of the recrea- 
tional area, and the ecological value of the area for research on range, forest, and 
game management dictate that the Service hold the line in the face of the Army’s 
iggressive march. 

To summarize, the refuge acreage totals 59,099. Prior to and during the 
World War II days, the Army’s uses gradually increased on the refuge until they 
ire now using 35,000 acres, or roughly 60 percent of the refuge area, in maneuver 
and training exercises. 

The permit for this purpose which Fort Sill now holds could be continued 
indefinitely under present conditions of cooperation, which are excellent. If 
the Army purchases the proposed acreage south of the refuge boundary and if 
the Service can permit a buffer zone on the refuge during firing days, we see no 
reason why the integrity of this fine primitive area—in fact, Oklahoma’s last 
primitive area—needs to be invaded and its unique setting unnecessarily damaged 
or threatened by the proposed expansion of Fort Sill. 
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We have had considerable experience with Army land plans in the past and 
have found them almost invariably poorly planned and almost always larger 
than necessary. Witnesses the unreasonable demands that the Army has made 
in recent years on the public domain of Alaska, only to have Alaska’s alarmed 
citizens unite and insist that the Army’s plans be scaled down to something not 
only reasonable but also manageable. 

I thank you, Mr. Chairman, for the privilege of presenting our views on 
this matter. 


I should also like to file a letter from Mr. E. Torbett, president of 
the Oklahoma Outdoor Council, which is affiliated with the National 
Wildlife Federation, and which he requested I file with the committee, 
with your permission. 

(The document is as follows:) 


ENID, OKLA., May 15, 19505. 
Mr. CHARLES CALLISON, 
Conservation Director, National Wildlife Federation, 
Washington 12, D. C. 

DeEaR CHARLIE: All of the Indians and most of the white folks in Oklahoma 
are about to go on the warpath. The reason will be found in just two words 
appearing on lines 4 and 5, page 9, of H. R. 5700. Those two words are, “land 
acquisition” and unless the Army can conclusively prove that the acquisition 
of additional lands at Fort Sill, Okla., is indispensable to the national defense, 
then you are hereby requested and authorized to strongly protest the addition 
of any land whatsoever to that presently being used by the artillery school at 
Fort Sill. 

We respectfully request that you present this protest for the Oklahoma Outdoor 
Council at the hearing before the Subcommittee on Military Construction, Senate 
Armed Services Committee, and also at the hearing before the House Armed 
Services Committee. 

The Oklahoma Outdoor Council is a statewide group of more than 52,000 con- 
servationists who are genuinely interested in the conservation and wise use 
of our renewable natural resources. We respectfully submit that the inclusion 
of land acquisition in this bill is economically unsound, entirely unnecessary, 
usurps the rights of the Indians, and from the standpoint of national defense 
is inimical to the best interests of the American public and in defense of sur 
position state: 

1. That suitable ranges can be obtained in the arid regions of several Western 
States for the new and longest range weapons and at costs that would amount 
to only a fraction of the value of the lands in the vicinity of Fort Sill. Every 
acre of the land here sought by the Army is good grazing land or land that is 
now producing agricultural commodities at no cost to the taxpayer. 

Recently, the United States Senate passed Senate bill No. 500 and its com- 
panion bill, H. R. 270, is now in the House of Representatives. These bills would 
authorize the construction over the next 50 years of 9 dams on the upper Colo- 
rado River and its tributaries at an initial cost of more than a billion ‘lollars 
with sums that are beyond human comprehension yet to come. Part of the 
argument for this project is that it would, by irrigation, place more land in pro- 
duction. Are we to be taxed on the one hand for putting more land into produc- 
tion, and simultaneously taxed, on the other hand, to take land out of production? 

2. That the Army has never proven, or even to our knowledge stated, that the 
acquisition of these particular lands is necesSary to the national defense. 

3. That wars are not won by shells alone but that meat and bread and butter 
and foodstuffs in general are just as essential to the successful prosecution of a 
war as are the shells fired by the artillery at Fort Sill or any other artillery 
school. And that the very lands here sought by the Army can produce many 
tons of food, whereas the arid lands referred to have no potential whatever for 
the production of anything. 

4. That the only reason our Nation will ever go to war is to preserve »ur 
American way of life and that the disappearing wildlife resources of our coun- 
try are an important part of that American way of life and to despoil these lands 
for an artillery range under the guise of national defense would be a plain case 
of throwing the baby out with the bath water. 

5. That the Wichita Mountains Wildlife Refuge is one of nature’s rare beauty 
spots on this continent, and that the esthetic value of these lands cannot be 
measured in dollars and cents. 
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6. That it is our solemn obligation to posterity, to preserve these lands in their 
natural state unless or until our national safety is in jeopardy and certainly 
this has not been proven to be the case at this time. 

7. That the treaty under which these lands were ceded to the Indians pro- 
vided that they would remain the property of the Indian, “so long as the grass 
grows and the waters flow.” ‘True, it has been dry in Oklahoma, but in spite 
of Johnston Murray aré the elements, these phenomena do still occur in the 
home of the Red Man. 

For the above reasons, we sincerely urge your unalterable opposition to the 
inclusion of the words “land acquisition” in lines 4 and 5, page 9 of H. R. 5700 
and the same provision in its companion bill in the Senate, which I understand 
is Senate bill No. 1765. 

With best regard, I am 

Sincerely yours, 
GENE Torsett, President. 

Mr. DurHam. Are you opposed to it ? 

Mr. Cauuison. Yes, we are opposed to it. 

The Cuarrman, They are all opposed to it. The record shows that 
now. 

Do you desire to make a statement / 

Mr. Rusu. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I am Frank Rush, of Crat- 

‘ville Park, Okla., president of 

The CHarrMan. President of what? 

Mr. Rus. Owner of Craterville Park. 

The Cuarrman. Qh, yes. 

Mr. Rusu. I happen to own, with my mother and family, the ree- 
reation area of the amusement park we have discussed. 

The Cuatrman. How many acres does it embrace ? 

Mr. Rusu. 2,520 acres. Now this park is similar to Glen Echo, 
but we incorporated the dude ranch idea in the park. 

Now, first I would like to make one statement: This area is a very 
choice farm and grazing area that we have talked bout. 

Now, we have in our statements several people that have been of- 
fered more than $100 an acre for these ranch lands and who would 
not sell it. 

Adjoining this property right here, the other day there were 4 
sections sold for $150 an acre and they tried to buy others and they 
would not price them. 

So you can see this is just not wasteland. It is farm and grazing 
and good at that, 

Now, as far as the recreation is concerned, this are here is served— 
the wildlife refuge. It so happens that my father started that in 
1907. He established the buffalo herds there and the longhorn herds 
and was there as supervisor for 18 years. He later acquired this park 
property and moved here in 1921. 

Now, this is a very vast, very beautiful, very productive area. It is 
the second largest wildlife refuge by attendance in the Nation. There 
is one more that had more attendance in southern Ilinois. 

The CuarrmMan. Does the Government spend any money in keeping 
it up and building roads and such like in it ? 

Mr. Rusu. Yes, sir. And the military does help on the roads, be- 
cause they use them a lot. But they have some 25 employees in this 
area. They have camp grounds and fishing facilities that are served. 
And there is no charge at all in the recreation area. 

Now, they claim that 850,000 people go to this area annually. I 
say it is more, because it is based on 2.7 per car. ' 
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If there were four people to the car it would be well over a million. 
Now it has jumped, by their own figures, about 10 or 15 percent 
annually. 

The Cuarmman. Now, what do you have to say with reference to 
the general’s statement in regard to the area that is to be acquired, 
that the range is mountainous and it is not so used by the people as 
the other portion of the wildlife refuge ? 

Mr. Rusu. I’ might not be used as much, sir, because there is not as 
much of it, but it is the most beautiful part of it. 

There are elk and longhorn and buffalo and deer and wild turkey in 
every foot of it and some of the finest part of the wildlife refuge is in 
the area they hope to acquire. un 

And it is used—they say there are small latrines and picnic areas. 
There is beautiful picnic areas and it is used by thousands of Boy 
Scouts out of Wichita Falls and north Texas Council. 

It is used—probably 10 or 15 percent of the people can get down 
there. That is al] it will hold down in the beautiful lakes and areas. 

The CuarrmMan. How long has the wildlife refuge been in existence / 

Mr. Rusu. Since 1906, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. 1906? 

Mr. Rusu. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. It was established by the Government then ? 

Mr. Rusu. By Theodore Roosevelt, and my father was appointed as 
the supervisor at that time. It came under the Gedtneical Sarvey in 


1936. Up—prior to that time it was a forest, under the Forestry 
Department. , 


But this area, last Sunday alone there were over 35,000 people vis- 


ited it and picknicked in the area. 

It is being used by some 50,000 people a week now and they use it 
just as much through the week, as long as they do on weekends. 

Now we, of course, use it more on weekends, naturally. 

The Cuarrman. Is this the first time any effort has been made to 
get the possession of any portion that was set aside in 1906 ? 

Mr. Rusu. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Has anybody 

Mr. Rusu. They tried it in 1952. This same thing came up in 1952. 

The Cuarrman. No. 

I mean, it has not—well, that is just the permission to use it ? 

Mr. Rusu. Yes. 

The CuHatrmMan. But it has not been segregated or divorced frum 
the area. 

This is the first time anyone is trying to cut down the area of the 
wildlife refuge, is it not ? 

Mr. Rusu. That is probably right. 

The Cuarrman. Well, it is just like it was originally established / 

Mr. Rusu. That is right. It is the same area. Except back here 
in 1941 they did buy some land. The Army told us at the time, in 
1941, they expanded several thousand acres. 

They swapped out some of the land they bought then for wildlife 
refuge. 

May I ask Mr. Taylor—They swapped land then in this area here? 

Mr. Taytor. | Nods.] 

Mr. Rusu. Which was wildlife refuge, for land in here that was 
Army, to square this lineup. 





The CuairMan. I see. 

Mr. Rusu. That was in 19—— 

The Cuarrman. I have forgotten whether it is in the record, but 
how many acres were set aside in 1906 by President Theodore Roose- 
velt for this wildlife refuge ? 

Mr. Rusu. It was 71,000, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And it is practically that today ? 

Mr. Rusu. Yes, sir. I think that is very near the same acreage. 

The Cnarrman. And the Interior Department develops it, and they 
have the refuge open for wildlife in the country ? 

Mr. Rusu. Yes, sir. But it is generally used more for a recreation 
area than most of them. 

The CHarrmMan. Well, members of the committee, it is 12 o'clock 
now. We will take a recess until 2 o’clock. We must finish this bill 
today, this portion of it anyhow. 

(Whereupon, at 12 o’clock noon, the committee recessed, to recon- 
vene at 2 p. m. the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


The CuarrMan. Now, let the committee come to order. 

When the committee recessed it. was still considering Fort Sill, 
acquisition of land. 

Now I would like to ascertain from the general, as you stated, this 
morning there were other areas in which, in the possession of forts 
and camps that you had, you could utilize the long-range firing that 
you contemplate to have at Fort Sill, is that correct ? 


General Wiiuiams. That is correct, sir. 

The CuHatrman. Now for the record state what area and what camps 
have sufficient land for a long-range firing now. 

Mr. Doyte. Mr. Chairman, may I ask, by “long-range firing,” you 
mean long-range guns that they now have? 

The Cuatrman. I mean the 280’s and the Honest John type of 
training. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Missiles and rockets. 

General Wiiii1ams. I would like to have Colonel Knowles answer 
that, if I may, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right, Colonel, at what other camps could this 
firing take place ? 

Colonel Knowtes. We have Fort Bragg, for one. 

The CuHarrmMan. Wait one minute. 

Where is Fort Bragg? 

Colonel Knowtes. Fayetteville, N.C., sir. 

The Cuatrman. Fayetteville, N.C. 

It is a large installation there, isn’t it ? 

Colonel KnNow.es. We have sufficient range for these weapons, sir. 

The CHatrman. Now, what is the training carried on at Fort 
Bragg? 

Colonel Know.es. We have the 18th Airborne Corps and the 82d 
Airborne Division, primarily. 

The Cuarrman. And you have sufficient range there to fire this 
type of weapon that we are discussing at Fort Sill ? 

Colonel Knowtes. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. <All right. 
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Now what other place? 

Colonel Know es. Camp, Stewart, Ga., is a large installation. We 
have about 285,000 acres there, and we could fire these 

The CuairMan. What is Camp Stewart ? 

What was its military mission ? 

Colonel Knowtes. Camp Stewart is a tank and antiaircraft tiring 
center. 

The Cuarrman. It isa firing range now, isn’t it? 

Colonel Knowtes. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And you have ample area there ? 

Colonel Knowtes. We have ample area there; yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right, now, where is the next place? 

Colonel Knowxes. The next place would be Fort Hood, Tex. 

The Cuatrman. Fort Hood, Tex. ? 

Now what have you at Fort Hood, Tex. ? 

Colonel Knowxes. At Fort Hood, Tex., we have two armored divi- 
sions at the present time and a corps headquarters. 

The CuarrMan. Well, is there any firing and any tank training and 
tank firing there ? 

Colonel Know ss. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Now how many acres there ? 

Colonel Knowres. About 200,000, sir. 

The Cuarrman. About 200,000 ? 

Colonel Know tes. 207,000. 

The CuatrrmMan. How many more? 

Colonel Know es. Well, we could fire at Fort Bliss, Tex., or on the 
White Sands Proving Ground. There is sufficient area there. 

The Cuartrman. All right. 

Now, then, if we acquire this additional land being requested down 
in New Mexico, at the White Sands Proving Ground, you would have 
ample range, would you not? 

Colonel Knowtes. That is correct, sir. 

Sir, may I interpose this 

The Cuatrman. Is the Army asking for this now ? 

Colonel Know.es. This statement, however. 

These other places have a mission which might have to be changed 
if this was to be done. 

The CHatrmMan. I understand. All right. 

Colonel Knowtes. We have a place down in Arizona—Yuma Test 
Station. I believe we have about 900,000 acres down there. 

The CHatrman. All right. Then the committee can understand 
there are a great many places by which this type of training could take 
place at, if it was established there ? 

Colonel Knowtes. That is correct. 

Colonel Suuter. Speaking rangewise ; yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. What did you say ? 

Colonel Suuter. Speaking rangewise, yes. 

The CHatrmaN. As far as the range is concerned ? 

Colonel Souter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now you have what is called unit training, do you not, at Fort Sill? 

General Wiu1AMs. Yes, sir. I have approximately 20 battalions of 
troops there in addition to the school. 

The CuatrMan. That is right. 
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Now, in the unit training, why could they not become familiar with 
this type of weapon and the actual firing take place somewhere else? 

General Witi1aMs. Mr. Chairman, I think the main point is—it con- 
cerns both the students and the board which we have there which tests 
all conventional weapons which we have and which we are developing. 

We have students who come in there for short courses—12 weeks 
running up to 9 months. 

We attempt to teach those students not only one weapon but all 
weapons with which they may be confronted. If we had to go to one 
of these other places to teach them, we would have to take faculty 
with us. We would have to move the students. 

The same way if we were testing the weapons. We would have to 
move our board there and move our calibration teams there. 

In my opinion, in 1 year it would cost us as much, as I said this 
morning—in 1 year it would cost as much as the entire cost of this 
land, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Well, now, let’s see. 

We are following that kind of instruction at the Air Force Academy. 
And we already carried this instruction as far as the military and 
naval academies are concerned. 

They familiarize themselves with the airplane that is flying. 

The actual flying does not take place there, but it takes place some- 
where else. 

Student officers and the men become familiar with the weapons at 
Fort Sill, all types of weapons. 

Now what couldn’t you practice at some other range ? 

It does not always happen that the instruction and the perform- 
ance has to take place at the same and identical place, unless it is con- 
venient to do so. 

General Wii11aMs. Sir, the largest number of officers we have are 
the basic officers, for instance, who come there for a 13-week course, 
which is an intense course in which we use every hour of the 13 weeks. 

The CuatmrMan. That is right. And he gets familiar with the type 
of weapon. He studies the weapon. He knows all about it. And you 
have not facilities there to make the long-range firing. 

Why isn’t it sound to give him the fundamentals there, and then 
the actual practice take place somewhere else where you do have a 
range? 

General Wiiu1aMs. I do not believe it is practical from a time or a 
money point of view, sir. The students when they leave Fort Sill go 
allover the world. They goto units all over the world. 

The CHatrMAn. Well 

General Wiii1ams. And to move them 

The Cuarrman. That is right, he can go all over the world, but he 
can stop by some place and fire some salvos on these long-range guns 
someplace, and then go all over the world. 

(Laughter. ) 

General Wiis. Sir, if I may say so, I do not think it is at all 
practical. 

The Cuarrman. I don’t see anything that is not practical about it. 
Lam very serious about this matter. 

General WituiaMs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, here it is. 

55066—55—No. 20 —65 
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Here is an officer—all of them are officers that go there, are they 
not ¢ 

General WixuiaMs. No, sir. We have officers and enlisted men, 
sir. 

The CHatrman. Officers and enlisted men. He is sent there to un- 
derstand artillery. And he is given an intense training in it. 

Now it does not necessarily follow that you could not give him a 
part of that training somewhere else as far as firing the guns is 
concerned, a particular type of gun, and the balance of the area is 
sufficient to give him the training in regard to small firing and shorter 
range. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 

The Cuairman. Ormake an observation. 

Is it not true, General, that after each one of your shoots, then you 
go back into the classroom, you analyze it and so on and so forth? 

General Wiiu1aMs. That is correct. 

The firing is interspersed throughout our courses and it would re- 
quire revision of our courses, complete revision, in order to incorpo- 
rate the Chairman’s suggestion. 

The CHarrman. Then let me follow that out. 

You have other places where he could get that just as well. He can 
get it at Bragg, he can get it at Fort Hood, he can get it at some other 
place—down in Camp Stewart and all that ? 

General WituiaMs. It would require a duplication of faculty, a 
duplication of school facilities, and I think it would 

‘he Cuatrman. And it would be a more complete utilization of 
facilities we have today, instead of buying something else ? 

General WiiuiaMs. Yes, sir, but I think that would be the only ad- 
vantage. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

General Wituiams. And the other disadvantages far outweigh it, 
sir. 

The Cuatrman. Then what have you to say in regard to the state- 
ment of Mr. Taylor that with this acquisition you have not increased 
the present range at all ? 

General Wittiams. Well, with reference to that statement, sir— 

The Cuarrman. I was under the impression—— 

General Witu1ams. I would like— 

The CuHarrmMan. I was under the impression that you were going 
to increase your range, and for that reason you needed it. But from 
what Mr. Taylor says, you have all that area now from which the 
firing takes place and therefore there has been no increased range 
at all; is that right? 

General Wixuiams. I would like to correct an erroneous impres 
sion there, sir. 

The special permit that we have with the wildlife refuge permits 
us to fire from the eastern, the southern, and the southeastern border 
of the wildlife refuge. 

Now as you will see from what Colonel Knowles has pointed out. 
actually that does not increase our range. 

We can move right across the border of the reservation and get 
about the same range now that we can by shooting from the wildlife 
refuge. 
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It is true that once during the last year we did fire from the area 
that Mr. Taylor mentioned, back into the wildlife refuge. That was 
done by an arrangement with the wildlife people 6 months ahead of 
time. It was done for one specific maneuver that was ordered by 
the Continental Army Command. 

And it was only a one-shot proposition. 

Normally we are limited to the border that Colonel Knowles has 
pointed out, with three or four hundred yards from that border, and 
that does not increase our present available range. 

I would also like to correct the impression which he gave which 
said that we would not increase our available range. Actually in 
cases we will double our ranges by the acquisition of this land. 

The Cuamman. Well, when the committee first began to hear this 
they were under the idea that the justification for this different acqui- 
sition was due to the fact that we wanted to increase the range. 

And you are going to have the same range you have today ‘ 

(Chorus of No.) 

General WituiaMs. Actually we will have a greatly increased range 
and a greatly increased area of usage, sir. 

The CuHarrMan. Well 

General Wiiu1aMs. In my opinion 

The CHarrman. You have been firing from this end over here and 
you have that today by permission to fire from there. 

Mr. Hess. Once they fired. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

If he got it once, he can get it another time. 

General Witu1ams. I thing I can show you from the map a little 
better than I can orally. 

The CuHarrMan. He does not increase his range one particle, from 
the way I understand it, if what Mr. Taylor says is correct. 

Back here at this back end, he fired back to the east. 

General Wiiu1ams. Mr. Taylor said we were shooting from back in 
here [indicating]. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

General Witt1ams. Which is not true except for this one case which 
has occurred during the past year, sir, and that was done by special 
arrangement. 

The normal shooting over the period since 1939 when this permit 
was issued has been done only, according to the agreement, along this 
border, this border and this border [indicating]. 

Actually, shooting from those borders does not increase our 
range—— 

Mr. Smart. Shooting where? 

General Wiii1AMs. In any measure at all, because we could move 
across the reservation boundary and have the same range practically 
that we have from the wildlife refuge. 

If we fired from back in here—if we could get an agreement to fire 
from back in there at all times, it would obviously be unsafe for the 
800,000 or one million people who go in there during the year, because 
there is a danger area in front of the guns and we naturally would 
have to shoot into the reservation. 

So all the ground between the gun and the impact area would be 
in an unsafe area. 
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The Cuarrman. Well, but where the shells would explode would 
not be in any area in which any of the 800,000 people would be va- 
cationing ? 

General Wiiu1aMs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. It would only be—from what you just said, you 
would just have to keep the people from in front of your guns. 

General WixuiaMs. It would be completely—you could not enforce 
it, sir. It could not be handled. 

Practically 

The Cuairman. All right. 

Now what do you have to say in regard to what Mr. Taylor has 
stated, that even though you are firing back on these other parts that 
has no timber on it, there have been constant fires breaking out, and 
about the fire hazard from dropping shells all over this proposed 
wooded area ? 

General Wiii1aMs. I can answer that, or Colonel Shuler can an- 
swer it. 

It ties into the other statement which was made, sir, that we had 
18,000 acres under lease. 

We have not 18,000 acres under lease, but we have based hay rights 
on 18,000 acres. 

Now those hay rights are leased for the purpose of keeping the grass 
off the reservation in order to prevent fires. 

We get $18,000 a year for that hay lease, or those hay leases. They 
are so written that they do not interfere at all with our use of the 
land or with our training, maneuvers, exercises or firing. 

I figure that if we had cut that hay in order to prevent fires, it 
would probably cost us $100,000 a year. 

So we figure that we are saving the Government a lot of money by 
giving these hay leases. 

It is erroneous to say that we have leased a large acreage at Fort 
Sill, when actually we are doing it to prevent fires. 

The CHarmman, All right. 

General Wituiams. Now that brings up the other point that you 
asked, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now what about fire breaking out in the area which 
is not wooded, in which your shells explode ? 

General Wiiui1amMs. Well, we have a firebreak around our reserva- 
tion completely now. 

The CHarrman. But you will not have the firebreak around the 
wildlife refuge? 

General Witu1aMs. We would have to put the same thing that we 
have around there. We would also have to give hay leases, which 
have a double advantage: first, being keeping the fire down; second, 
saving usable hay; and third, getting money for the Government from 
the sale of the hay. 

The Cuarrman. There is no hay rights, much, in the wildlife area. 
because you stated that is very mountainous and very wooded. 

There would not be many hay rights—— 

General Wuu1aMs. It would be only the firebreak that we would use. 

The CHatrrman. Does the fire break out where the shells explode 
rften ? 

General Wiiu1ams. We have fires often and_we have a very well 
organized method of fighting them. 
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In fact, I have 16,000 troops that are available and I could turn 
every one of them out and we do turn large numbers out to stop every 
fire, which is not going to be stopped by a firebreak. 

The CHarrman. Now, how many fires do you have as a rule when 
you begin to do a considerable amount of firing / 

After every practice firing, fire breaks out ¢ 

General WituraMs. Fire breaks out—I would say we have fires 
every day during the drought period in the summer, Mr. Chairman. 
There is not a day that we do not have fires. 

Some of them are put out right away and some get a little bit larger, 
but we do not let them get off the reservation. I do not doubt Mr. 
Taylor’s statement that we have—— 

The Cuatrman. Getting off the reservation would be a tremendous 
fire, because the reservation is a very large area. Now you are bound 
to have fires in the wildlife area, if you acquired that, is that right? 

General WiitiaMs. Yes, sir; I don’t doubt that we would have 
fires there as we do other places. 

The Cuarrman. And in that terrain, being rough and wooded, it 
would be most difficult to control it, far more so than on land in which 
there is no vegetation except grass ¢ 

General Witurams. Sir, I see no difference between that terrain 
and the terrain which we now have here, here—the wooded areas at 
Cache Creek and Medicine Creek, where we have woods, and we have 
beautiful forests, and we still have had them. We have had them for 
100 years, 

They have not been lost by fires. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question? 

In the proposed impact area that. you propose to acquire, is that 
heavily wooded area or what sort 

General WitiiaMs. It is wooded up in here, sir, and it is wooded 
down to this line. 

The CHatrmMan. We know this. Back in 1906 President Roosevelt 
set this out. From that date until today it has been maintained, with 
the Army having a lease to go on there or a permission to go on there. 

Now the Army wants to begin to cut into it, and if they start now, 
that is just the beginning. The camel’s nose will be under the tent. As 
time rolls along and larger weapons are developed they will say “We 
need more area.” 

In a short time why the whole wildlife refuge will practically be 
subject to constant explosion from terrific firepower. 

Now [ have pending right now—this is off the record. 

(Statement off the record. ) 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, might I point out just one thing? 
The impact area only takes in the very small part of the game refuge. 

General Witt1aMs. That is correct. 

Colonel Suuter. Mr. Chairman, may I just make two points, sir? 

The CHatrMan. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Suuter. The McGregor range, to which the chairman just 
referred the eight hundred thousand-odd acres—is for guided missiles 
firing, sir, including training on Nike weapons, and is not compatible 
at all with this artillery mission. 

The second point I would like to make, sir, is that the lands you 
described, the swamplands in the areas we have are fully used for unit 
artillery firing and this—— 
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The CHarrman. Don’t tell me that because I know what is going on 
down in Camp Stewart. You have only a small number of people 
there. And it has been abandoned once and reactivated. And it is 
not going to interfere at all with any firing of a gun down there. 

Colonel Suuter. Sir, the point I am trying to make is—I do know 
that antiaircraft and tank firing does go on at Camp Stewart. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Colonel Suuter. I will not argue that we should not use.it more for 
that purpose. But what I am trying to reiterate is the general state- 
ment that the firing we are trying to do at Sill is in conjunction with 
the school course before these men get to their unit assignments. 

The unit-type firing is completely different as far as integration 
with a combat operation is concerned. That is the point I want to get 
on the record. 

I do not feel that this firing the general wants to do down there, 
which is so necessary—I might mention. 

We had the finest artillery in the last war on account of the training 
we have been able to give it. It is so necessary that I feel, sir, that 
would like to get those statements on the record. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. WickersHam. Could I ask a question at that point ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wickxersuam. I would like to ask the general. 

General, is there any chance at all that you might move your line 
5 miles further north into the lower edge, farther into the lower edge 
of the fish and wildlife, and not take any of the civilian lands? 

General Wiiu1aMs. No, sir; I believe—I stated this morning that 
this line was purposely drawn to save the usable portion of the wild- 
life refuge, the Quannah Parker Lake, the eastern Pageant area, the 
area where buffalo and the longhorn cattle have their pastures, the 
road that goes up here which is the main access road for the wildlife 
refuge—all of those factors would mitigate against moving our 
boundary any farther north. 

Mr. WickersHamM. You could not take it from the north down south, 
then? 

General Wii11AMs. No, sir. 

Mr. WickersHamM. Why? 

General Wriu1ams. Because the only range which is useful to us, 
sir, is a range which is continuous. 

Mr. WickrersHaM. May I ask you something else? Any possibility 
at all that you might leave out the Craterville Park, the amusement 
center ? 

General Witt1aMs. From the safety angle, I believe it would be 
completely impossible to keep an amusement park in the middle of the 
artillery range, sir. 

Mr. WickrrsHam. I would like to ask you one more thing now. 

If you take some of the farmers’ lands and they find it uneconomical 
to operate the other third or other half of the range, will you give 
consideration to buying the uneconomical, operating portion and take 
all of his ranch ? 

_ General Witxt1aMs. I would like to have Colonel Shuler answer that, 
sir. 
Colonel Suuter. Mr. Wickersham, when the Corps of Engineers 
as the agent for the land acquisition runs into that situation, we pay 





3923 


severance damage. In other words, the man is made whole for the 
damage we do him by not leaving him with a portion of property 
that he can not operate, sir. 

Mr. WickersHam. Now, then, in connection with the Craterville 
Park, the amusement park, if you took it, would you pay him for his 
business as well as his land? In other words, he has his small trains 
and his cabins and his buildings and several other things on there. 
Would you pay him for his entire business, lock, stock and barrel, if 
he wished ? = 

Colonel Suuter. Mr. Wickersham, I will answer your question. 
May I say just one thing in general about this real-estate acquisition ? 

A certain pricing was mentioned this morning in the testimony. I 
might say that we have not made an appraisal of any of this property. 
We have not negotiated with any owner. We cannot do that until 
we are authorized by the Congress. 

Now, in the case of Craterville Park, the detailed valuation of 
Craterville Park has not been made at this point and detailed ap- 
praisals will be made if we get the authorization and prior to any 
negotiation for acquisition. I might state that we will use local 
contract appraisers in the area to make that appraisal, although we 
do some appraisal with our own Corps of Engineers appraisers. But 
usually we like to get a contract area appraiser, who knows land values 
in the area. 

Mr. Wickersuam. In connection 

Colonel Suver. The estimate that we have got in the bill, sir, for 
Craterville Park includes our best estimate at this time, without an 
appraisal, to cover the acquistion of his property, including all im- 
provements, at the highest use value, sir, the fair value of acquisition. 

Mr. WickersHam. Would that include any of his merchandise or 
equipment ? 

Colonel Suuter. I do not believe anything that is movable, sir. 
However, he would be given up to 25 percent, in accordance with the 
law, to cover any moving expenses. But all fixed property would be 
paid for. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman? 

The CuarrMan. One minute. Let me get this in the record. 

Fort Sill will continue to be the same in personnel without this range 
as it will with this range ? 

Colonel Suuter. That is right, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Thatisright. This does not add at all ? 

Colonel Suuter. This does not add any personnel to the post. 

The Cuarrman. Nota bit at all? 

Colone Suvuter. No, sir. 

_The Cnarrman. The committee can understand Fort Sill will con- 
tinue to be the main artillery range. 

Colonel Suuter. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. The school ? 

Colonel Suuter. For school purposes, yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. For school purposes. 

_ The sole objective of this is to just merely have practice with par- 
ticular types of guns which have recently been brought into existence ? 

Colonel Suuter. Not quite, sir. 
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It is to teach the student from the time he knows absolutely noth- 
ing about artillery how to use all the guns and integrate his firing as 
he goes along. 

he CuarrMan. He knows how to use every type of gun except these 
exceedingly long-range guns. 

That is what he is being taught there now, is he not ? 

Colonel Suuuer. I will let the general answer that. 

General Witiiams. Perhaps 
_ The Cuarrman. The only reason why you are asking for this land 
1s on account 

General Wiuiams. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Is on account of this particular type of weapon? 

General WixiiaMs. No, sir. We have limited available range area. 

The CuarrmMan. Well, you made a pretty good record and pretty 
good showing by the men that you have trained that have come out 
of Fort Sill in’ the recent war. Now, of course it may not be as 
polished a training as you would like to have. And no one ever gets 
that. But never theless, you made a pretty good record, haven’t you, 
with the men you trained there? 

General WitxiaMs. Yes, sir; we are very proud of what the artillery 
school has done. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

General WixuiaMs. In several wars. 

The Cuartrman. That is right. 

General WixtiaMs. But our training is hampered right now because 
of lack of land area. 

We also have, as I said, the continental Army Command Board 
which tests all artillery weapons as they are developed. It makes 
complete tests. And it can only make those tests at all of the ranges 
of the weapon. You can’t test a gun at the short ranges and tell 
what it is going to do at the long ranges. 

We have other weapons coming along—176 millimeter gun we have 
just gotten at Fort Sill, which shoots about as far as the 280. We 
would like to test that weapon at its extreme ranges, but we can’t 
under present conditions. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. The main purpose of Sill is what we call the artillery 
school, isn’t it ? 

General Wiu1aMs. It is called the artillery center and the artillery 
school is a part of the artillery center. 

Mr. Bray. It is mainly officers that you train there, isn’t it? 

General Wu1aMs. No, sir. We have as many enlisted men as 
officers. We have an average of 1,250 officers and 1,250 enlisted men. 

Mr. Bray. Roughly 2,500 men at that school at one time? 

General WituiaMs. Yes, sir, constantly. 

Mr. Bray. Now, during the height of training in World War II, 
you trained considerably more than that at some times, didn’t you 

General Wiu1aMs. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Bray. How many times more? 

General Wiuiams. I don’t know, sir. I was secretary of the school 
at the time the expansion came, and we doubled and redoubled 
about 

Mr. Bray. You were training over 10,000 at one time? 
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General WituiaMs. That is correct. 

Mr. Bray. Four times what you are training now, is that correct? 
General WituiaMs. That is certainly correct. 

Mr. Bray. At that time you were training with 105’s and 155’s. 
General Wimui1ams. That is correct. 

Mr. Bray. Howitzers. 

General Witi1ams. Howitzers. 

Mr. Bray. And also the 155 gun, I believe referred to as the Long 
Tom. 

General Wiu1aMs. I would like to point out that we have never 
been able to fire the 155 gun at extreme ranges. 

Mr. Smart. The Long Tom? 

General Witu1ams. The Long Tom, as you speak. 

Mr. Bray. And the great part of the Army artillery is your 105 
and 155 howitzers, aren’t they ? 

General Wixtxiiams. That is correct. It is our divisional artillery, 
being 105 and 155 howitzers. 

Mr. Bray. And do you fire the 105’s there, don’t you, at your 
classes ¢ 

General WinuiAMs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Have you ever fired the 240? 

General Wiiiiams. We fire the 240. We fire the 8-inch howit- 
zer. We fire every weapon that the artillery has at Fort Sill. 

Mr. Bray. Now, the ordinary student wouldn’t personally fire that 
280 gun at extreme range anyway, would they ? 

General Witui1aMs. No, sir. 

Mr. Bray. As far as the school is concerned. 

General Witi1aMs. From the school aspect, I don’t believe that the 
280—except that every student that goes through there, officers and 
enlisted, sees the 280-millimeter gun. 

Mr. Bray. Oh, yes. When we go up to Fort Meade, we see it, I 
mean Members of Congress. That is ordinary practice. 

What I am trying to bring out here is that as far as student train- 
ing, that can all be accomplished and has been accomplished, four 
times as many students as you are using now, in the past, hasn’t it? 

General WituiaMs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Now, you spoke about one of the difficulties in throw- 
ing down accurate barrages. You are not throwing down barrages 
at the extreme length of the 280-millimeter gun, are you? 

General WiiitaMs. No, sir. We are about the only place in the 
United States which is testing the 280-millimeter gun. 

Mr. Bray. They have fired the 280-millimeter gun down at White 
Sands and Fort Bliss, haven’t they ? 

General Witu1aMs. Yes, sir, and Fort Bragg. 

Mr. Bray. I think I have seen them fired down there. There is no 
danger there of firing them out of bounds, is there? 

General Wriu1aMs. No, sir, I don’t believe there is. 

Mr. Bray. I am very sympathetic, naturally, with anything the 
Army wants. But I do not want to make a matter of record, if a 
record is not taken, that I thoroughly agree with the chairman, and 
I do not see that you are justified to take this wildlife refuge and 
change this whole status here on the state of facts I have seen. I just 
wanted to make that observation. 

Mr. Rivers. May I ask 





3926 


The CHatrman. Mr. Rivers, go head. 

Mr. Rivers. I just want to inquire. Now, you couldn’t do this at 
White Sands, that is out of the question ? 

General WituiaMs. No, sir; I don’t believe it is practical. 

Mr. Rivers. Because, as the testimony before our subcommittee in- 
dicated, scientists have to have time to test their devices and they 
can’t run on any schedule and you are to accommodate them. That is 
why we have to acquire the land at Fort Bliss for Nike training. 

Now, do you state to this committee if you are denied the use of 
this land, your training in your present artillery and in your prospec- 
tive pieces of long-range artillery would be neglected ? 

General Wuu1aMs. I would, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Or affected ? 

General Wiiu1ams. I think—I would say that elimination of this 
project will prevent the proper training of our medium, our heavy, 
and very heavy artillery. 

Mr. Rivers. And 

General Witx1ams. And many other phases of training which are 
given at Fort Sill. 

Mr. Rivers. And 

General Wintiiams. And I think it could seriously impair the initial 
success of our forces in case of war. 

Mr. Rivers. You state that as a matter of responsibility under your 
command ¢ 

General Wiiu1aMs. I do, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Will the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Brooxs. General, you mean that would eliminate it for all of 


the Army, artillery? . You don’t mean eliminated only at Fort Sill, 
but for the entire setup ? 


Mr. Rivers. Artillery training. 

General Wit11aMs. I thought—I intended to say, and I think I said, 
it would have its effect on the artillery of the Army. 

Mr. Rivers. Now 

Mr. Brooxs. And you think without this that your artillerymen— 
I am an old artilleryman myself. I have to probe into these matters. 
You think without this that your artillerymen will not have received 
the training that they otherwise would be given ? 

General Witu1aMs. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. At Fort Sill. 

General Witu1aMs. At Fort Sill. 

Mr. Brooxs. At Fort Sill. That is what I wanted to ask you. 

Mr. Rivers. Just let me complete—— 

Mr. Brooks. The gentleman yielded to me. 

Mr. Rivers. Not for all time. 

Mr. Brooks. I just wanted to make this point: Does that apply to 
the entire Army or does that apply only to Fort Sill? 

General Wiiu1aMs. That applies to the entire Army. We are the 
artillery center of the Army. And in addition to our American stu- 
dents, I have students from 16 foreign nations—250 students—who 
come in here. We show them all the weapons with which they are 
armed under our MDAP program. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, Fort Sill is your school. 

General Wiiu1aMs. A school and center. 
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Mr. Rivers. You are teaching certain rudiments or whatever you 
call it. Would it be economical to travel to some other section of the 
United States to fire the practical end of the application to which these 
officers and enlisted men are subjected at Fort Sill? 

General Witi1aMs. I say that it is completely uneconomical, sir, and 
impractical from my point of view as commandant of the school. 

Mr. Rivers. This is the continuity of what they learn in the class- 
room ¢ 

General WixtiiaMs. That is correct, sir; and we teach them not only 
motors, but we teach them communications, we teach them gunnery, 
we teach them tactics, we teach them radar, we teach observation bat- 
talions, we teach everything that is taught in artillery at the artillery 
school at Fort Sill. 

The Cuatrrman. Now, I think the committee has all the informa- 
tion from the local community and from the Army on this subject. 

So if there are no further questions 

Mr. Devereux. May I ask one further question—— 

Mr. Hess. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Hess. 

Mr. Hess. General, have you explored the possibility of acquiring 
land either to the north or to the south or to the east of the reservation 
and staying away from this area over here ? 

General Wiuuiams. Yes, sir; I think I can answer that. The land 
to the north is valuable farmland and very expensive. The land to 
the east is also valuable farmland and has oil on it. 

Mr. Hess. What about the south ¢ 

General Witii1ams. The land to the south includes Lawton, Okla., 
and a main highway. 

Mr. Hess. So the only chance of expansion at all is to the west? 

General Witirams. After study we decided that this was the only 
place we could go. 

The Cuarrman. Any further questions ? 

Mr. Devereux. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. General Devereux. 

Mr. Devereux. Did I understand from this witness over here that 
when Craterville was first established that some of the wildlife refuge 
wastaken? I just wanted to clear thag up in my mind. 

Mr. Rusu. Craterville Park was established in 1921, separate from 
the refuge. 

Mr. Devereux. I thought I understood that your father had ac- 
quired some land from the game refuge—— 

Mr. Rusu. No. 

Mr. Devereux. He had not? 

Mr. Rusu. No. 

Mr. Devereux. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Rusu. No. That was private land and it was homesteaded. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Mr. Wickersham, is anyone here from the 
local community that wants to present the views ? 

Mr. Wickersuam. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Emmett Keough, Mr. Milton 
Keating, and Mr. A. R. Montgomery are here for questioning, if there 
are any questions. I don’t know if they have any statement to make 
or not. 


The Cuarrman. Any of you gentlemen want to make a statement ? 
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Mr. Kroven. I am Emmett Keough, from Lawton, Okla. I really 
do not care to make a statement, Mr. Chairman. We feel like this isa 
national defense measure and the Army has presented its case very 
well. 

Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. 

Now, members of the committee, we will let that matter stand in 
abeyance until we get ready to take a vote in executive session on it. 
I think we have all the information necessary to reach a decision. 

Now, that finishes up the Army phase of the bill, except a recon- 
sideration of the item, Fort Sheridan, Ill. We struck out 

Mr. Smarr. Storage facilities, Fort Sheridan. 

The CHatrMane $1,528,000 in reference to storage facilities. We 
requested the Secretary to make a report and study as to whether or 
not the headquarters should be moved from Chicago to Des Moines. 

I don’t think the storage facility at Fort Sheridan has anything to 
do with reaching a decision on that. 

What do you say about that, Colonel ? 

Colonel Suuter. Sir, as I have already presented in the testimony, 
I do not feel that the question of moving the Fifth Army Headquar- 
ters from Chicago to another area has any material effect, sir, on 
either the cold-storage warehouse or the 100 sets of family quarters 
which constitute the full request. 

The Cuarrman. It may have some in regard to the family quarters. 

Colonel Suuter: It would be slight if it does, sir, because these 
family quarters are to make up a deficit that is larger than that. 

The Cuarrman. Well, Mr. Cunningham, who is interested in this 
item, is not in right now. So we will pass this item over until he gets 
back to hear the discussion of it. 

Now, that will finish all the items in the Army. We got Okinawa, 
we have Fort Sill, and we disposed of the West Coast Ammuni- 
tion Terminal yesterday and we will reconsider and open up Fort 
Sheridan. 

Now, that brings us down to the Air Force. 

Anybody here—Are they here this afternoon ? 

Mr. Ketiener. No, sir, they are not. 

The CHatrmMan. Then we wil) set down for tomorrow the contro- 
versy between Baltimore and Wright-Patterson in regard to estab- 
lishment of the headquarters—— 

Mr. Ketxiener. For the Air Research and Development Command. 

The Cuatrman. For the Research Command. So we will take a 
recess until tomorrow 

Colonel Sauter. Mr. Chairman, sir. 

The Cuatrman. At which time 

Go ahead, Colonel. 

Colonel Suuter. May I make one request, Mr. Chairman? 

The Cnatrman. Yes. 

Colonel Sauter. General Marquat has a prepared statement which 
I request be inserted in the record on Okinawa. It is additional 
information, sir, from 

The CHairman. Well, can you give the committee the benefit of it? 

Colonel Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ketieuer. He is here, sir. 

The CHarrman. General Marquat? 
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Colonel Suuter. The general is here, sir, and he can read it, sir. 
It is not too long. 

The Cuairman. All right, General. 

General Marquart. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, 
my office is charged with the responsibility of backstopping the pro- 
grams in Okinawa. Therefore, the extreme gravity of the land- 
acquisition problem in the Ryukyus prompts me to ask permission to 
offer my own analysis of the situation for such consideration as the 
committee may wish to give to it. 

The CuHarrmMan. We will appreciate it very much. 

General Marquart. The Department of the Army action, gentlemen, 
in presenting a bill for your consideration in itself is a manifestation 
of the fact that the military considers the issue one of prime urgency. 
It is an acknowledgement of the fact that settlement for land required 
for military purposes has for uncontrollable reasons been inordinately 
delayed. ‘The Army now desires to have authority and funds with 
which to offer payment to the people of the islands who have been 
deprived of the use of their land for earning a livelihood. 

It is of extreme importance that the Army be in a position to make 
payment without further delay. 

You are familiar with certain criticisms of the Ryukyus adminis- 
tration that have been advanced in the Far East based largely upon 
the land-acquisition situation. Although there has been no violation 
of rights, it cannot be denied that the United States position can be 
assured only by being able to procure land on a payment basis. Even 
if the Ryukyuans declined voluntarily to accept lump-sum payment, 
as they have indicated, the fact that they are responsible for the delay 
in settlement removes a great deal of pressure from the United States 
administering agencies. 

As you doubtless have discerned from the testimony, the Army has 
based its assessment of land value upon formulas, which have been 
used in the past to determine values with a reasonable degree of 
acceptability. At least this must be admitted to be a logical approach, 
especially when the Ryukyuans’ proposals represent arbitrary values 
adusteedlly based only upon satisfying the original owner. 

Since there appears to be no common denominator available at the 
moment for arriving at a mutually acceptable real value, the prob- 
ability of an amicable early settlement of the land-acquisition issue 
appears to be most remote. 

I have grave doubts that the so-called democratic system of voting 
land values can be successful, at least until some mutually acceptable 
yardstick of approach is laid down. . 

Now, the Ryukyuans support the urgent need for payment, but 
oppose the lump-sum payment as well as the method for computation 
of rentals. 

If and when a Congressional committee visits the Ryukyus, it might 
be preferable to have a United States position on land procurement 
established as a starting point for the discussions. Such an existing 
situation would not place the committee completely on the defensive. 

It is not beyond possibility that the political atmosphere in the 
Ryukyus on the matter of lump-sum payment may change, if it be- 
comes apparent that no agreement can be reached upon rental levels. 
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The islanders may adopt a similarly adamant position on rentals 
values as on the lump-sum cost, and it may prove efficacious to return 
ultimately to lump-sum payment, which is after all the normal method 
of land procurement. 

The committee of the Congress has been invited to visit the Ryukyus 
to make its own assessment.of the various subissues involved. Per- 
haps it would desire to have full freedom of action within the purview 
of the guidance provided yesterday. 

Perhaps it should also have the viewpoint of the military com- 
manders in the field as to the relative importance of the strategic 
factors involved, especially since there is a possibility of placing re- 
strictions on facilities required to insure the combat readiness of the 
Marine division. 

Your committee may further desire to make its own estimates as 
to measures that must be taken to prevent either excessive annual 
rentals or lump-sum payments from provoking inflation in an other- 
Wise quite stable economy. 

As has been clearly demonstrated during your hearings, this is a 
most complex issue. The visit of the committee to the Ryukyus this 
summer should be an extremely important one. The Army will wel- 
come such a visit. 

In the meantime, it must be assumed that the conduct of the mili- 
tary defense and of the civil administration of the islands must con- 
tinue under the most harmonious and most efficient standards that 
can be achieved. 

I would be the last to suggest that there will not be critical issues 
developed in the meantime, but I believe that they can be handled as 
in the past by the field command or by reference to Washington where 
decisions must emanate from here. 

I believe it would serve the Army purposes best if the bill presented 
be acted upon favorably by the Congress. It could be expected that 
such restrictions upon final acquisition procedures as may be the will 
of the Congress would be introduced into the approved bill. 

The need for resettlement exists, whether or not rental or lump- 
sum payment is finally decided upon. And it is essential that the 
funds be made available immediately for this purpose. 

It would not be inconsistent with American procedure to make 
available to the Army the materials necessary to meet this issue and 
to expect an accounting of how these ingredients are used. 

I request that consideration be given to these factors which I con- 
sider to be of grave consequences. 

The Cuatrman. General, to sum it all up, you recommend the ap- 
proval of the line items in the bill here? 

General Marquart. I recommend— Yes, sir, I recommend that the 
authorization authority, with the funds to carry it out, be placed at 
the disposal of the Army. I know that you and the committee would 
be gratified if the Army could reach an amicable settlement with the 
Ryukyuans before the committee comes out there, even. In the mean- 
time, I believe 

The Cuarrman. What is your reaction to the committee’s going out 
there? 

General MarquaT. Very favorable. sir. 

The CHatrmMan. That is favorable ? 
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General Marquart. Yes, sir; but I believe there are so many issues 
that they would like to look into for themselves on both sides that it 
may be premature to make this decision now. 

The CHarrman. Well, do you think any benefit and good results 
weuld come out of the committee going out there ? 

General Marquart. I do. I think profound benefits can be derived 
from it. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. May I say this, General ? 

reneral Marquart. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. I was out there with a committee in 1952, as I recall, 
Mr. Kelleher ? 

Mr. Ketxener. That is correct. 

Mr. Brooxs. And we went over this entire land situation. And 
we recommended certain things in reference to the land. Every one 
of our recommendations made to the Navy were accepted. 

Now, here we are—we recommended then that you were in an unten- 
able situation out there. 

General Marquart. That is correct. 

Mr. Brooks. In Okinawa and that some action should be taken 
promptly. Now we are getting around to what I think you should 
have done a long time ago. The more remote you get away from the 
war, the harder your problem is going to be to solve. 

General Marquart. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. First you have no title from any power from which 
Okinawa came. In other words, you have no right, save entering by 
force of arms, to be there, and then you have no title from any indi- 
vidual. So you are in a twofold situation, where your title fails for 
two reasons. Now, at least this would cure it up, if you would get 
title from those local people, and dispose of the private interests there. 

The rest falls across, as I understand it, on the United Nations. 
You can’t get title until you get a mandate from the United Nations. 

The Cuatrman. Of course—— 

General Marquart. If the United States is in a position to have 
offered payment for land being used, it seems to me that psychologi- 
cally our position is very greatly improved, based upon your com- 
mittee’s recommendation. 

Mr. Brooks. We recommended it 3 years ago. 

General Marquart. I would not recommend that you make it com- 
pulsory, however, at this time, until after the committee has made its 
investigations. 

The CuHarrman. You are going to acquire the land and go ahead and 
take a long-term lease or easement, because that is what it provides for, 
and then they say, “What is the committee going to deal with, you 
already passed a law to take a long-term easement ? They can’t come 
out here by holding a meeting or looking over the situation change 
that which they already enacted in the statute.” 

General Marquat. Well, I think perhaps you would desire to «'r- 
cumscribe the language to make it not possible to finalize this until 
your committee has come there, because you are committed on that. 

The CuarrmMan. Now, where is this item in the bill? It is on page 
11, line 19. Now, let’s see how it is written. Itsays: 
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Okinawa, Community, troop supporting and medical facilities, operational, 
maintenance, and administrative facilities, utilities, family housing, and land 
acquisition and resettlement. 

Now, that doesn’t—land acquisition doesn’t say whether by long- 
term easements. 

General Marquart. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Or by what we sometimes call a lease or fee or 
rental. We got the whole problem to deal with. 

General Marquart. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. I wish you would get his statement, Mr. Kelleher. 

General Marquart. I would assume the present rental would be con- 
tinued until the committee makes its findings. 

The CratrMan. You do what? 

General Marquart. I would assume the present procedures of mak- 
ing rental payments would continue until the committee made its 
investigation. 

The Cuarrman. And you do think it would help the situation if 
the committee went out there? 

General Marquart. Ido. I think the United States position would 
be better, the Army position would be better, and I can assure you 
that.the Army will be guided implicitly by any instructions that this 
committee may want to give. 

The Cuarrman. Then your suggestion would be for the committee 
to approve this section and then have a statement prepared and read 
to these delegates that are here and tell them what we propose to do? 

General Marquart. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Fosrer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Which would be along the lines set out in here. 

Now, what is your reaction to something along this line, as I sug- 
gested yesterday, to put in there that the committee would look into— 
or the commission be appointed, composed of eight members. We can 
raise all these questions, then, which the committee will look into out 
there. And the land would be acquired by—now, of course we have 
to make arrangements for the Marine division. We all know that. 
We can’t let the Marine Corps division come down there and have no 
place for it. W got to do that. 

Well, then, I think we will try to get that language fixed up and lay 
before the committee on Tuesday. You have his complete statement 
there? 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. So we can study it in connection with this? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

Mr Hess. (aside). 

The Cnatrman. Because the statement is going to be read and the 
people out there are going to know what we are saying here. There- 
fore, we have to be very cautious in reducing it in writing, saying ex- 
actly what we want to say. 

General Marquart. Thank you very much, sir. 

The Cratrman. And with that understanding, we will take a re- 
cess until tomorrow morning, at which time we get on the Air Force. 
We set down Baltimore and Wright-Patterson contest. After that, 
then we will take up all these other amendments. 

(Whereupon, at 3:05 p. m., the committee recessed until 10 a, m., 
Friday, June 10, 1955.) 
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Houser or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Friday, J une 10, 1956. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman, 
presiding. 

The Cuamman. Let the committee come to order. This is a con- 
tinuation of the hearing on H. R. 5700. Let the committee turn to 
page-—- 

Mr. Ketiener. 41, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrmMan. 41, line 5. 

Mr. Rivers. 41? 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir; line 5. 

The Cuarrman. Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio: 
Airfield pavements, training facilities, troop housing and messing fa- 
cilities, utilities, land acquisition, research and development facilities, 
and administrative facilities, $17,951,000. 

Let the record show that since the 80th Congress we made available 
at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, $46,377,000. Contracts have 
been let to the amount of $26,151,000. 

Now, who is here to advise the committee with reference to this item 
in the er works bill? 


Mr. Ketiener. General Power, sir, is here. 


The CrHarrmMan. General Power, will you please come around ? 

Now, General, I see that you have a prepared statement that you de- 
sire to submit to the committee. You may do so, and proceed in your 
own way, without interruption, and then we will ask you some ques- 


tions if we feel it necessary to do so. 

General Power. First, I should like to express to the members of 
this committee my sincere appreciation for this opportunity to discuss 
the background and reasons for the Air Force request for funds to con- 
struct a permanent building for the headquarters of the Air Research 
and Development Command at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, 
Ohio. 

Many questions have been raised in connection with this matter, and 
I assure you that the decision to make this request has not been arrived 
at lightly, but only after thorough study and analysis of all the factors 
involved. 

With the permission of this committee I should like to read this 
statement which I have prepared, outlining, in some detail, the reasons 
for our decision. 

In order to assist you in a better understanding of the scope and 
complexity of our problem, I should like to begin by explaining the 
mission of ARDC. This mission is to: 

a. Attain and maintain qualitative superiority of materiel and to 
conduct or supervise scientific and technical studies required for the 
accomplishment of the Air Force missions. 

b. Seek new basic knowledge from which improved aeronautical 
equipnient, materiel, weapons, and techniques can be developed. 

c. Undertake the development and recommend the adoption of new 
and improved devices and systems for the conduct and support of air 
warfare, including complete weapon systems, techniques, and pro- 
cedures applicable to Air Force purposes. 
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d. Exercise command over the Armed Services Technical Informa- 
tion Agency which is a joint project under the management control 
of the Air Force for providing an integrated program of scientific 
report service for the Department of Defense and its contractors. 

he mission of ARDC is accomplished through a series of steps 
which begins with long-range planning at Air Force Headquarters 
and extends through the improvement of equipment in the active Air 
Force inventory. In order to accomplish this mission in the most 
efficient and economical manner possible, the weapon-system method 
of management has been adopted throughout the Air Force. 

Aerial weapon systems have been in existence ever since there have 
been armed airplanes, as far back as in World War I. The difference 
between those systems and our present ones is that the former were 
not integrated, mainly because there was no need for it. Someone 
built an airplane, someone else built a gun, and someone else again 
came up with a mounting with which that gun could be attached to 
the airplane. 

Since then, however, technological progress has been such that the 
requirements of modern aerial warfare can no longer be met by armed 
airplanes, but only by highly complex weapon systems. Such a system 
is defined as “an instrument of combat, together with all related equip- 
ment, both airborne and ground-based ; the skills necessary to operate 
the equipment; and the supporting facilities and services required to 
enable the instrument of combat to be a single unit of striking power 
in its operational environment.” ‘This definition applies to both 
piloted and pilotless aircraft. 

Under the weapon-system approach the development of all compo- 
nents of a new system, engines, fire control, automatic navigation 
equipment, and untold others, must be coordinated and phased in so 
as to meet established time and budgetary requirements. Close co- 
ordination must be maintained with the Air Materiel Command which 
will be responsible for procurement, logistic support in the field, and 
maintenance of the new system. Equally close coordination must exist 
with the operating command for which the system is being developed 
and with the Air Training Command which must be ready to supply 
skilled air and maintenance crews the very moment the first produc- 
tion article becomes operational. 

The scope and complexity of ARDC’s mission require an adequate 
and commensurate organization, including personnel of many skills 
and talents, and extensive facilities. Since its establishment in Janu- 
ary 1950, the command has grown from an original] authorization of 
10 officers and 30 civilians to approximately 38,000 people. This in- 
crease resulted principally from absorption of the personnel, facilities, 
and functions of a large number of ad iC scattered and uncoordinated 
research and development activities of the Air Force. 

ARDC now includes 10 research, development, and testing centers 
located throughout the United States, a western development divi- 
sion, a research liaison office in Brussels, Belgium, and a number of 
field liaison offices, in addition to the previously mentioned Armed 
Services Technical Agency. A list of these activities, showing their 
location, personnel strength, and specific mission is attached to my 
statement as appendix A. 

The headquarters of ARDC, which is presently located in Baltimore, 
Md., coordinates, monitors, and directs all these activities. This re- 
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quires a total of 1886 personnel—about 5 percent of the total command 
strength. The selection of a permanent location for this headquar- 
ters has been a problem ever since the command was established. First 
operations began about 5 years ago in part of a leased building in 
Washington. As the command grew, some sections of the headquar- 
ters were located at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base. And as the 
command approached full operation, the problem of finding a perma- 
nent site for its headquarters rapidly became acute. Several commit- 
tees were established and a number of studies made to find a solu- 
tion to this problem. 

One committee headed by General Doolittle recommended that the 
headquarters be located within 50 miles of Washington, and a specific 
site in the vicinity of Baltimore’s Friendship Airport was selected. 
While negotiations were underway to establish a joint installation 
for the headquarters of the Air Research and Development Command 
and the Military Air Transport Service at Friendship, Headquarters 
ARDC was moved to temporary quarters in downtown Baltimore. 

Negotiations eventually were broken off, and the MATS operation 
moved elsewhere. Since funding authorizations provided by Public 
Law 155 were limited to headquarters buildings, a barracks, a heating 
lant, and 40 acres of land, ek pa authorizations became necessary 
in the utilities and support areas. An initial request was made for 
$1,646,000. However, a report of the Subcommittee of the Senate Ap- 
propriations Committee in the 82d Congress, second session, recom- 
mended to defer action on this request. 

A later report, known as the Cook report, recommended that our 
headquarters be moved to Andrews Air Force Base, Md. But at- 
tempts to move there were unsuccessful, due largely to a policy deci- 
sion against the establishment of new government agencies within a 
radius of 30 miles of Washington, D.C. A further consideration was 
the limitation on the number of general officers in the Washington 
zrea as provided by manpower regulations of the Department of 
Defense. 

In addition to the studies made by these committees, numerous 
studies have been conducted by my predecessors and by my own staff. 
After carefully considering the results of all these studies, I have come 
to the following conclusions: 

a. Headquarters ARDC must be moved to suitable and permanent 
quarters as soon as possible in order to fulfill its still growing respon- 
sibilities effectively, economically, and with adequate security ; 

6. Headquarters ARDC should be located on an Air Force Base; 

c. The most desirable location is Wright-Patterson Air Force Base. 

I should like to explain to you how I reached these conclusions. 

he insecurity resulting from the uncertainty of the temporary lo- 
cation of the headquarters has had a demoralizing effect on our per- 
sonnel. Many of the high-quality scientific and management person- 
nel, who are so essential to our operations, have left our employ or 
have refused employment because of their desire to be permanently 
situated. Military personnel assigned to our headquarters hesitate 
to buy homes and, as a result, often rent inadequate quarters or pay 


unreasonably high rents for better accommodations since they cannot 
sign long-term leases. 
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In view of these difficulties, the homes of our military personnel 
are scattered in and around Baltimore at distances ranging up to 40 
miles from the headquarters. Ninety of our families live in the 
Severna Park-Annapolis areas; 77 others live in the Washington, 
D. C., area; and 25 families live outside a 10-mile radius of the-head- 
quarters. 

Lack of Government housing and messing facilities for the enlisted 
men at our headquarters requires the payment of $360,000 per year 
for extra subsistence. 

The shortage and high cost of parking facilities in the downtown 
Baltimore area cause undue hardship to our personnel and great in- 
convenience for our many visitors representing contractors, other 
Government agencies, and scientific institutions. 

The serious transportation problems have, in part, been solved by 
numerous car pools. However, these car pools frequently make it 
necessary to cut important meetings short and compel even high- 
ranking officers and civilians to “watch the clock” lest they be left 
stranded. 

At present, the headquarters uses 316,583 square feet of space, 
scattered over more than 35 different floors at 6 different locations, 
as much as several miles apart. Most of the space which we occupy 
is located in outmoded buildings with poor ventilation and lighting, 
and with insufficient space for auditoriums, conference rooms, and 
similar facilities. There is a great need for such facilities at our 
headquarters as the highly technical activities of our personnel make 
group discussions and briefings essential. 

We cannot provide our military personnel and their families with 
the quarters and base facilities which are so vital to morale. Most 
of them do not even have convenient access to a post exchange or a 
commissary to offset, in some measure, the problem of living on 
military pay. 

Still more important, our headquarters is seriously handicapped 
in its communication with our centers, Air Force Headquarters, and 
other Air Force installations. The nature of our highly classified 
work makes it mandatory to maintain the utmost security in the 
transmission of communications, and our location in the center of a 
thickly populated area seriously affects the availability of the neces- 
sary communications equipment. 

In the face of all these problems, we have recently engaged an in- 
dustrial firm to determine whether and by what means the existing 
facilities could be made suitable. The preliminary reports of this 
survey show conclusively that these facilities cannot be improved 
sufficiently to make them acceptable. 

What other solutions are there? Since the Congress passed the 
Lease-Purchase Act in 1954, various groups have offered buildings 
in the Baltimore area to the command. These offers included the 
following: 

In July 1954, a group headed by a Mr. Albert Kiedel offered to 
erect a building in the Glen Burnie area near Friendship Airport 
and to lease it for a price varying from $450,000 per year on a 10-year 
basis, to $269,000 per year for a 25-year term. 

Mr. George B. Simmons of the Hoge-Wilson Co. indicated in 
August of the same year that his group had a building to offer but 
would not disclose its location. 
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In November 1954, a Mr. Trout contacted us to determine our 
interest in a large building which he did not identify except to indi- 

cate that it was the center of Baltimore. 

That same month, a Mr. Klein offered to add 14 or 15 stories to a 
parking garage which he had under construction in downtown Balti- 
more. He was willing to lease the entire property to the Government 
for about $1 million per year—some $5 per square foot. 

It is very doubtful that any proposals involving a building obtained 
through a lease-purchase agreement can offer a permanent and satis- 
factory solution. The Lease-Purchase Act was specifically enacted 
for the purposes of the General Services Administration and the Post 
Office Department. All titles and management would rest with GSA, 
and the Air Force would have no control whatever over the building 
or its other tenants. We could not even hire building support per- 
sonnel, such as elevator operators, which can pose a serious security 
problem. 

A GSA-managed building could never be considered a permanent 
site for us because GSA controls the occupancy and can change it at 
will. Finally, it is my understanding that it is established policy to 
keep military installations under the control of the Department of 
Defense. This is particularly important in our case, considering the 
highly classified and sensitive nature of our activities. 

In addition to offers of existing and new. buildings, we have received 
several offers of land. Appendix B lists the area, size, cost, and reason 
for refusal of these land offers. 

Neither the proposals under the Lease-Purchase Act nor the land 
offers would solve such critical © gs eee as the need of flying facili- 
ties for our rated personnel. Nor do any of these proposals ‘provide 
for the benefits which are available to other members of the Air Force 
and which are normally considered as an integral part of military life. 

Almost 4 years of operating our headquarters i in its present location 
have convinced us that moving to an established Air Force base would 
result in the most economic, efficient, and secure operation. On and 
off duty activities of headquarters personnel would be concentrated. 
This would greatly assist in assuring the team spirit which is so vital 
to a successful effort. An existing base would provide club activities 
for officer and enlisted personnel as well as civilians, and thereby en- 
courage social contacts which are the basis for a high esprit de corps. 
Also, there would be recreational and similar facilities conducive to 
the health of our personnel. 

Next, location on an Air Force base would result in a saving of a 
large part of the $360,000 per year which, as I pointed out before, is 
presently expended for the extra subsistence of airmen. Considerable 
additional savings would be realized by the availability of the neces- 

sary communication and support facilities and support personnel. 
Proximity to military flying activities will expedite necessary adminis- 
trative travel and minimize the time required in transit to and from 
flight facilities in connection with administrative and training flights. 

The next question, then, is: Which is the most desirable Air Force 
base on which to locate headquarters ARDC? In addition to the 
facilities found at most existing Air Force bases, our headquarters 
requires the following site rerequisites : d 

(a) It should be Rateally located for better operational control of 
its 10 centers. 
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(5) It should be located as close as possible to the center of main- 
line communication and transportation channels for more expeditious 
coordination of its activities with other organizations. 

Wright-Patterson Air Force Base fulfills these site prerequisites 
better than any other base. In addition, it offers some unique advan- 
tages to ARDC’s mission which cannot be found elsewhere, because 
that base is also the headquarters of the Air Materiel Command and 
of the Wright Air Development Center (WADC) which is the key 
ARDC eenter. 

As I pointed out, the weapon system method of management has been 
one of our most important tools in the development of new equipment 
of superior quality. With few exceptions, all weapon system activities 
are directed from the Wright Air Development Center even though the 
efforts of all centers are involved. Proximity of headquarters ARDC 
to WADC would practically eliminate the presently required lines of 
communication and frequent travel between our headquarters and 
that center. This will accelerate the development cycle and can be 
expected to reduce it by many weeks, even months, which may be a 
deciding factor. 

As WADC represents the largest concentration of engineering and 
scientific talent in the Air Force, technical supervision of the entire 
research and development program would be facilitated. Also, 
visitors could save time and money by being able to combine visits 
to WADC and headquarters ARDC. 

Although all of our centers are responsible for some phase of in- 
service engineering and the correction of deficiencies in existing equip- 
ment, WADC is the focal point for these particular functions. But 
with headquarters ARDC located at Wright-Patterson, these func- 
tions could be controlled from a command point of view which would 
create a simpler and more economic operation. 

In addition to improved management of research and development. 
close proximity to the headquarters of the Air Materiel Command,’ 
which is the center of all major Air Force procurement activities, 
would result in the more expeditious procurement of weapons systems 
by improving and expediting coordination. A similar advantage 
would accrue to contractor personnel if the headquarters of the Air 
Force’s Engineering and Procurement activities are situated side by 
side. 

None of these important advantages can be found at any other Air 
Force base. Although Andrews is close to the major sources of policy 
and programing guidance, it does not permit—as Wright-Patterson 
does—the close supervision of the weapon systems and engineering 
standards functions, the desired close coordination with the Air Ma- 
teriel Command, nor a reduction in communication and _ travel 
requirements. 

Cited as favoring Baltimore for a permaneni site are the advantages 
offered by a scientific community. Our studies have shown that this 
applies to Washington but not to Baltimore. In analyzing the extent 
of unsolicited visits on the part of scientists working at nearby scien- 
tific and educational institutions, we have learned that approximately 
500 such visits per year are made to our headquarters and about the 
same number to the Aeronautical Research Laboratory at Wright- 
Patterson. Conversely, the Navy’s Office of Scientific Research in 
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Washington receives some 10,000 visits per year. Thus there appears 
to be no substantial difference between Dayton and Baltimore with 
respect to unsolicited contacts with the scientific community. On the 
other hand, a far greater number of scientific personnel visit Wright- 
Patterson Air Force Base on business and upon request than visit 
our headquarters in Baltimore. 
I might mention in this connection that I am planning to move my 
office of scientific research from Baltimore to a separate location in 
the Washington area to enhance its close cooperation with the more 
than 30 major scientific institutions in that area. 
An often expressed disadvantage of locating Headquarters ARDC 
near the Headquarters AMC is the possible danger of future efforts 
to again subordinate research and development to procurement and 
production by recombining the two commands. The achievements of 
ARDC during the past 5 years have, I believe, demonstrated con- 
vincingly the necessity of operating the two commands as sepa- 
rate entities, as originally recommended by the Ridenour committee 
to the Secretary of the Air Force. Cooperation between the two com- 
mands has been excellent, in spite of the problems resulting from the 
great distance between them. As close neighbors, they can be ex- 
pected to further improve their relationship. 
Location of both of these important Air Force Commands on the 
same base has also raised another question, and that is the vulnerability 
aspect. An enemy mounting an atomic attack against this country 
‘an well be expected to select Wright-Patterson as one of his prime 
targets. If such an attack should succeed, it would conceivably wipe 
out two major Air Force command headquarters at the same time. 
The question is—how disastrous would such a double blow be? 
If Headquarters ARDC would remain in Baltimore, it would be 
equally vulnerable because a city of the size and importance of 
Baltimore would also be among the first targets of an atomic attack. 
For this reason, ARDC is so organized and so prepared that, in case 
its headquarters should be bombed out of commission, an alternate 
headquarters can take over immediately. 
A final problem which I should like to discuss is the loss in civilian 
yersonnel which can be expected in case of a move. Such a loss must 

taken into account, no matter where the headquarters is moved. 
As long as it appears impossible to remain in the present facilities, 
a move somewhere and a commensurate loss in civilian personnel are 
unavoidable. 

We have decided against a detailed survey of our civilian employees 
concerning their intentions in case of a move. Experience has shown 
that such a survey not only has a demoralizing effect, resulting in many 
resignations and unavailability of replacements, but is not at all in- 
dicative as to the final decision of these employees a year or so hence. 
However, it appears that a rather large percentage of our professional 
and management personnel would move with the headquarters. 

It is recognized that we are bound to lose a high percentage of 
our clerical and other low- and middle-grade personnel, and that we 
will be moving into an area which is experiencing a shortage in cer- 
tain occupational fields. However, such considerations have never 
discouraged the establishment of new undertakings and endeavors in 
such areas if they offered far greater advantages than disadvantages— 
as is true in our case. 





3940 


In conclusion, I should like to bring up the subject of cost. The 
size of the proposed headquarters building was determined by apply- 
ing the accepted Department of Defense criteria of 125 square feet 
gross per person against the total authorized personnel strength of the 
headquarters at the new location. Added to this are 5,500 square 
feet to house the communication equipment required for our opera- 
tions, making a total requirement of about 240,000 square feet. 

The cost estimate for a building of this size and type is based on 
the figure of $20 per square foot. Utilities and site preparations are 
estimated to cost about 10 percent of the total or $500,000. Cost of 
the heating plant was estimated to amount to about one-third of a 
million dollars, and access and roads another quarter of a million. 
This adds up to about $6 million. Over a period of years, this sum 
is far less than the cost of leasing a building through GSA. 

As for the move to the new location, a cost study shows that the 
transportation of property, household goods, and both military and 
civilian personnel would cost just under a half-million dollars. Con- 
sidering that our present rent is $404,000 per year and that extra sub- 
sistence of our airmen costs $360,000 per year, the total cost of the 
move would be less than it would cost us to remain in Baltimore for 
just one year. 

Savings accruing from a move to Wright-Patterson would be con- 
siderable. For instance, the number of headquarters personnel could 
be reduced by from three to four hundred. This reduction will be 
made possible by utilizing existing support facilities at Wright- 
Patterson and eliminating presently unavoidable duplication of effort 
in the weapon system management area. 

Cost of travel and communication between the two headquarters 
would be eliminated, resulting in further savings, not to mention the 
vast improvement in communication security. And it is impossible 
to estimate the value of savings in time, of better morale, of improved 
understanding. 

I am deeply grateful to the people of Baltimore and Maryland for 
their interest in keeping our headquarters because this proves that 
we have become an important and respected part of their community. 
But as the commander of a military organization it is my duty to 
consider only one factor—the best interest of the Nation. And that is 
why I respectfully urge this committee to authorize construction of 
the proposed permanent headquarters building for the Air Research 
and Development Command at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base. 

(The appendixes follow :) 
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AprpENDIx A.—Jist of ARDC activities, with location, personnel strength, and 


specific mission of each 





Organization 


Location Personnel] 
| 








Headquarters, Air Research 
and Development Command. 


Arnold Engineering Develop- 
ment Center. 





| 


Air Force Armament Center----| 
| 
} 


Air Force Cambridge Research 
Center. | 


| 


Air Force Missile Test Center-- 


Air Force Personnel and Train- 
ing Research Center. 


Air Force Special 


Weapons 
Center. 


Holloman Air 


Development 
Center. 


Rome Air Development Center- 


Wright Air Development Cen- 
ter. 





Armed Services Technical In- 
formation Agency. | 


Western Development Division 


ARDC European Office 


Baltimore, Md 


| 
| 
| 


Tullahoma, Tenn 


 ~ Air Force Base, | 


a. | 
Edwards Air Force 
Base, Calif. 


Cocoa, Fla 
San Antonio, Tex. Ian 


Kirtland Air Force | 
Base, N. Mex. | 


Holloman Air Force 
Base, N. Mex. 


Rome, N. Y 





Wright-Patterson Air 
Force Base, Ohio. | 


Washington, D. C____| 


Inglewood, Calif 


Brussels, Belgium _.---| 


| 


37, 368 | 





! Facilities operated on a contractual basis. 


To administer the command mission 
which is to attain and maintain 
qualitative superiority of materiel, 
equipment, weapons, and weapon 
systems, and to conduct and super- 
vise scientific and technical] studies 
required for the accomplishment of 
the Air Force mission. 


| To construct and operate research 


and development facilities neces- 
sarv for the development and eval- 
uation of aircraft and guided- 
missile propulsion systems. 


| To accomplish tests and evaluation 


of materiel in the armament field. 


| To accomplish flight tests for evalu- 


ation of aircraft and guided mis- 
siles, and allied equipment. 

To develop and operate facilities for 
conducting tests on guided mis- 
siles, controlled targets, drones, 
and allied equipment. 

To accomplish research, develop- 
ment, and field tests on devices, 
methods, procedures, and policies 
for training and selection of per- 
sonnel; and to study the human 
factors involved in equipment 
design. 

To accomplish research, develop- 
ment, test, and evaluation of Air 
Force components and equipment 
related to atomic weapons and to 
support AEC in atomic-energy 
tests. 


To accomplish tests and research and 


development on aircraft, guided 
missiles. and allied equipment and 
space biology. 

To accomplish applied research, de- 
velopment, and tests of ground, 
ground-air, and airborne electronic 
systems. 


To accomplish research and develop 


ment on aircraft, guided missiles, 
weapon systems, components, as- 
sociated equipment, and materials, 
and to provide engineering support 
to and maintain technical liaison 
with the Air Materiel Command. 
To provide an integrated program of 
scientific and technical report 
services for the Department of 
Defense and its contractors. 


| To supervise and expedite technical 


evaluation of certain develop- 
mental activities for the Air Force. 


| To procure research and develop- 


ment throughout Western Europe 
and to manage research and devel- 
opment done under Air Force 
contract in Europe. 
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APPENDIx B.—List of land offers for headquarters ARDC, with area, size, cost, 
and reason for refusal of each 





| Size | Cost Reason for refusal 


| | | 
|\Acres } 

University of Maryland__.----..| 500 | To be donated by | Government dispersal policy. Too near 
| | University of {| Washington, D.C. 








| Maryland. 
Beltsville Research Center| 350 | Government-owned, | Poor access roads. Influx of personnel at 
(southeasterly side) (15 miles | | under GSA. | Fort Meade expected to create housing 


from Washington). | } problem. Location and topography 
| uneconomical for building purposes. 


| Too near Washington, D. C. 
Hybla Valley test area, Fairfax eee Too near Washington, D. C. 
County, Va. 
Site No. 11, near Friendship | ' 40 | Unknown .| Insufficient funds in 1951. 
Airport. 


! Can be expanded to 500 acres. 


The Cuatrman. Thank you very much, General. 

Now, just a few brief questions. 

I have here a copy of the hearings that took place before a sub- 
committee of the Government Operations Committee, that I distrib- 
uted to the various members of the committee the other day and re- 
quested that they read it so they could familiarize themselves and get 
the background of the hearing that we are now having. 

Now, to get the history straight for the record, the headquarters 
were once at Dayton, Ohio, was it not ? 

General Power. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How long was it kept at Dayton, Ohio? 

Now when I use the word Dayton, Ohio, I mean the Wright-Pat- 
terson Air Force Base. 

How long was it kept there? 

General Power. A very short period of time. I can’t give the exact 
months. The command was formed in 1950. I believe I have that 
here some place. 

The CuarrmMan. Well, you can put that in the record, General. 

General Power. I will get the exact times and put it in the record. 

The Cuatrman. Well, approximately, do you recall ? 

General Power. Approximately a year I would say before it moved 
to 

The Cuatrman. At.the time the base was established and its activ- 
ity and jurisdiction set up, a headquarters was established at Wright- 
Patterson Air Base, the headquarters ? 

General Power. A very small headquarters was established there. 

The CratrMan. Well, at that time you had your 10 centers, did 
you not? 

General Power. No, sir, we did not have 10 centers. 

The Cuarrman. How many centers did you have at that time? 

General Power. When it was originally started there were no cen- 
ters. As I stated before, we picked up these various, integrated activi- 
ties in the Air Force, and that was one of the first functions of the 
command, to start integrating. 

The Cuatrman. Then the centers were not in existence, then, at the 
time the headquarters were at Wright-Patterson ? 

General Power. That is essentially correct. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Then you moved it from Wright-Pat- 
terson where ? 
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General Power. They moved it to a temporary location in head- 
quarters, in downtown Baltimore, which is the present location of the 
headquarters. 

The Cuarrman. Then the Air Force sought to make a permanent 
headquarters somewhere else, or a headquarters somewhere else from 
Wright-Patterson ¢ 

General Power. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, why did you get out of Wright-Patterson 
in the first instance ? 

Mr. Rivers. That is a good question. 

General Power. Why did they leave ? 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

General Power. The original headquarters was about 10 officers. I 
have those figures here. And there were about 30 civilians. They 
went out there originally, it is my understanding, because in breaking 
away from AMC they felt with the headquarters there this division 
of personnel could be handled better. 

This was one of the major reasons for first going out there. 

The Cuarrman. Now just tell us why the Air Force wanted to get 
away. You selected it first and decided among yourselves that 
Wright-Patterson was the proper place. Then after being there ap- 
proximately a year, you reached the decision to get away from Wright- 
Patterson. 

Now why did you reach that decision, or upon what grounds did you 
conclude it should be moved ? 

General Power. This decision was made as a result of a committee 
headed by General Doolittle, who had the headquarters located within 
50 miles of Washington, and a specific site within 50 miles of Friend- 
ship Airport in the city of Baltimore was selected. 

The CHartrman. Then a committee headed by General Doolittle, 
knowing the situation at Dayton, concluded that it should not be kept 
at Wright-Patterson but moved somewhere else, is that correct ? 

General Power. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. And then the Department tried to locate it on a 
municipal-owned air field, at Friendship, Md., did it not ¢ 

General Power. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. And the local community, sponsoring the Friend- 
ship Air Force Base, refused to permit the Government to utilize part 
of Friendship for a headquarters, is that right ? 

General Power. I have no personal information that that is correct. 

The CuatrmMan. Well, that took place, did it not ? 

We know 

General Power. What took place was that we had planned to have 
Headquarters ARDC as a part of a complex which also included 
MATS Headquarters. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

General Power. Now the negotiations broke off with MATS, and 
they moved their headquarters to McQuire, N. J., and built a new 
establishment which they have just moved into, several months ago. 

The Coarrman. Well 

General Power. This just then left us with just a headquarters 
building. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. We failed to put in the record the reason 
why General Dolittle’s committee thought it should be removed from 
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Wright-Patterson. But the report in itself shows, the Doolittle report 
shows, why it reached that decision, does it not ? 

General Power. Yes, sir. And I can hit the highlights of that. 

The CHarrman. All right, what are the highlights of why the com- 
mission thought it should be removed from Wright-Patterson ? 

General Power. The Doolittle report was submitted on March 27, 
1951. The committee was appointed by General Twining in January 
of 1951, as the special ARDC Site Selection Board. 

They received a wide selection of locations over the country and 
narrowed them down to the vicinity of Washington or Griffis Air 
Force Base and then boiled down to a location near but not in Wash- 
ington, and they finally recommended the vicinity of Friendship. 

Reasons given were: (a) approximity to Washington, (>) proposed 
MATS terminal at Wriendakip? (c) St. Mary’s Industrial School 
would be excellent temporary headquarters buildings, (d) accessibility 
to adequate living headquarters and land on which to build houses, 
(e) accessibility to Johns Hopkins University. 

In his transmittal, General Doolittle stated that the headquarters 
should be in the Washington area, preferably within 1 hour’s drive 
of the Pentagon, and justified it as necessary in order to permit prompt 
and effective cooperation and coordination with the Air Staff, the 
Army, the Navy, the RDB, the NACA, the AEC, and the CAA, and 
the many technical agencies which are located in or near Washington. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now if the authorities in Baltimore had permitted the construction 
of a headquarters building on the Friendship Air Base, why that 
would have been satisfactory would it not ? 

General Power. It would have been satisfactory to the Doolittle 
committee and the Air Force at that time. 

The Cuarrman. Well, now—— 

General Power. I assume. 

The CHarrman. Would it have been properly located if that had 
gone through ¢ 

General Power. Not in my opinion. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right—may I say this, Mr. Chairman—because 
of the statement you make here that you might have the headquarters 
bombed out and you would have to have an alternate headquarters, 
which is an important matter ¢ 

General Power. In my opinion—I feel very strongly about this. 
In order to shorten the length of time it tulsa to bring our new 
weapons system, the headquarters of the ARDC should be moved from 
Baltimore to the Wright-Patterson Air Force base as soon as it is 
practicable. 

I feel this is a matter of —— 

The Cuareman. All right. 

Now let’s see. Now if we had carried out, if Baltimore had agreed, 
and my recollection is there is some bill here to authorize the appro- 
priation of money to construct the headquarters on Friendship. 

Mr. Kelleher, isn’t that correct ¢ 

Mr. KetirHer. That is correct, Public Law 155 of the 82d author- 
ized $5,400,000. 

The Cuarrman. How much was the Air Force asking to put the 
building at Friendship? 





Mr. Keitiener. $5,446,000. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

And we authorized, did we not ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. And that money never was spent on account of in- 
ability to get agreement with the Baltimore authorities / 

Mr. Keviener. That is my understanding, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, would that have been the right place to have 
iocated the headquarters ? 

General Power. I would like to add one thing for the record. 

When the MATS terminal was moved elsewhere, there was not 
sufficient money left to build the facilities for the headquarters ARDC 
and a supplemental request for $1,600,000 was submitted. 

This was deferred by action of the 82d Congress. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

All I want to know, General, is this: 

If Congress had carried its agreement or if Baltimore had carried 
out its agreement we were trying to negotiate, would the headquarters 
have been put at the right place, when it was designated by the Air 
Force to go to Friendship ¢ 

General Power. In my opinion, no, it would not be in the right 
place. 

The CHatrman. Now, you stated in your brief the reasons why, 
and there is no need to go over that. 

Now is that the way decisions are made in the Department. You 
are the commanding officer now ? 

General Power. I am the commander of ARDC in Baltimore. 

The Cuarrman. You are the commanding officer. 

General Power. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Of this. 

Now if you had been on the Doolittle Commission, it naturally fol- 
lows from the information you have now you would never have agreed, 
then, that Baltimore or Friendship was the proper place ? 

General Power. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. And you were not on the Board. 

And since you have been put in charge in Baltimore, you have con- 
cluded that it is not the proper place? 

General Power. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. Now, is that due to the rental or is it due to other 
factors ? 

_ General Power. The most compelling and only important reason 
is the security of this country. 

The CHarrman. That is all I want to know. 

General Power. As I stated before, we must shorten the time it 
takes to bring out new weapons systems. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

General Power. And this can be done if we move to Wright. 

The Cuatrman. All right. : 

I have enough information in my mind on that matter. 

Now you said “headquarters, ARDC, should be located on an Air 
Force base.” 

Now you examined all these other Air Force bases? 

General Power. Yes, sir. 
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The Cuarrman. Did a Board examine them all ? 

General Power. The Doolittle Board ? 

The Cnarrman. Any board. 

You, have you examined them ¢ 

General Power. Yes, sir; various boards have. 

The Cuarrman. Where are the other bases located ? 

General Power. Well, I have a list of all the areas some place that 
other boards have looked at. 

Mr. Ketiener. The Chairman’s question is where are these 10 
installations. 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Keiitener. Your question is where are the 10 installations. 

The CHarrman. Oh, no, not the 10 installations. Is that the only 
places, then, involved—the Air Force base, just merely these 10 centers ? 

Mr. Ketieuer. I believe so, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Then it is already in here. 

And you put in your appendix those 10 there and we know where 
they are. 

General Power. That is in my appendix. 

The Cuatrman. Now, have you drawn a comparison with these 
other Air Force bases and have reached the decision that for various 
reasons they should not be the headquarters ? 

General Power. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now this is mainly the headquarters. That is all 
it is, isn’t it ? 

General Power. That is correct. 

The CuarrMan. Just the headquarters. 

Now, did not another board recommend the field over here at An- 
drews Field, the Cook Board ? 

General Power. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. And would you have concluded that that recom- 
mendation was erroneous ? 

General Power. That is correct. 

The CuarrMan. Well, you do not think they were sound on that 
recommendation ? 

General Power. Well, not—there is another reason. I still think 
it should go to Wright. But there is another reason why Andrews 
is not acceptable, as I gave in my prepared statement. 

The Cuarrman. Now, has any board recommended going to Wright- 
Patterson, or is it your own recommendation ? 

[ am just wondering when the commanding officer takes your place 
will he think then we made an error again ? 

General Powrr. There have been the following boards made recom- 
mendation on one aspect or another of the research and development 
business. 

The Van Karman reports of August and December of 1945, a report 
for the Air Force Assistant for Atomic Energy on October 15, 1948. 
the Ridenour report on September 21, 1949, the Anderson report on 
November 19, 1949. 

The USAF Research and Development Committee in April of 1959, 
the Doolittle report on March 27, 1951, the Cook report on November 
of 1953, the Lawton Committee report 
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The CHamman. Wait a minute. We will deal with those last two. 
Now, who besides yourself as a board surveyed the whole situation 
and concluded that the headquarters should go to Wright-Patterson ¢ 

General Power. Well, one is this Lawton Committee survey, which 
was in February of 1954. They recommended 

The CuairMan. Read what they recommended. 

General Power. They recommended that the control of weapons 
systems development be placed under headquarters ARDC instead of 
WADC. One of its subordinate members, that is. 

This is a very intricate problem. What we have, in effect : We have 
a headquarters in Baltimore that, due to its facilities, has been unable 
to really take over effectve weapons systems management. And we 
have one of my subcommands at Wright Field exercising a type of con- 
trol now, even though it was partially acceptable when we only had 
a few centers, and has now become, you might say, impossible. 

The Cuatrman. Then we haven't any evidence here that some other 
board comparable to the Cook Board or the Doolittle Board has made 
a survey and recommended that it be moved out of the Baltimore 
area? 

General Power. I maintain we have had boards much more know- 
ledgeable of the intricate problems of running this command. They 
were boards under Colonel Rader, who is my plans officer, who has 
formed a board composed of all of the commanders in ARDC, all 10 
generals that are running this business, and we have been working 
on this for about 6 months. It is their unanimous opinion that their 
headquarters be moved to Wright-Patterson Air Force Base. 

The Coarmman. Now, who set up the board, then / 

General Power. I set it up. 

The Caatrman. Now—you organized the board? 

General Power. It isa regular part of my command. 

The CHairman. All right. Now, when you took command, my 
recollection is somewhere in this hearing of the Government Opera- 
tions Committee—and all I am doing is just to develop the facts. You 
said that one of the first things you decided was that this headquarters 
was hot properly located. 

Now, I am trying to evaluate recommendations that are made con- 
stantly by high officers of the Air Force as to the value to place upon 
these recommendations. 

Now, what worries me is that some other commanding officer might 
later on conclude, after we have made an investment of some 5 or 6 
millions dollars to build headquarters at Wright-Patterson, or some 
other place, that that is not a proper location. 

Now, that is what we are up against right now. Here is the General 
Doolittle board that says that this area—and when I say the word 
“area,” I mean Baltimore or Andrews Field—was the proper place. 
Then you come in command and after you study the problem you 
say this is not the proper place, but it should go back where it was 
formerly moved from. Now, I am just a little bit disturbed, and I 
am disturbed quite often about these changes of opinion in the Depart- 
ment when boards haven’t made a careful and deliberate study. 

Now, we all have our individual ways about us. I have very seldom 
seen any Government building around here that I didn’t think I could 
ove or change. Because if a man doesn’t think he can do some- 
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thing better than somebody else in some field he may know something 
about. why, he is not asserting his full responsibilities. 

So am I to be worried, or as I state here, that the next general 
occupying your place will come up here and say to the Armed Services 
Committee, “I don’t think this should be put at Wright-Patterson, 
I think it should have gone somewhere else” ? 

Now, aren’t we exactly in that position with your testimony here? 

General Power. No, sir. 

The CHarrMan. What? 

General Power. No, sir. I would 

The CHarrman. I think you better clear that up, then, because to 
my mind and way of thinking 

General Power. I would like to reassure you 

The CuatrmMan. That is exactly where we are drifting. Of course, 
we have respect for any commanding officer that comes in, because he 
ordinarily has good grounds to support his case. I might say this: 
It is a mighty poor speaker that can’t always get figures to fit his case. 
We can all justify our position by facts and circumstances. And you 
presented your viewpoint. But General Doolittle and the Cook 
Board, with other officers, presented an entirely different viewpoint. 
Tosum it up: 

If we had gone to Friendship and spent the $5 million, you wouldn’t 
be here today asking us to forget the investment at Friendship and 
establish it over at Wright-Patterson; would you? 

General Power. I appreciate your concern and I will try to re- 
assure you of my position. 

Now, I think that we had a certain set of conditions when General 
Doolittle made his recommendation, and undoubtedly they were sound 
decisions they made in their opinion, based on the situation that 
existed then. 

I maintain there is a different situation that exists today. I be- 
lieve this technical race we are in is a little hotter today. And 
whereas in that time you might have been willing to let the time it 

takes to bring out a weapons system be a little longer i in order to go 
a little slower in the beginning and possibly feel that in the long pull 
you would get better quality weapons, I think today it is indicated 
that we must be very careful about how much time we spend on bring- 
ing out these weapons systems. 

We must put disciplines in them and bring them out as fast as we 
ean, still insuring utmost quality. 

The Cuatrman. But, General, there is no research, as I understand 
from the hearings carried on in the headquarters. It is merely a place 
where the information from the 10 centers is gathered and dispersed, 
and the paperwork is being done. ' Because that is what a headquar- 
ters is. 

General Power. That is right. 

The Cratrman. There is no research being carried on there at all. 

General Power. It is management. 

The Crarrman. That is the only thing. Now, if we had built the 
base in the building that the Department tried ‘to get us to do and 
we tried to do it—Baltimore couldn’t cooperate with us and forced 
us to go down in town—why, you wouldn’t be asking us to move it 
today, would you? 
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Now, you know you wouldn't, and I know you wouldn’t. Because 
you say we have rail facilities—we had all the facilities in Baltimore 
that you have at Dayton, or Washington, or anywhere else, to dissemi- 
nate the news that is gathered from these 10 centers. 

Now, my criticism lies here. Now, I want to be frank and candid. 
My criticism lies because we made a most determined effort, respecting 
General Doolittle—and we respect every one of these reports. We 
respect what he says and respect what the Cook Commission said. 
We tried to get the officials in Baltimore to permit the use of Friend- 
ship, and for some reason we never could get them to do it. And, 
therefore, the Department, carrying out what was in the Board’s 
mind, were Seeae to go in the city of Baltimore and pay rental of 
31,360,000 for some buildings. 

Now, I don’t think we should be forced to rent buildings. And I 
think we should establish a headquarters. And I am perfectly in har- 
mony with establishing a headquarters. All I want to know: If we 
establish one, is it the right place. And it could have been established 
a long time ago and we would have spent the $5 million if Baltimore 
had cooperated with us, but they didn’t do so. 

General Power. Well, the $5 million would not have provided an 
adequate headquarters. 

The CuatrMan. Well, all right, that was the camel’s nose under the 
tent. And we should have continued to have added to it. And 
Friendship base was large enough to accommodate a large expansion. 
And we examined it, had a hearing, and we thought we worked it out, 
and then Baltimore said, “No, we are not going to let you come in 
there.” So we were hooked. 

And that is a good word to use, we were hooked. Because you had 
gotten out of Wright Patterson, an they forced us down, and now 
they are complaining because we don’t keep it down there. 

That is all I have to say. 

Mr. Rivers. May I ask a question, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHarrMan, Yes, 

Mr. Rivers. General, you say on page 16: “If Headquarters, ARDC 
were to remain in Baltimore, it would be vulnerable to an atomic at- 
tack,” because of it being in the general Washington-Baltimore area. 
In case the headquarters should be bombed out of commission, an al- 
ternate headquarters can take over immediately. Well, that is expen- 
sive, having the duplication. That is No. 1. 

Didn’t the Doolittle committee know that in 195—what was it, 2 
or 1? 

General Power. 1951, I believe it was. 

Mr. Rivers. Didn’t they know then that this area was vulnerable to 
attack ? 

General Power. I assume they did, yes. 

Mr. Rivers. Had you been in your position then that you are in 
now, would you ever have agreed to the Doolittle Commission report ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, I think so. 

General Power. These reasons—— 

The Cuatrman. Of course he would. 

Mr. Rivers. Now wait a minute. Let him finish. 

55066—55—No. 20 67 
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General Powsr. These reasons are minor in my estimation, as against 
the overall compelling reason for moving it to Wright-Patterson Air 
Force Base. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, because you have taken over these many, many 
then unintegrated things and have integrated them ? 

General Power. We must shorten the time it takes to bring out new 
weapons systems. 

Mr. Rrvers. All right. 

General Power. I am in the management business and I feel I can 
do it quicker if I am out there where better than 60 percent of the 
overall effort takes place. 

Mr. Rivers. Then you say it is impossible to estimate the value of 
savings in time, better morale and of improved understanding. That 
didn’t exist then ? 

(reneral Power. Not to the same extent it does now. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

General Power. This thing has developed. 

Mr. Rrvers. Because of its great expansion ? 

General Power. Because of its great expansion and this need to 
decrease the time it takes to bring out a new weapons system. 

Mr. Rivers. And you think that that one factor alone compels you, 

But as commander of a military organization, it is my duty to consider one 
and only one factor, the best interest of the Nation, and that is why I urge this 
committee to approve construction of the proposed permanent headquarters for 
the Air Research and Development Command at Wright-Patterson Base. 

Now explain that a little bit. Which is the major thing? Security ’ 

General Power. No, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Survival ? 

General Power. Survival of whom ? 

Mr. Rivers. The Nation. 

General Power. The survival of the Nation is the overriding and 
most compelling thing. 

Mr. Rivers. And you think that that one factor alone compels you, 
as Commanding General of the ARDC, that it be moved to Wright- 
Patterson ? 

General Power. I feel that very strongly. 

Mr. Rivers. That is all. 

The CHatrmMan. Well, I may say in reply to the line of questions of 
Mr. Rivers, that is the only important and the only objective of the 
435 Members of Congress, to do what we consider to be the best inter- 
ests of the country. That is the only purpose of our being here. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. He says he can not give us the security that 
we are entitled to unless he is moved there. That is a strong 
statement. 

General Power. I repeat—I did not make that statement. I said 
that if the Headquarters of the Air Research and Development Com- 
mand is moved from Baltimore to the Wright-Patterson Air Force 
Base, it will shorten the time it takes to bring out a new weapons sys- 
tem, which, in turn, will have a great effect on the security of this 
country. 

Mr. Rivers. Glad to get that. 

The CHatrman. Now let’s clear this up. What does the head- 
quarters do? It gathers the information from the 10 centers, does it 
not ? 
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General Power. It manages that effort of the 10 centers. 

The Cuamman. That is right. ei] 4 

General Power. Industry—thousands of companies in industry. 

The Cxarrman. That is right. er 

General Power. We have contracts with about 160 universities, and 
{ believe the figure is better than 1,520 industrial companies. 

The Cuarrman. No research or no development takes place at the 
headquarters? 

General Powrr. None. 

The Cuareman. It is the boss of the whole thing? 

General Power. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman. And one area could serve as the boss area as well 
as any other area, couldn't it? Now, does the general, in commanding 
an army, have to particularly have his headquarters at this city or 
that city, if he has access to all of his troops?) Of course, he doesn’t. 
He could handle his headquarters from one place as well as the other 
place. And all this headquarters is where you boss the whole organi- 
zation; isn’t that it? 

General Power. Yes, sir. 

cry Cuaimrman. Now, how—why couldn’t you boss them just as 
well? 

General Power. You can boss it from any place. 

The CHarrman. Boss them just as well from Philadelphia or Bal- 
timore or Washington or Cincinnati or any other place? 

General Power. But not as well. There is one location in which 
bossing an outfit you can generally do it the best. Now, I have com- 
manded outfits in time of war and I would hesitate to say—I com- 
manded a B-29 wing on Guam and I could not have had any head- 
quarters back in Baltimore and commanded that wing effectively. I 
had to be where the action was taking place. 

Mr. Rrvers. Of course, Mr. Chairman, if they bomb out the brains, 
you bomb out everything. 

The Cuarrman. Well 

Mr. Rivers. He doesn’t want his brains bombed out. [Laughter. ] 

The CHatrman. What he is doing is concentrating his brains all 
under one roof or one area. That is absolutely in contradiction to the 
philosophy of dispersal. 

Now, if the Wright-Patterson area is bombed out, of course, why 
the whole thing collapses. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

The Carman. But you might bomb out Wright-Patterson and 
you might leave some other area where your headquarters is. That 
is the theory. We are trying to decentralize. Why, we spent some 
two or three hundred thousand dollars here the other day to get them 
out of Washington City, to show them how to get away from here 
and decentralize. I think I said all I want to say. 

But I do think this. I hope the next general that comes in when 
we reach a decision won't say to the Armed Services Committee, “Well, 
you reached the wrong decision. If I had been the general, I would 
lave never recommended that they go in here.” 

Now, I have that confronting me constantly all the time. It is a 
change of personal views and personal opinions. And it is going to 
continue on through life. 
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But you do hope there is enough factors behind a recommendation 
to stand the closest scruitiny to see that a decision is predicated upon 
strong fundamental reasons when they are reached. 

General Power. I appreciate that, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Deverevx. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Deverevx. First of all, I think we should all compliment Gen- 
eral Power and his command because of the desire of the people of 
Baltimore to want to keep you there, and I know the general 
personally. 

I don’t think that any of the people in the Baltimore area will 
quarrel with the fact that you do need better facilities than you have 
today. That is an admitted fact, I believe, by everyone. 

It is a question of course about the location of it. 

Now we have a number of people who have made studies of this 
proposition. 

We have, for instance, a Dr. Kelly, who headed up a subcommittee 
of the Hoover Commission that made a thorough study of the 
proposition. 

In view of the fact that this is rather an important statement, Mr. 
Chairman, I would like to ask counsel if he would read his telegram 
so we can have that thinking. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. At this time. 

Mr. Ketienuer. It isa telegram to Mr. Davereux. 

[ Reads :] 


Regret that commitments in the West make it impossible for me to appear at 
hearings on location of ARDC Friday 10th. As you requested a statement of 
my views on the ARDC Headquarters problem is given below. 

The temporary headquarters of ARDC is increasing inadequate to its needs. 
A permanent headquarters with adequate housing and facilities is urgently 
needed. The location of this headquarters is important to the most effective 
and efficient operation of the whole Air Force research and development pro- 
gram and to its coordination and integration with the programs of the other 
two services. 

The headquarters staff of ARDC should have intimate and frequent associa- 
tion with the staff of the Deputy Chief of Staff for Development of the Air 
Foree. The staff of the Assistant Secretary of Defense Research and Develop- 
ment and the Research and Development Headquarters organizations of the other 
two services. 

All of these organizations are located in Washington. The ARDC Head- 
quarters should therefore be at a location where the staff can have access to 
these named organizations with the travel time of not more than an hour. In 
terms of distance this is some 25 miles from the Pentagon. 

The other important contacts of the ARDC Headquarters are with its 11 
operating centers. The headquarters of the Continental Air Defense Com- 
mand, the Tactical Air Command, the Strategic Air Command, and Air Ma- 
teriel Command, all of the Air Force. There is no location that is more con- 
venient to all of these organizations and to the travel habits of their people 
than Washington. 

It is therefore my view that a location within 1 hour of the Pentagon is 
uniquely the best location of the headquarters of ARDC Command. 

My background for judgment of this situation is a continuous association 
with ARDC since its formation first as an adviser to Secretary Finletter on the 
organization and operation of this command and later as Deputy Chairman 
and then Chairman of the Scientific Advisory Board of the Air Force as a mem- 
ber of the Doolittle ARDC Site Headquarters Location Committee. 
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The Site Headquarters Location Review Committee of General Cook and 
most recently as chairman of the subcommittee of the Hoover Commission 
concerned with research and development in the Department of Defense. 


(Signed) Dr. J. M. Ketty, 
Pesident, Bell Telephone Laboratory. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, I have a number of other statements 
here. 

I believe in view of the fact that we have some colleagues present 
it might be well to ask them to submit their testimony. 

The Cuarrman. Good, all right. 

Mr. Hess. I would like to ask one question. 

The CHarrMan. All right. 

Mr. LankForp. Mr. Chairman, may I ask—— 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Hess. 

Mr. Hess. General, I would like to clear up one point. I believe it 
was definitely understood, but it is my idea that I got from your testi- 
mony here, that you had appointed the board of 10 generals; is that 
right ? 

General Power. I did not formalize it as a board. I have a section 
under Colonel Radar, my Plans Office, and I in effect told him “We 
have a problem with this headquarters. We all know the present 
facility is totally inadequate and we are not doing our job properly. 
Now I want you to devote your full time and I want you to work with 
the rest of the command or anybody else you can get imputs from and 
make sure that when we make a recommendation it is the right one 
and we won't be changing it, and it is in the best interests of the 
country, and I do not care about emotions or background or anything 
else, just get the facts.” 

And he has been on the road for about 3 or 4 months, going out to 
the people who really have to do this job, that have the responsibility 
for it and have their coats off and working at it, and this is the unani- 
mous opinion of that group. 

Mr. Hess. Of these various 10 commands under your command. 
neeneniat Power. Of my commanders that are actually doing this 
job. 

The Cuatrman. Now in that connection—I was just going to de- 
velop it. 

Now from what you say and what you previously said, you have 
been disturbed about the inadequate facilities—isn’t that correct? 

General Power. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, you have not been disturbed about the area. 
If the inadequate facilities did not exist, the area would have been 
satisfactory ? 

All right, let’s read what you said. 

General Power. When I took over the command I recognized that one of the 
most serious problems was the inadequate facilities of the headquarters and the 
uncertainty as to its future. 

Now you were dealing exclusively—and all the testimony of the 
other committee will show what was running through your mind— 
the lack of proper security in the various buildings. And it was the 
inadequate facilities. . 

Now hi already said if there had been adequate facilities prepared 
by the Government at Friendship, you would not be here asking that 
we go to Dayton; isn’t that correct ? 





General Power. No, sir. 

The CHarrman. What? 

General Powrr. No,sir. I—— 

The CuarrmMan. You mean to tell us now that if the Government 
had provided, following the Doolittle recommendation, and had ade- 
quate facilities at Friendship, when you took command you would have 
said “I recommend this move to Wright-Patterson” ? 

General Power. I can’t predict what I would have said. I will 
state the facts that I stated before the other committee and have stated 
again here today, the reasons of facilities and morale and all—I gave 
many factors in this thing, but I stated the most important one, and 
as came out before the other committee, and that is that over 50 percent 
of my work is with Dayton, Ohio, with WADC. 

And as I stated in the prepared statement, I felt I could reduce 
this weeks and even months, which may be a deciding factor. 

The Cuairman,. But your headquarters 

General Power. I would still be faced with that problem if we had a 
headquarters here. 

The CHatrman. But your headquarters will have to continue to do 
its work with Dayton, even though you are a next-door neighbor with 
them ? 

General Power. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman, Exactly. 

General Power. But I can cut the time down. 

The CuHatrman. Now, what could you save? 

Telephone calls, postage stamps, typewriters, papers? 

What are you going to save there? 

General Power. A survey showed that 50 percent of the written 
correspondence is between headquarters ARDC and Dayton. I 
would have saved the mail time, alone, for one thing. 

The CuatrrmMan. Well 

General Power. To say nothing of the literally thousands of visits 
that are necessary for WADC people to come into the headquarters to 
coordinate the intricate details of a weapons system. 

I they are right on the same base, I will have days alone. 

The Cuatrman. All right; I am glad you developed that, because I 
can see that. 

I can see how much more convenient it would be. But you have 
to construct the same facilities at Dayton we would anywhere else, 
haven't we? 

General Powers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hess. Except an airfield. 

General Power. Yes, except the airfield and other facilities. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

We have to provide the facilities. 

Now we have to provide the building. How much of this amount 
of money goes for the building? 

Mr. Ketiener. Six million dollars, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. All right. 

Wherever we go, we have to spend $6 million, haven’t we? 

We have to have a building there. 

General Power. At least 6 million if you go some place else. 

The Cuarrman. All right—what? 
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Well, between Baltimore—if you stayed in Baltimore you would 
have to have a building. If you stayed in Dayton, you would have 
to have a building. . So it is only one question involved, which is the 
most convenient place for your headquarters to be located to carry 
on your work, 

General Power. It is not quite just that. If you just build a 
building say in Baltimore, I still do not have any barracks, I don’t 
have any clubs, I do not have any parking aprons for my airplanes, 
I donot have many other things. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

You have all those facilities at Dayton ? 

(yeneral Power. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamrman. And yet you do point out there is a shortage of 
personnel, of skilled personne! in that area ? 

General Power. Those are civilians. 

The Cuarrman. Civilians? And so you are up against that. 

So we will save nothing as far as dollars and cents are concerned 
if we establish a headquarters at Baltimore or Dayton or Philadelphia 
or Washington ? 

General Power. We will save considerable money by going to 
Dayton. I quoted those exact figures in my prepared statement, the 
money that I would save by going to Dayton. 

I quoted the exact figures. 

The Cuatrman. As far as constructing of the building is concerned ? 

General Power. Oh, on the construction, no, for the headquarters 
alone. 

Mr. Dorie. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. Wait a minute. 

I want to give the general credit. I will read on further. 

Now he said this: 

I considered it my No. 1 task— 
that is to get a new headquarters— 


a continuing study of where this headquarters should be located was made by 
the whole organization. I visited every one of my centers. I talked with each 
center commander and got his personal opinion, asked him to study the prob- 
lem and then give me his opinion later at a subsequent meeting. 

I hold a commander’s conference once a month. 

Periodically I brought this up. There are the 10 center commanders spread 
around the country. They are the ones who get the directions from this head- 
quarters. If we are not servicing them properly we are not doing our job. 

At a meeting, I believe it was in June, I finally, in discussion with my center 
commanders and with the help of all of the others’ reports and everything like 
that, arrived at the decision that Dayton was a very practical place for us to 
go and very desirable. 


Now that is the way the general reached his decision in the matter. 

And if we go to Dayton, we have to spend $6 million. And you 
certainly should have some permanent headquarters. 

But when 10 new commanders come on the field and a new general, 
I hope they won’t be back here saying that we made an error again, 
like the General Doolittle committee said we should move it somewhere 
else and when we moved it we find ourselves not moving it in the right 
area, 


It is the area and not the facilities. We know you have to have the 
facilities. 
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General Power. I share your hope, that no one will come in and 
want to move it again. 

Mr. Deverevx. Mr. Chairman, we have a colleague here who has 
to catch a train, Mr. Friedel. 

The Cuatrman,. All right. 

(reneral, you just sit back there now. 

We will take on Baltimore for the time being. They were talking 
about not letting us build the headquarters at Friendship Airport 5 
or 6 years ago. [Laughter. | 

Now it is a pleasure to hear our distinguished colleague. You just 
go ahead and talk and tell us what is on your mind. 

Mr. Frrepet. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHairman. I know what you said before the other committee. 

Mr. Friepev. We realize how busy your committee is with the very 
heavy schedule of important legislation and appreciate the opportu- 
nity you have given the members of the Maryland delegation to ap- 
pear before you to express and explain our views concerning the pro- 
posal to move the Air Force Air Research and Development Com- 
mand from Baltimore, Md., to Wright Patterson Air Force Base in 
Dayton, Ohio. 

When I first learned of this proposal through the press, I wrote to 
the Secretary of the Air Force, Mr. Harold Talbott, March 29, 1955, 
voicing my opposition to the transfer. I urged the Secretary to meet 
personally with members of the Maryland delegation before proceed- 
ing further. 

On March 31, Secretary Talbott telephoned me in Baltimore to in- 
form me that the Air Force would definitely move the headquarters 
to Ohio. I reminded him of my letter and again requested he dis- 
cuss the matter with the entire delegation. He refused, saying such 
a meeting would be of no use. The matter was all settled. 

On April 1, 1955, I received confirmation of this conversation in a 
letter from the Air Force Secretary in which he stated that an “inde- 
pendent study and review by a firm of industrial engineers augmented 
and confirmed this decision,” which was based on “reasons of economy 
ond efficiency.” 

I then made several unsuccessful attempts to obtain the name of 
this firm and a copy of the recommendations. I also asked for copies 
of the Doolittle and Cook reports as well as copies of any other inde- 
pendent surveys pertaining to the location of ARDC. When I could 
not obtain any of this information, I asked the Chairman of the Gov- 
ernment Operations Committee to look into this matter, in the hope 
that the committee could get these reports for us. I felt that by hold- 
ing a public hearing this committee could thoroughly air the pro- 
posal, and it could be determined whether the transfer of ARDC was 
truly in the interest of economy and efficiency. 

I would like to say, here and now, that the members of the Mary- 
land congressional delegation, and the citizens of the State of Mary- 
land are just as patriotic as anyone else. We hold the security, de- 
fense, and economy of our country uppermost in our hearts. We 
would be the last to oppose this transfer, if we were sure that it was 
in the national interest. 

The Chairman of the Government Operations Committee honored 
my request and a public hearing was held on the proposal on April 
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26, 1955. After listening to the testimony submitted at that hearing, 
I am convinced that the decision to move the installation to Ohio was 
an arbitrary one which could not be justified on the basis of national 
security or economy. 

I would like to review the reasons the Air Research and Develop- 
ment Command was originally moved to Baltimore. 

In September 1949, the Ridenour committee was established to 
study the organization of research and development in the Air Force. 
This committee specifically recommended the separation of the func- 
tions of Air Research from the Air Materiel Command by the estab- 
lishment of an Air Research and Development Command. The re- 
port of the Ridenour committee was adopted. 

On March 27, 1951, a Special ARDC Site Selection Board, headed 
by Gen. James H. Doolittle, recommended to Gen. Nathan F. 
‘Twining, Vice Chief of Staff, USAF, that the permanent site for 
the ARDC Headquarters be established in the vicinity of Friend- 
ship Airport near Baltimore. The members of the Special ARDC 
Site Selection Board included : 

Dr. Carl F. J. Overhage, Dr. Mervin J. Kelly, Dr. Louis N. 
Ridenour, Dr. A. E, Lombard, Jr., Col. Harold R. Maddux, Col. 
Frank J. Drittler, Col. Harvey P. Huglin, and Gen. James H. Doo- 
little, who served as chairman. 

The site chosen by the distinguished 8-member Board was reported 
to offer a multitude of advantages, including the following: 

1. It is convenient to Washington, but avoids further congestion 
of the immediate Washington area. 

2. There are adequate suitable and diversified living quarters now 
available in the Baltimore area. 

3. For those permanent employees who may wish to build, the 
country adjacent to the Severn River is beautiful and eminently 
suitable. 

4. The environment, near Johns Hopkins University, and not far 

from the scientific laboratories in Washington, is admirably suitable 
for the acquisition and retention of the type of technical personnel 
necessary to properly staff ARDC Headquarters. 
5. St. Mary’s Industrial School, located 7 miles north of Friend- 
ship can be leased if immediately spoken for. It is available for im- 
mediate occupancy and would make an excellent temporary head- 
quarters. Purchase and modifications of this school might conceiv- 
ably provide a permanent headquarters should that later prove 
desirable. 

6. If for some reason, St. Mary’s Industrial School cannot be ob- 
tained, an effort should be made to obtain temporary space in or to the 
south of Baltimore, pending the completion of the permanent ARDC 
Headquarters at Friendship. In case it proves impossible to find suit- 
able space or if Friendship should become unavailable the Headquar- 
ters ARDC should be located in some other suitable area within 1 
hour’s drive of Washington, D. C., giving regard to the considera- 
tions viewed as important in this report. 

By the way, I have a letter advising that the St. Mary’s Industrial 
School site, consisting of 262 acres of ground, can still be purchased at 
a reasonable price. 
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In summary, General Doolittle stated : 


These recommendations envisage both a short and long range plan, and at 
the site recommended temporary facilities and living quarters are available now. 
We consider this a point of great importance as it will permit the ARDC to ac- 
quire competent personnel and initiate operations promptly. 

The Doolittle report was adopted. Air Force General Order N 
13, dated June 13, 1951, was issued directing the ARDC Maudivenvters 
be opened in Baltimore on June 25, 1951, for a permanent change of 
station. 

A summary of an Air Force memorandum, dated November 17, 
1953, was also released to us during the hearing on April 26, 1955. 
This report, which recommended the ARDC’s location at Andrews 
Field, had not been available to us prior to the hearing. The study 
was headed by Lt. Gen. Orval R. Cook, Deputy Chief of Staff, 
Materiel. 

The factors considered and recommendations in this memorandum 
are as follows: 

1. Factors considered: 

(a) Accessibility of the general scientific community. 

(6) Accessibility of other governmental research and development 
agencies. 

(c) Facility of collabor ation with the Air Staff and with other ma- 
jor commands. 

(d) Convenience of industry. 

(e) Economy in facilities, installations, and transportation. 

2. Recommendation that: 

The Headquarters of the Air Research and Development Command 
be moved from Baltimore to Andrews Air Force Base after construc- 
tion of appropriate facilities at Andrews. 

It was during the Government Operations Committee that we first 
learned that the name of the firm of industrial engineers referred to 
in Secretary Talbott’s letter of April 1, 1955, was R. A. Lasley, Inc. 
A summary of the Lasley report was not made available to us until 
after the hearing on April 26. 

I concur with that portion of the Lasley report summary, which 
stated that efficiency is curtailed due to the ARDC facilities being 
housed on more than 35 different floors at 7 different locations. These 
several different buildings could well give rise to a security problem. 
However, General Powers, by his own statement, on page 16 of the 
printed copy of the Government Operations Committee hearing, 
agreed that the security problem could be resolved by merely housing 
these facilities under one roof in the Baltimore area, as recommended 
in the Doolittle report. It may be read into the record. On page 22, 
this is: 


Congressman Fasce.tu. I see. Now, top secret communications, and delays in 
communications, all of that could be resolved by an efficient new building in 
some place. 


General Power. The problem of security would be solved by any new building 
that had reasonable security. 

Secretary Trevor Gardner and General Powers both stated that it 
is desirable to have the ARDC headquarters located on Federal land. 
Equally competent authority has recommended otherwise. However, 
in Maryland we have Camp Meade and Fort Holabird, both of which 
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have ample ground for the construction of the type of building recom- 
mended. In addition, many contractors are willing to construct the 
desired type of building to be purchased by the Government outright, 
or under the lease-purchase plan. 

General Powers and Secretary Gardner testified that they want $6 
million to build a structure in Dayton. I am sure such a structure 
can be built in Baltimore at a cost of less than $6 million. 

In his testimony, General Powers also admitted if they moved to 
Dayton, Ohio, there would be a question of scientific help. Labor 
would be tight. He also admitted—and we note, page 20, it would 
be impossible to get all the civilian employees to move from Baltimore 
to Ohio. 

In addition to the Doolittle report and the Cook memorandum, both 
of which recommended that the ARDC headquarters be permanently 
located in the Baltimore area, as recently as April 1955, the Hoover 
Commission’s Research and Development Task Force recommended 
that the location of the ARDC be within 25 miles of Washington. I 
quote this recommendation. 

The headquarters of the command was “temporarily” established in Baltimore 
in rented quarters in the heart of the city. It is still in these quarters. They 
are unsuited to the purpose and are inadequate. They reduce the effectiveness 
of operations. A final decision on the location of the headquarters has not been 
made. Different committees have studied the problem and a location within 25 
miles of Washington was recommended. 

The subcommittee believes the location of the headquarters within this area 
is most important for the effective integration of the work of the Command 
and Headquarters Air Staff, and for the relationship of the research and develop- 
ment of the Air Force with the Department of Defense and the other two military 
departments. The subcommittee recommends early decision and action on 
locating the headquarters in Washington. 

And the task-force report here, April 1955, this year, on page 65, 
the last paragraph, brings in the whole report, and he says it should 
be within 25 miles of Baltimore. 

This task force was headed by Dr. Mervin J. Kelly. Dr. Kelly 
also served on the Doolittle group. I was going to suggest that the 
committee invite Dr. Kelly here. reais 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Frrepe.. But we have heard from him. 

I also respectfully request this committee look favorably upon the 
testimony offered by the Maryland delegation and urge that no au- 
thorization be granted to transfer the ARDC headquarters to Ohio. 

The CHamrman. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Frrepet. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. May I ask you this. On July 16, 1951, this com- 
mittee had up an item for a “Headquarters for Research and Devel- 
opment, Baltimore, of $5,771,000.” Now, we tried to locate that on 
Friendship. We couldn’t get the citizens of Baltimore and those be- 
hind Friendship or in control to go along with us. You had your 
opportunity. As a matter of fact, the committee acted favorably on 
the authorization of $5 million. Then after they acted favorably on 
it, we saw we did not have clear arrangements with Friendship 
authorities and had to back up. 

We said, “Work it out and see if you couldn’t get arrangements.” 
We never could make any arrangements. 
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Now, having failed to make any arrangements, we are forced to go 
into temporary quarters in Baltimore. It looks like to me Baltimore 
once had a good opportunity to have a headquarters there on Friend- 
ship, but you didn’t ride the bus, you sort of missed the bus by not go- 
——s and making the facilities available. 

Now you come in and say we should make the headquarters there. 
And one-half of all the activity of the headquarters is carried on with 
the Dayton, Ohio, Wright-Patterson Field. That is a hard question 
for us to decide, but we will do our level best, and we are going to try 
to reach a fair and impartial decision based upon one objective, to do 
what is best for the country. That is all we are going to try to do. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Friepet. Mr. Chairman, I want to clear up something. There 
never was a formal request from the ARDC to be situated at the 
Friendship Air Base. There was the MATS, but not the ARDC. 
They never made a formal request to be situated at the Friendship 
Airport. 

The CHatmrman. Well, here is the hearings. I just glanced over it. 
We had a long hearing. Mr. Elston was here from the Dayton area 
and everybody was concerned. We knew what was going on, and it 
was understood we were going to try to put it on Friendship. And 
we approved the item. Then when we couldn’t do it, we were forced 
down in Baltimore in buildings that were not adequate and protec- 
tion is not sufficient. 

Now we want to reach a decision as to a permanent headquarters 
and to build what is necessary. And one-half of all the work in head- 
quarters is carried on with the research and development that is taking 
place at Wright-Patterson. 

Mr. Frrepex. I am sure if a formal request were made to have the 
ARDC headquarters at Friendship Airport, I am confident 

The Cuarrman. What did you say? 

Mr. Frrepet. If a formal request were made. There has never been 
a formal request made to have the ARDC headquarters at Friendship. 
There is confusion. It was MATS that made the request and they 
want to use it as a military field. 

Mr. Devereaux. Mr. Chairman, I think I can clear up that point. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrmMan. Well, we will let the hearings speak for itself. 
And I will have the hearing analyzed. But I know one thing the com- 
mittee wanted to put it there. We didn’t put it there. But we said 
we want to try to get Friendship as a place for it and we never could 
work it out. 

And we are forced now to pay $1 million for rental. That doesn’t 
disturb me so much. But what does disturb me is why shouldn’t it be 
located where at least one-half of its work is right at its doorsteps. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, may I speak to this point about 
Friendship. It was never contemplated that the ARDC would actu- 
ally be located on the property owned by the municipal airport. Pub- 
lic Law 155 provides for troop facilities, administrative and supporting 
facilities, utilities, land acquisition, and storage facilities. So that 
it was never in the mind apparently of the committee or of the Air 
Force to physically place the headquarters building at their facilities 
on Friendship Airport. It was to be adjacent to Friendshp Arport, 
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where there is land available. Presently all they are doing today is 
operating command planes in and out of F riendship Airport. They 
can continue to operate their command planes in and out of Friend- 
ship Airport. 

Mr. Rivers. If my colleague will yield. 

Mr. Devereux. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. It is not unusual and it happens every day for one 
command to acquire property and have another command as a tenant 
on that base. This outfit now under General Power: When they go to 
Dayton, if they should go, they will be a tenant on the base there. We 
have tenants all the time. And one particular command is the con- 

.tracting agent. That is nothing unusual, if I could respectfully advise 
my esteemed colleague, Mr. Friedel. That is nothing unusual. It 
happens all the time. 

We have a tenant down at Charleston. The Tactical Air Command 
is now a tenant at Charleston, which is a MATS base. And we have 
ADC there, Air Defense Command. Down in Brookley, at Mobile, 
we have MATS a tenant of the Air Materiel Command. It happens 
all over the country and it happens all the time. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Kelleher, the counsel, has just advised me, and 
from my recollection—of course, I can’t remember everything that 
happened in 1951, due to the hot weather. (Laughter.) 

Nevertheless, I have been refreshing my mind. But my recollection 
was, and I know that when we reach the item for $5 million, we ap- 
proved it and then the question was raised, and General Myers and 
General Timberlake—I remember them—and General Putt, and all, 
said—here is what the record shows: 

The CHatrMAN. The next one is the Headquarters, Research in Baltimure, Md., 
$5,771,000. Without objection, we approve this item. 

Now, then, it developed later on that we all were under the impres- 
sion it was going to Friendship. And something happened, where 
the people over there wouldn’t go along with us, and we had no place 
to spend the $5 million, and the $5 million never was spent. Isn’t that 
the fact ? 

Mr. Friepet. That isn’t true. They never made a formal request. 

I say this, that there have been a lot of builders and people that 
own land 

The Cuatrman. I know. 

Mr. Frrepex. Written into Washington. 

The Cuarrman. We are going to build our own headquarters. My 
point I am trying to make: It looks like to me you missed the boat. 
You had the opportunity once to get it and you didn’t get it, and now 
you are complaining because they have lack of proper facilities there 
and they think it ought to be moved to a place where one-half of their 
business is done with one of the research centers. 

Mr. Frrepex. I am-sure and confident that we can have suitable land 
and a proper building for them whenever they desire it. 

The Cratrman. It is a pleasure to have had you appear. Thank 
you. 

Mr. Friepet. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. Now, General Devereux, is there any other witness 
you want to testify ? 

Mr. Deverevx. Yes, sir: the dean of our delegation, Mr. Fallon. 
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The CHAIRMAN, Come around, Mr. Fallon, if you please, sir. 
_ Mr. Fatton. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I would 
like to ask the unanimous consent of the committee to file a statement 


of my colleague, Mr. Edward A. Garmatz, in the record at this point. 
point. 


(The document is as follows :) 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee; in your consideration of legis- 
lation to authorize certain construction at military, naval and Air Force installa- 
tions, I would like to urge the committee to strike from the bill the amount 
designated for the removal of the Air Research and Development Command from 
Baltimore, Md., to Dayton, Ohio. I understand this is included in the $17,951,000 
requested for Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio (p. 41, line 8). 

At the outset, I would like to mention an important point brought out in the, 
report, Organization and Administration of the Military Research and Develop- 
ment Program by the Government Operations Committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives during the 83d Congress, which strongly recommended “the desirability 
of a functional and physical separation of material and logistic functions from 
research and development activities.” 

There are only two possible points of justification for the proposed removal 
of the ARDC from Baltimore to Dayton. 

One is the alleged improved efficiency of the integrated research operation, 
which the Air Force proponents of the move have stressed. 

The other is economy—an unusual, one might say, extremely rare military 
argument. But economy is most important to our overburdened taxpayer, and 
the claims in that field can be more readily resolved. 

First, the building. The Air Force asks $6 million plus $497,000 for moving 
records, personnel, etc. Using the approximate interest rate of 3 percent for 
Government savings bonds, the interest cost over a 25-year period would be 
$4.5 million, bringing the building cost to $10.5 million, as of 1980 or there- 
abouts. In addition, there would be the moving costs. 

At the 25-year annual rental of $259,000 proposed by the Baltimore interests, 
the 25-year cost would be $6,725,000. Under the Baltimore proposal, the Gov- 
ernment would own the building then, would pay no more rental. Its only 
expense thereafter would be for maintenance. 

If the Government spent $6 million to build the needed facilities, it would 
be saddled with the annual interest charge of 3 percent of $6 million, or $180,000, 
plus the maintenance, of course. No economy would be effected there. 

As to improved efficiency, similar doubt exists. Assuredly, as Assistant Sec- 
retary Gardner admits, there will be temporary loss of efficiency, because of 
the expected refusal of experienced civilian employees to go along to Dayton. 
General Power stated at the hearing on April 26, 1955, before the Military Op- 
erations Subcommittee, that he estimates this loss at 40 percent, the majority 
of which would be top management people. 

The Dayton area already is in short personnel supply—and General Power 
admits that, and at Wright Field his command would be further removed from 
the scientific center of the country—the Washington, D. C.—Boston area axis, 
and thus have a more limited field of selection, and a more restricted access to 
top scientific people. 

Against the repeated recommendation of previous studies that the ARDC be 
close to Baltimore and to Washington, namely, the report of the Special ARDC 
Site Selection Board, submitted by General James H. Doolittle, page 39 of the 
Military Operations Subcommittee hearings, April 26, 1955; also the Summary 
of the Facts and the Conclusion reached by General Orval R. Cook, Genera! 
Power cited to the House hearing two specific instances of expected improved 
efficiency as a result of proximity of this command with the other Dayton 
installations : 

(1) A message from a west coast center to his headquarters took 4 days to 
process—which could be avoided in a military area such as Wright Field by the 
use of scramblers, and (2) he stated his belief that 2 weeks to a month could 
be saved on every weapon by being out there physically. 

Development of weapons, the General said in his testimony before the Mili- 
tary Operations Subcommittee, took from 7 to 10 years, possibly even 12 years. 
The weapons are the various types of planes, and of course, there is a rela- 
tively small variety of planes tested. 
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A saving of 2 to 4 weeks, on a 7- to 12-year project, would not seem terribly 
impressive—2 weeks against 350 weeks, or possibly 600 weeks—is a minute sav- 
ings that could easily be achieved and surpassed by the more efficient procedure 
in the functional type of building the Baltimore interests propose. 

Furthermore, it seems to me that such a saving would be more than offset 
by the time which would be lost in securing personnel to replace those who remain 
in Baltimore; obtaining security clearance, which frequently takes as much as 
a year at the present rate of clearance; and the additional time which would be 
consumed in training the new personnel. 


Presumably, Assistant Secretary Gardner, General Power and other pro- 


Dayton witnesses, have put forth the best arguments they had to justify the 
proposed move. 


In the light of all the facts, and the comprehensive studies made heretofore, 
none of which even hinted at possible advantages at Wright Field, there has 
not been presented a convincing case for the movement. It certainly should not 
be permitted without a more detailed and conclusive study. 

And since the Military Operations Subcommittee of the Committee on Goy- 
ernment Operations recently met to receive testimony concerning the proposed 
move, and will meet again when certain reports become available, I do not 
believe that authorization of funds for the removal of the command should be 
approved until this subcommittee has had an opportunity to give further study 


to the matter. 
(Mr. Kelleher aside to chairman.) 
The Cuatrman. Mr. Fallon, before you proceed, let me read this. 
Now here is the bill, to show you I have refreshed my recollection. 


Headquarters, Research and Development Command, Friendship 
tional Airport, Baltimore, Md. 


That is what was all intended, all the time, to put it in Friendship. 

Now go ahead. 

Mr. Fation. Mr. Chairman, on that point, I think I understood 
Gseneral Power to say that after MATS moved to New Jersey it took 
most of the $5 million that was appropriated and they did not have 
enough money left to build a building at Friendship. 

I think that was the testimony here this morning. 

Mr. Chairman, I have a statement prepared and it might be repeti- 
tious to the statements that were just made by Mr. Friedel. So in the 
interest of time, I would ask unanimous consent if I could file this 
statement in the record. 

The CHatrMan. Without objection. 

(The document is as follows :) 


Interna- 


STATEMENT By Hon. GeorGE H. FALLON, OF MARYLAND, BEFORE THE HOUSE 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 


On April 2, Harold E. Talbott, Secretary of the Air Force, announced the 
proposed transfer of the headquarters of the Air Research and Development 
Command from Baltimore to Dayton, Ohio. Prior to this public announce- 
ment, the Department of the Air Force has repeatedly and consistently denied 
all rumors that this installation was to be moved out of Baltimore. 

I have been working very closely with members of the Maryland delegation 
and others in an intensive effort to prevent such a move, feeling sincerely that 
it is not practicable or economical. 

The loss of this installation would, of course, be harmful to the economy of 
Baltimore. However, if the people of Baltimore felt it would be truly in the 
national interest, they would, I am sure, withdraw their objections. However, 
they feel as I do, that there are many aspects to the situation which are not 
understandable and which should be gone into thoroughly before such a tre 
mendous expense is undertaken by the Government. 

Though Secretary Talbott states the proposed move is based on “reasons ot 
economy and efficiency,” in reality, I find that there are many uneconomical, 
inefficient, and questionable aspects to the proposed move. 
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1. I am quoting you below a paragraph which should be important in the 
consideration of the removal of the ARDC from Baltimore, to Dayton, Ohio, as 
requested by Secretary Talbott. 

“Procurement: The increase in size and complexity of the operation of 
the Air Materiel Command resulted in severe overcrowding and a scarcity of 
qualified personnel in the Dayton, Ohio, area. To avoid a costly expansion 
of facilities, this command undertook a decentralization program which would 
help relieve overcrowding, and, at the same time, reduce the strategic vulner- 
ability of the area.” 

The above is printed on page 224 of the Semiannual Report of the Secretary 
of Defense and of the Secretaries of the Army, Navy, and Air Force for the 
period of January 1 to June 30, 1952, and is signed at the end of the report 
by Thomas K. Finletter, Secretary of the Air Force, bearing date of October 
24, 1952. 

The letter of transmittal from the Secretary of Defense to the President is 
signed by Robert A. Lovett, and dated December 6, 1952. 

2. The Air Research and Development Command moved from Dayton, Ohio, 
to Baltimore as the result of a thorough study made by the committee, headed 
by General Doolittle, commonly referred to as the Doolittle Committee. 

Baltimore was selected because of its proximity to Washington and the United 
States Air Force Headquarters. I would like to point out that Baltimore is 
just as close to Washington and the Pentagon today as it was in 1951, in fact, 
we might say closer with the completion of the Baltimore-Washington Parkway. 
In a more recent study, the Cook Committee reached similar conclusions, namely, 
that the headquarters should be retained in the Baltimore area. 

Another very important reason why such a move is hard to justify is the 
fact that a third competent report, released during the latter part of May by 
the Hoover task force subcommittee, recommends that an adequate permanent 
headquarters building with appropriate facilities for the ARDC be promptly 
provided. The report, however, did not recommend any site for the location 
of the building and it was for this reason that I made contact with Dr. Mervin J. 
Kelly, chairman of the subcommittee, and asked him for his recommendations 
and views on a permanent location for the headquarters. 


He replied that he was very familiar with this problem and that a site within 
25 miles of Washington was most desirable. 

Dr. Kelly further stated that while Baltimore is more than 25 miles away, 
“there are locations in Maryland that meet the ‘some 25 mile’ requirement.” 

His letter and telegram are as follows: 


May 31, 1955. 
Hon. GeorGe H, FALLON, 


House of Representatives, 
Washington 25, D.C. 


My Dear Mr. FAtiton: I have received your letter of May 20. I am familiar 
with the problem of the permanent location of the Headquarters of the Air Force 
Research and Development Command. I served on two site location committees 
and the Hoover Subcommittee on Research and Development that reviewed the 
history of this problem and discussed it with appropriate members of the Air 
Force Research and Development organization. 

It is my understanding that the Hoover Subcommittee report will be made 
public today. I would prefer not to discuss the recommendations until the report 
is published. After that time, I shall be pleased to discuss the findings of the 


subcommittee and my views, arrived at with the background of my long associa- 
tion with the problem. 
Cordially yours, 
MERVIN J. KELLY. 
(The second letter is as follows :) 
New York, N. Y., June 1, 1955. 
Hon. Greorce H. FALLon, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 


Complete report of task force which I am sure you can obtain from Hoover 
Commission states “Headquarters of Research and Development Command tem- 
porarily located in Baltimore in inadequate facilities. For effective operation of 
headquarters facility of adequate size and suited to its requirement should be 
made available. Most desirable that headquarters be located within 25 miles of 
Washington. Subcommittee recommends establishment of permanent headquar- 
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ters within some 25 miles of Washington and providing it with housing adequate 
for its needs.” 

Limited distance from Washington making easy access to headquarters of 
three military departments and Department of Defense in Pentagon important 
location requirement. Center of any city is undesirable. Also Baltimore more 
than 25 miles away. There are locations in Maryland that meet the “some 25 
mile” requirement. See my letter to you of May 31. 


M. J. Ketty, 
Bell Telephone Laboratories. 

Yet, despite the exhaustive studies, findings, and recommendations of these 
three outstanding highly qualified committees, Mr. Talbott again states that the 
Air Force will ask Congress for an appropriation to transfer the ARDC Head- 
quarters from Baltimore to Dayton, Ohio, also, money for a headquarters build- 
ing to be built there at an estimated cost of approximately $6 million—in fact, 
there is an item in the bill being consfdered by this committee today for this 
purpose. 

Mr. Talbott states that his request is based upon an independent study made 
ofthe matter. As a matter of fact, it is becoming increasingly clear to everyone 
concerned that Mr. Talbott is accepting for some reason or other a recommenda- 
tion that meets with his particular approval and is rejecting those recommenda- 
tions which are not. 

In view of the recommendations of three top-level advisory committees, I chal- 
lenge the competency of the recommendations accepted by Mr. Talbott, which 
were founded upon a study of a scant 2 months. 

3. The total authorized military and civilian positions for headquarters, 
ARDC, Baltimore is 1,869. Over 800 are civilian employees. Between 600 and 
800 of these civilian employees will have to move to Dayton if the transfer goes 
through. 

Based on preliminary surveys by the Air Force, it has been estimated that at 
least 40 percent of the civilian personnel have already said they would not move 
to Dayton. 

It is extremely hazardous to risk losing a substantial number of ARDC's 
trained personnel which would have a serious effect upon the efficiency of opera- 
tion and would be very costly. This would mean the Government would have to 
replace them with new inexperienced personnel in Dayton, where the clerical 
situation is extremely tight and qualified personnel is scarce. The security clear- 
ance alone would take a number of months and involve a large expenditure. 

4. A large number of these career employees, as well as the officers and enlisted 
men, have purchased homes for themselves and their children and have become 
a part of the community. Their children are enrolled in Maryland schools. 

I believe the United States Government has a serious responsibility both to 
the community of Baltimore and to the personnel of ARDC and their families 
who are established there in considering any proposed relocation of the Air 
Research and Development Command. 

5. It is claimed that the facilities in Baltimore are inadequate. From state- 
ments contained in the Air Materiel Command Manual 70-4, it would appear 
that facilities at Wright-Patterson Field, headquarters of the AMC and also 
the Wright Air Development Center (an ARDC facility) are overcrowded and 
also inadequate. There is no existing facility to house ARDC headquarters at 
Dayton. 

As stated before, there is an item of $6 million in the bill presently being 
considered by this committee (H. R. 5700) specifically for this purpose. It is 
generally agreed, however, the new buildings would cost somewhere between 
$6 and $10 million. 

6. Plans and methods to retain the ARDC in Baltimore and to expand pres- 
ent facilities at a minimum cost have been offered by Baltimore interests. It 
is my understanding several sites within the 25-mile requirement have been 
offered to the Air Research and Development Command for the erection of an 
adequate permanent headquarters building. 

I understand too that offers have been made from independent contractors 
and developers in Baltimore to build a building under the lease-purchase agree- 
ment at a considerably less expenditure than would be required to move the 
installation and erect a new building at Dayton, Ohio. 

The building, of course, erected in Maryland would become the property of 
the Federal Government within 25 years. In my opinion, there are no problems 
that cannot be worked out between the Air Force and Baltimore City, and in a 
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manner more economically and efficiently than would result in a relocation of an 
organization the size of the Air Research and Development Command. 

7. I have been informed by the Department of the Air Force that the approx- 
imate cost of the original move of Headquarters, ARDC, from Wright-Patterson 
Air Force Base to Baltimore was $245,300. This included the cost of moving 
Government property from Washington, D. C., and Dayton, Ohio, to Baltimore; 
transportation of household effects for officers, airmen, and civilians; and mile 
age allowance as applicable. 

The estimated cost of now moving the Headquarters, ARDC, to Wright-Pat- 
terson Air Force Base from Baltimore is $497,308. This does not include capita! 
investments, or alteration expenditures on the facilities in Baltimore, which, I 
understand, amounts to more than $300,000 on the Sun Building alone. 

8. I certainly do not want to do anything or say anything that would hamper 
the Department of the Air Force in its research and development activities 
and I know the people of Baltimore felt the same way. 

However, in view of the basic conflicting opinions which seems to surround 
many of the decisions to transfer the ARDC, and after a careful consideration of 
all the facts available, I am of the firm opinion the proposed move is not eco- 
nomically feasible and I do not see how it can contribute to the efficiency of 
this installation. I most certainly do not agree with Mr. Talbott’s statement 
in this respect. 

I have no alternative but to recommend that the $6 million item be stricken 
from H. R. 5700 and that for the present the relocation of this installation to any 
locality other than the Baltimore area be disapproved, pending a full and im- 
partial investigation of the matter from an economical and operational stand- 
point to the Government and the country. 

I wish to take this opportunity to thank you and the members of this com- 
mittee for the opportunity afforded me to express my personal views and also 
those of my constituents, concerning the proposed relocation of the ARDC. 


Mr. Fation. Mr. Chairman, a telegram was read by my colleague 
and member of the committee, Congressman Devereux. 
I received a telegram, too, from Dr. Kelly, president of Bell Labor- 


atories. 

My telegram reads a little different from his. 

I have it in here as part of the record, but I would just like to call 
the committee’s attention just to a few sentences in it. 

It is in response to a letter that I wrote Dr. Kelly asking for infor- 
mation in regard to this proposition. 

He says: 

Headquarters of Research and Development Command temporarily located in 
the Baltimore inadequate facilities. For effective operation of headquarters, 
facilities of adequate size and suited to its requirements should be made avail 
able. Most desirable that the headquarters be located within 25 miles of 
Washington. Subcommittee recommends establishment of a permanent head- 
quarters within some 25 miles of Washington, and providing it with housing 
adequate for its needs. 

That is a part of the telegram. I have the whole telegram in my 
statement in the record. 

Mr. Chairman, of course General Power made a good case and he 
probably could have made the same good case if he wanted to stay in 
Baltimore. 

But the information, and all of the information that we have been 
able to secure, are from the investigating commitiees who have had 
this subject for the past 5 years, and in each case, from the recommen- 
dation of the Doolittle committee and sustained by the Cook report 
and as recently as June 1 to get information from the Hoover Com- 
mission subcommittee task force, they all come to the same conclu- 
sion, that this operation should be kept within 25 miles of Washington. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Fatton. Thank you. 
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The Cuarrman. Now, I want to ask you this. 

Just sit right down, again. I want to ask you a question. 

You heard the general say that one-half—of course we all grant 
the lack of proper facilities in Baltimore now. 

We all recognize they must have proper facilities, in the type of 
building and everything. 

Now you heard the general say that at least one-half of all his 
work was done with the activities at Wright-Patterson Air Force base. 

Would it not be in the interests of economy to have a headquarters 
in as close proximity to where one-half of the work was being done? 

Mr. Fation. Mr. Chairman, I don’t feel that I am qualified to in 
my judgment make a statement one way or the other. As I said be- 
fore, the information that I received is from people who have made a 
study on both the economic and national defense aspect, and these 
commissions that were set up, especially the last one, the task force of 
the Hoover Commission, I think took all those things into considera- 
tion before they made their selection. 

The Cuairman. We get constant reports from the Hoover Commis- 
sion. With all deference to it, I find myself and Congress finds itself 
in disagreement oftentimes with the conclusion and the recommenda- 
tion of the Hoover Commission. 

Now, there is another group that made this investigation, and that 
is these 10 commanding officers in the research field. 

Now, they reached the decision that the area was not the proper 
area. 

Now, what do vou have to say about that ? 

Mr. Fatton. Well, I do not think—as I said before, I am only testi- 
fying here what I can find out from the experts. 

The CHarrman. Well, all right. 

Now, we are lawyers and we know how we have to evaluate expert 
testimony. That is the same evaluation we would have to place upon 
the testimony of these officers charged with this responsibility. 

They have a certain mission to perform. And they say that certain 
factors exist so they can’t meet their full expectation and meet their 
full responsibiilty. 

If conditions are changed they feel they could do it. 

Now, aren’t we compelled, being laymen and not qualified, to rely 
upon expert testimony along those lines? 

Mr. Fation. As I said before, Mr. Chairman, we got expert testi- 
mony on both sides. 

The CoatrrmMan. Oh, yes, that is right. 

Mr. Fatton. And we as laymen have to evaluate it as best we can. 

The CuarrmMan. That is right, good. 

Well, I just wanted to reach a decision with you before we go to 
the floor to debate these matters so we will know exactly that we are 
not very far apart as to what witnesses you want touse. _ 

You want to use yours and I might want to use mine. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Fatton. Thank you. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuamrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Deverevx. I have a statement here from Samuel M. Hecht, vice 
president of the Baltimore Association of Commerce. . 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Devereux. Which I would like to insert in the record. But 
before doing so, I would like to ask counsel to read three paragraphs 
which I think are to the point. 

Mr. Keiiener. (Reading): 


Before the Air Research and Development Command was organized (only 5 
years ago), research and production were handled by a single command. This 
dual mission often failed to give satisfactory priority to research. In this re- 
spect it is interesting to note that the Ridenour committee made up of members 
of the Air Force Scientific Advisory Board reported in 1949 that too low a priority, 
both on the Air Staff and in Air Force operational command, was assigned re- 
search and development activities. 

This view was also supported by an Air University group composed of military 
experts, headed by Maj. Gen. Orville Anderson, studying the same problem. It 
became increasingly evident that, if the Air Force were to achieve qualitative su- 
periority with its aircraft, weapons, and techniques, it must separate the respon- 
sibilities for research and production. This prompted the formation of ARDC 
with separate headquarters away from Dayton and its 4-star commander there. 

With reference to organizational responsibility, I should like to call your 
attention to the fact that an analysis of the corporate structure of either General 
Motors or General Electric will show that the research and development people 
report directly to the president of the respective companies and that they are 
set up in established and distinct headquarters removed from the influences and 
jurisdiction of the production departments— 


and it refers to appendix 1 at this point. 


But now we learn that the Air Force, without recommendation from any top- 
level committee, and in the face of site location studies, has requested that the 
Air Research and Development Command be returned to Dayton. Wright Field 
is an overcrowded and congested facility, farther from Washington and the 
USAF Headquarters and under the wing of Air Force production and procure- 
ment (Air Material Command. ) 

This transfer request has been brought about, as I understand it, simply be- 
cause of alleged inadequate office space arrangements in Baltimore. 


Mr. Rivers. Who is that signed by ? 

Mr. Ketiener. That is a statement of Samuel M. Hecht, vice presi- 
dent of the Baltimore Association of Commerce, and chairman of the 
association’s aviation committee. 

The Cuarrman. Ishe here to testify in person ? 

Mr. Devereux. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right; let the record show that that is his 
statement. 

(The document is as follows :) 


My name is Samuel M. Hecht, and I am chairman of the board of the Hecht Co. 
I am a vice president of the Baltimore Association of Commerce and also chair- 
man of the association’s committee on aviation. For the past 2 years I have 
been national treasurer of the Air Force Association and a member of their 
board of directors. 

The threatened transfer of the Headquarters of the Air Research and De- 
velopment Command from Baltimore to Dayton, Ohio, is a matter of grave 
concern to Baltimore. The loss of this high-level military installation would be 
extremely harmful to the economy of the entire Baltimore area, but I would 
certainly have no objection to such a transfer if I could be assured that it was in 
the national interest. 

There are many aspects of this proposal which in my opinion require the fullest 
consideration of your committee. 

Before the Air Research and Development Command was organized—only 5 
years ago—research and production were handled by a single command. This 
dual mission often failed to give satisfactory priority to research. In this respect 
it is interesting to note that the Ridenour committee made up of members of the 
Air Force’s Scientific Advisory Board reported in 1949 that too low a priority, 
both on the air staff and in Air Force operational command, was assigned research 
and development activities. 
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This view was also supported by an Air University group composed of mili- 
tary experts, headed by Major General Orville Anderson, studying the same 
problem. It became increasingly evident that, if the Air Force were to achieve 
qualitative superiority with its aircraft, weapons, and techniques, it must sepa- 
rate the responsibilities for research and production. This prompted the forma- 
tion of ARDC with separate headquarters away from Dayton and its four-star 
commander there. 

With reference to organizational responsibility, I should like to call your 
attention to the fact that an analysis of the corporate structure of either General 
Motors or General Electric will show that the research and development people 
report directly to the president of the respective companies and that they are 
set up in established and distinct headquarters removed from the influences and 
jurisdiction of the production departments. See appendix I. 

(The appendix is as follows :) 


APPENDIx I 


GENERAL MOTORS 





President—Ralph J. Gordiner (New York City) 

~~ |——- Vice President and General Manager of Research Laboratory Divi- 
sion—Charles MeCuen (15 miles out of Detroit) 

Executive Vice President—Detroit 
‘Vice President in Charge of Body and Assembly Group— 


oy F. Gordon (Detroit) 
Vice President and General Manager of Fisher Body 


Division—J. E. Goodman ( Detroit) 

















GENERAL ELECTRIC 





President—Ralph J. Gordiner (New York City) 
(_——_Vice President of Research—C. Guy Suits, Knolls Laboratories, West 
Schenectady 
————Vice President, Manufacturing Services—A. F. Vinson (New York 
City) 
Executive Vice President (4 of these, 1 for each group of products— 
i. e., apparatus group, appliance group, etc.) 














But now we learn that the Air Force, without recommendation from any top- 
level committee, and in the face of site location studies, has requested that the 
Air Research and Development Command be returned to Dayton. Wright Field is 
an overcrowded and congested facility, further from Washington and the 
USAF Headquarters and under the wing of Air Force production and procure- 
ment (Air Materiel Command). This transfer request has been brought about, 
as I understand it, simply because of alleged inadequate office space arrange- 
ments in Baltimore. 

General Power, Commanding General of ARDC, has testified that under pres- 
ent operating conditions in Baltimore he is particularly handicapped in the 
proper function of his communication and security programs. I submit that the 
whole problem can be simply solved by consolidating the command at one of 
several possible locations in the Baltimore metropolitan area. 

As an example, one very reputable firm has made an offer to the Air Force 
to build a facility which meets all of the ARDC’s requirements for a consoli- 
(ated headquarters building. This firm has offered to build under the lease- 
purchase program a building containing approximately 270,000 square feet, with 
offices and facilities as specified by the Air Force including air-conditioning, 
cafeteria, auditorium, and a parking lot for 550 cars. 

The location is only some 40 to 50 minutes driving time from the Pentagon, 
near Friendship International Airport, close to a military base (Fort George G. 
Meade) and convenient to adequate housing and shopping facilities, with suit- 
able highway access. On a 25-year lease-purchase agreement, annual costs to 
the Government would be approximately $269,000 compared to present rentals in 
Baltimore of $403,633. On a 150-year term, annual costs of the lease would be 
about $348,000 still considerably below present rental figures. 
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I can cite numerous other examples of locations or offers that would very 
possibly meet the Air Force needs. Included among these are sites adjacent to 
Friendship International Airport. One of these sites, in particular, contains 
84 acres (all or any part thereof can be acquired) located on a good road, border- 
ing the airport, with the acreage on level clear land. 

Water, gas, electricity, and sewers are all available at this location. Another 
offer which has been submitted to the Air Force for consideration is a downtown 
location multistory building containing more than 225,000 square feet of space. 

On a 25-year lease basis this last named facility would cost the Government 
an estimated $185,000 per year compared with the $403,633 rentals now paid for 
approximately the same floor space. Any single building utilized as a head- 
quarters would result in immediate savings from the point of view of size of 
security forces needed, elimination of constant movement of personnel and com- 
munications between separated headquarters facilities. 

If the Government is interested in avoiding any lease commitments or capita] 
expenditures, available buildings at Fort Meade could be utilized. This military 
post is only a few miles from Friendship International Airport and convenient 
to both Baltimore and Washington. 

Over 800 civilian employees are currently employed by ARDC in Baltimore, 
trained in their jobs at Government expense. Mr. Talbott has stated to the 
Maryland congressional delegation that between 600 and 800 civilian employees 
would have to move to Dayton in connection with this transfer. If Baltimore’s 
experience with the recent loss of the Signal Corps Depot to Tobyhanna, Pa., is 
any criterion, 80 percent of the civilian personnel will not go along with such 
a move! That being the case, their valuable experience and training will be 
completely lost to the Air Force and the Government. 

The United States is now in a great technical race with Russia and it would 
appear to me that any major loss of civilian employees to the headquarters at 
this time would certainly bring momentum of the command to a near halt for 
many months. Time is of the essence and any reorganization necessary for the 
hiring of new personnel will certainly negatively affect the mission of ARDC. 
Civilians cannot simply be hired and put to work, but require careful screening 
and processing, all of which involves considerable expenditures of time and 
money. 

At Wright Field near Dayton are located the headquarters of the Air Material 
Command and the Wright Air Development Center (an ARDC facility with 
approximately 10,000 of the command’s 41,000 personnel). It would appear to 
be against all Government recommendations of dispersal and decentralization to 
add still another vital installation to the facility. That would place two of 
your top Air Force commands on one base subject to being wiped out by one 
bomb! 

It is interesting to note that the Air Force recently took recognition of the 
fact that Wright Field is an overcrowded facility; that there is a shortage of 
qualified personnel in the Dayton area and that there is an overconcentration 
of operational activities on the base! As a source for this statement I refer 
to the Air Force’s AMC Manual 70-4, Section XV, dated July 22, 1954. 

In conclusion, I believe in all sincerity that Baltimore can offer an adequate 
solution to ARDC’s headquarters’ problem of scattered locations without the 
necessity of moving the whole command to Dayton. Any solution other than a 
permanent site in the Baltimore-Washington area would be directly contradict- 
ing recommendations of the Doolittle Site Location Committee and the more 
recent report of General Cook’s Committee. 

I don’t think this move is justified. I am sure that Congress will find that 
the national interest can best be served by establishing the headquarters for the 
Air Research and Development Command in a single permanent facility in the 
Baltimore metropolitan area. 


The Cuarrman. Allright. What is the next one? 

Mr. Devereux. I have a statement by the senior Senator from 
Maryland, Senator John Marshall Butler, which I would like to have 
permission to insert in the record, and ask the counsel to read just two 
paragraphs, short paragraphs of that statement. 

Mr. Ke.iteuwer (reading) : 


Now, 4 years later, we are informed that on the basis of a more recent “inde- 
pendent study and review” that a move from Baltimore to Dayton is necessary 
in the interest of efficiency and economy. I dare say that 4 years from now stil! 





another study, independent or otherwise, would reveal that this important com- 
mand should be located elsewhere in harmony with trends and conditions then 
existent. 

It seems to me that these oscillatory policies, predicated as they are on highly 
variable conditions, set themselves in basic conflict with the very meaning and 
prime goal of efficiency and economy in government. My entire tenure of public 
office has been devoted to this essential objective—essential if we are ever to 
reduce the costs of government and to reduce the burden on the taxpayers. 


The CuatrMan. Without objection, the Senator’s statement goes in. 


STATEMENT BY SENATOR JOHN MARSHALL BUTLER 


Mr. Chairman, you and the members of your subcommittee are most kind to 
afford me this opportunity to express my views concerning the contemplated 
transfer of the Air Research and Development Command from Baltimore, Md., 
to Dayton, Ohio. 

I wish that I could muster the words with which to convey to you the depth and 
sincerity of my opposition to this proposal. However, rather than grope for a 
series of colorful adjectives, springing from emotional considerations, I believe 
that this entire matter can be quickly reduced to a few basic fundamentals. I 
shall be very brief. 

It is quite probable that the officials of the Department of Defense and the 
Department of the Air Force will endeavor to justify this move in conformity 
with a preconceived objective and present-day conditions. But, 1 would remind 
these same officials that in 1951, on the basis of then available expert analysis 
and testimony, a decision was reached to consolidate the headquarters of the 
Air Research and Development Command in one building to be located in the 
vicinity of Friendship International Airport. Public Law 155, 82d Congress, Ist 
session, authorizes $5,446,000 for this project, but no part of the funds have ever 
been appropriated. 

Now, 4 years later, we are informed that on the basis of a more recent “inde 
pendent study and review” that a move from Baltimore to Dayton is necessary 
in the interest of efficiency and economy. I dare say that 4 years from now 
still another study, independent or otherwise, would reveal that this important 
command should be located elsewhere in harmony with trends and conditions 
then existent. : 

It seems to me that these oscillatory policies, predicated as they are on highly 
variable conditions. set themselves in basic conflict with the very meaning and 
prime goal of efficiency and economy in government. My entire tenure of public 
office has been devoted to this essential objective—essential if we are ever to 
reduce the costs of government and to reduce the burden on the taxpayers. 

It so happens that this is not the first major removal of a Government facility 
from my State. Last year, the Army Signal Corps Depot was transferred from 
Baltimore, Md., to Tobyhanna, Pa. This is now an accomplished fact, but the 
point I wish to make is that within a period of 2 or 3 years these cumbersome 
and extensive stocks of Signal Corps parts and equipment were moved 3 times 
at a mammoth cost to the taxpayers. In all of these moves, the moving costs 
often reach astronomical proportions, and these expenses are carefully mini- 
mized in any official discussions. 

The fallacious and illogical reasoning which seems to surround many of these 
decisions to transfer is evident in the predicament now confronting the Civil 
Defense Administration. 

Despite an official vote of disapproval by the United States Senate in Angust 
of last year, this agency was moved from Metropolitan Washington to Battle 
Creek, Mich. Only recently in testimony before the Senate Armed Services 
Committee, Governor Val Peterson, FCDA Administrator, practically admitted 
that presently the Battle Breek “experiment” was not satisfactory and that an- 
other year would be needed to appraise accurately the ultimate advantage of 
moving to that Midwestern city. 

Not only does our Nation not have another year to waste in crystallizing a 
program for survival in the event of atomic attack, but here we find the seeds 
of another relocation of the Civil Defense Administration, which might possibly 
bloom in 12 months. 

In this setting, and from these personal observations, I should like to recom- 
mend that the Congress and the Administration establish some coherent, sensi- 
ble, comprehensive, long-range policy for the location of all Government 





installations, possibly under the purview of the National Security Agency or 
the Office of Defense Mobilization. 

I would envision that such a policy would greatly exceed the present gov- 
ernmental function of assigning installations on the basis of defense perimeters, 
dispersal, and critical labor areas. In other words, it just does not make sense 
to me for the people of America to be asked every few years to approve a new 
game of musical chairs for Government agencies, with the rules of each game 
set by the changing whims of the Federal bureaucracy. 

Admittedly, there may be occasions when, in the interest of national security 
and defense, a move might be wholly justified in spite of the tremendous ex- 
penses involved. But, through the adoption of my recommendation, this trend 
toward repeated relocations, predicated upon unstable, and frequently varia- 
ble, conditions will be reversed at considerable savings to the taxpayers. 

Pending the establishment of this long-range policy, I respectfully urge that 
this committee recommend to the President that contemplated relocation of 
Government installations, including the Air Research and Development Com- 
mand, be halted in the national interest. 

I thank you very much for your courtesy. 


The CHarmMan. Is that Senator Beall’s statement / 

Mr. Devereux. Yes, sir, I have a statement from Senator Beall. 
The CHamman. All right, put Senator Beall’s statement in. 
(The statement is as follows :) 


STATEMENT BY SENATOR J. GLENN BEALI ( REPUBLICAN —MARYLAND) 


The Air Research and Develepment Command was moved from Dayton’s 
Wright-Patterson Field and established in Baltimore after a top-level advisory 
committee under General Doolittle made a thorough study of the situation. One 
of the reasons Baltimore was selected was its proximity to Washington and 
United States Air Force Headquarters. It would appear that this reason 
is just as important today as it was in 1951. 

We contacted a number of scientists who were members of the Doolittle 
Committee and some of their answers in this regard were quite interesting. | 
would like to quote one in particular : 

This eminent scientist said in part, “I remember that I did feel strongly, and 
still do, that it was important for the Headquarters of ARDC to be near enough 
to Washington so that a close relationship could be maintained both with the air 
staff and with the headquarters and other Washington organizations of the 
Army, Navy and Department of Defense. Considerable weight was put on this 
requirement in the discussions of the Board. 

“I do feel it is important for ARDC to have a permanent headquarters rather 
than the temporary one in which they are still operating. If this permanent 
headquarters were in or near Baltimore, the move into it might produce less dis- 
location and loss of experienced personnel than would be occasioned by moving 
to a more distant site.” 

Secretary Talbott has said that the move is for reasons of economy and that the 
decision was made after “an independent study and review by a firm of industrial 
engineers.” 

We have not had a study made by a firm of industrial engineers, but let us see 
how economically feasible it would be. 

Wright-Patterson Field, headquarters of the Air Materiel Command and also 
the Wright Air Development Center—an ARDC facility—is understood to be 
overcrowded and it is generally agreed that there are no existing facilities avail- 
able to house ARDC Headquarters. It is understood that the Government owns 
considerable land near the field on which buildings could be erected at a cost 
of somewhere between 6 and 10 million dollars. Is this economically feasible? 

Over 800 civilian enyployees are currently employed by the headquarters in 

3altimore. Secretary Talbott has advised us that between 600 and 800 employees 
would have to move to Dayton if the transfer became effective. If Baltimore's 
experience with the loss of the Signal Corps Depot to Tobyhana, Pa., is a cri- 
terion, the bulk of the civilian personnel would not go along with the move. This 
being the case, the Air Force and the Government would lose their valuable 
experience and training. 

In addition, the Dayton labor pool for civilian clerical workers is reported to 
be virtually exhausted. It would be very difficult to secure replacements for 
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civilian employees who have established homes in Baltimore and would not trans- 
fer to Dayton. 


Is this economically feasible? 

In my opinion, none of these reasons are. It would be much simpler and, in 
fact, good business for the Air Force if the ARDC were set up as a separate 
agency in Baltimore. 

We have the facilities. We have the civilian personnel with homes and schools 
to accommodate them, If expansion is needed, Baltimore interests have offered 
to construct a headquarters building under a lease agreement with payments not 
out of line with current rentals in the general vicinity of Friendship Airport. 

At the very least, I recommend that the Air Force set up another group, simi- 
lar to the Doolittle Commission, to determine if this proposed move is practi- 
cable, economically feasible, and in the best interests of our country. 


Mr. Deverevx. Then I have a statement from Hon. Edward T. 
Miller. 


The CHarrMan. Put his statement in here. 
(The statement is as follows:) 


STATEMENT OF Hon. Epwarp T. MILter, First District or MARYLAND 


Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the opportunity to express to you and this com- 
mittee my opposition to the proposed removal of the Air Research and Develop- 
ment Command from Baltimore where it has been located for the past several 
years. 

Although not a resident of the Baltimore area, as a Marylander, I naturally 
would regret seeing any fine installation leave our State unless there was sound 
justification for so doing in the public interest or for the benefit of the service 
concerned. 

Frankly, I know of no circumstances that would justify such action in this 
instance. 

I am sure this committee, as has the Defense Department Subcommittee of 
Appropriations on which I serve, has heard much testimony regarding the detri- 
mental effect that too frequent changes in station has had upon the morale of 
individuals in the services, and also the importance of retaining skilled and 
competent personnel in the defense effort, whether they be in uniform or are 
civilians. 

I am sure that you share the general belief in the importance of cutting down 
oh expenses, including unnecessary travel and transportation and time con- 
sumed in changes of station. 

Moving this important installation at this time would be disadvantageous, 
both from the standpoint of the expenses involved and wasted time and effort, 
but also because of the adverse effect on the morale of personnel concerned and 
the probable loss of many valuable civilian employees who would be unable or 
unwilling to move from their present homes. 

It was the feeling of the majority of the committee that because of the ex- 
pense involved and other factors mentioned, major changes in location should 
not be made lightly and then only after full consideration and justification 
before the proper committees of Congress. 

I hope therefore that this great committee will give this matter most careful 
scrutiny before approving such a transfer. 


The Cuamman. Now may I suggest, General, to have a complete 
record about this, to put in this hearing the testimony that was de- 
livered before the committee over yonder. It has already been 
printed. 

Mr. Rivers. The Government Operations Committee ? 

The Cuamman. The Government Operations Committee. 

Mr. Deverevx. I believe so. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the reporter will incorporate 
in this hearing the testimony before the Government Operations 
Committee. 

(The information is as follows:) 
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PROPOSED MOVE OF AIR RESEARCH AND DEVELOP- 
MENT COMMAND FROM BALTIMORE, MD., TO DAYTON, 
OHIO 


House or ReEprEsENTATIVES, 
SvuscoMMITTEE ON MILiTary OPERATIONS OF THE 
CoMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, 
Tuesday, April 26, 1955, Washington, D. C. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to notice, at 2 p. m., in room G-53, 
House Administration Committee Room, United States Capitol Build- 
ing, Washington, D. C., Hon. Chet Holifield (chairman of the sub- 
committee) presiding. 

Present: Representatives Holifield (presiding), Garmatz, Fascell, 
Griffiths, Hoffman, Riehlman, and Lipscomb. 

Also present: Michael P. Balwan, staff director; and James F. Eck- 
hart, assistant counsel. 

Mr. Houtrtevp. The hearing this afternoon is called for the purpose 
of receiving testimony concerning the proposed move of the Air 
Force’s Research and Development Command from Baltimore, Md., to 
Dayton, Ohio. 

This subcommittee has had a continuing interest in the various as- 
pects of research and development in the military departments. Many 
of you will recall the research and development hearings held by my 
distinguished colleague, R. Walter Riehlman, during the 83d Con- 
gress. 

In the report which was issued following the hearings, the Govern- 
ment Operations Committee recommended strongly the desirability of 
a functional and physical separation of materiel and logistic functions 
from research and development activities. It is my understanding 
that the Air Force Research and Development Command is a head- 
quarters operation and has been located in Baltimore since 1951. 

Mr. Garmatz, a distinguished Congressman from Baltimore, is an 
interested party in this matter. I lean on Mr. Garmatz for support 
in my subcommittee’s activities because he is a conscientious and 
diligent member of this subcommittee. We should be happy to hear 
from him, if he chooses to address himself to the subcommittee. 

Mr. Garmatz. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I 
have been concerned about this matter for some time and have been 
attempting to get to the bottom of it to try to find out why the Air 
Force is so insistent on moving this facility out of Baltimore City. 

We have been told it is for reasons of efficiency and economy, but 
it is my understanding, that the expenses of the move itself will be 
more than offset by any alleged saving. By disrupting the organiza- 
tion at this time and by moving career people about suddenly and 
arbitrarily, and by shifting the whole method of operation, I certainly 
don’t see how this can contribute to the efficiency. 

As a member of the committee I think I can assure the people of 
Baltimore that we will not be satisfied with anything less than a full 
explanation. If this is not any better than the arguments we have 
been given up to now I certainly cannot see this committee standing 
idly by and allowing this kind of situation to develop. 
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I certainly appreciate very much the courtesy extended to me by 
Chairman Holified of the subcommittee, and I am glad that the other 
colleagues from Baltimore and the counties and the two United States 
Senators are joining in protesting this problem. 

Mr. Chairman, I have some other questions I would like to ask later 
on. But that is all at this particular time. 

Mr. Houtrtevp. Thank you very much. 

We are fortunate in having with us today the Honorable Trevor 
(;ardner, Assistant Secretary of the Air Force for Research and 
Development, who can explain (1) why the Air Force wishes to move 
ARDC outside of Baltimore, (2) why Baltimore was not selected to be 
the permanent headquarters, (3) why Dayton was selected as the future 
home for ARDC, (4) a complete financial study of the relative costs of 
all the alternate considerations, (5) the effect upon research and devel- 
opment activities of the move to Dayton, and (6) a report of any 
possible loss of efficiency which would result from the requirement to 
train new civilian personnel in Dayton. I am sure that we will have 
many other questions that we will want to ask the Secretary. 

It is my understanding that we have with us today a distinguished 
citizen of the city of Baltimore, Mr. Samuel Hecht, vice president of 
the Baltimore Association of Commerce, president of the Hecht Co., 
and treasurer of the Air Force Association. We look forward to testi- 
mony which he can give this subcommittee in support of his position 
that ARDC should remain in Baltimore. 

Included in our witnesses for today’s hearing is my distinguished 
colleague, Congressman Samuel Friedel, from Baltimore, Md. He has 
followed this proposed move very closely and has asked that he be 
heard today; and I notice from my list of witnesses that we will receive 
testimony from other distinguished witnesses, including Congressman 
Fallon and Senator Butler, and 

Mr. Deverevx. I am here too. 

Mr. Houtrtetp. Oh, and Congressmen Devereux and DeWitt Hyde. 
Senator Beall is here, isn’t he? 

Mr. Beau. Yes, I am here. 

Mr. Hottrretp. And Congressman Lankford. Let the record show 
that those gentlemen from the State of Maryland are here. 

While we have not asked any other witnesses to be heard on this 
matter, I should like to make it plain that the subcommittee always 
takes an impartial view on these problems and, in so doing, will be 
happy to hear the views of as many other parties as it can come close 
to accommodating in the time available for hearings. 

Mr. Horrman. Mr. Chairman, may I ask you, Does this committee 
have any authority to tell the armed services where to locate this 
plant, to give permission for location of defense plants? 

Mr. Houirrtp. Well, the permission for location of defense installa- 
tions belongs with the Armed Services Committee. Our interest in 
this is in following up the research and development—and efficiency 
and operation of research and development in the Department of 
Defense which does come within our committee jurisdiction. 

If this move is calculated to impair the recommendations from 
various committees that have studied the efficiency, the economy of 
operation of research and development projects, then we feel that it 
comes properly within that phase of our committee jurisdiction. 

Mr. Horrman. I thank you. 
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Mr. Hourrierp. This committee will not pass judgment upon 
whether this move is to be authorized by the Armed Services 
Committee. 

Mr. HorrmMan. Would it be up to that committee to suggest whether 
it be retained in Baltimore or moved to the Dayton location ? 

Mr. Houtrtevp. It could be within the function of both committees 
to pass judgment upon it, I think. 

Mr. Horrman. What do we do, something in the way of making a 
preliminary finding to assist the Committee on Armed Services ? 

Mr. Hottrretp. It might be that our testimony would be of value 
to the Armed Services Committee. But we are interested in the 
efficiency of operation of research and development. 

Mr. Gardner, you will be recognized at this time. 


STATEMENT OF TREVOR GARDNER, ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF 
THE AIR FORCE FOR RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 


Mr. Garpner. I am glad to be here and present our reasons for this 
move before the Maryland delegation, since they certainly have a 
right to hear them and understand them. 

As Assistant Secretary of the Air Force for Research and Develop- 
ment, I am charged with the research and development matters. It 
is here that actual directions are given to the Chief of Staff of the 
Air Force for the actual operating management of our Air Research 
and Development Command. With me today is Lieutenant General 
Power, the commander of Air Research and Development Command, 
who makes his headquarters in Baltimore. 

I examined initially, upon coming into the Air Force, the entire 
mechanics of the management structure and was tremendously im- 
pressed at that time with the lack of adequate facilities in the Balti- 
more area to do the job which was assigned to us. 

We have had a number of studies made of this problem, and I think 
the single most compelling reason which caused me to recommend 
to the Secretary that we move the headquarters to Dayton was the 
fact that the location of the headquarters in Baltimore, and its lack 
of adequate facilities, was causing really serious delay of carrying 
out our major job which is the creation of new weapons systems. 

This is a provable delay and one we have developed some statistics 
on in numbers of areas, and one which we felt would be corrected by 
a movement of the headquarters to a better location. 

This delay is caused by a number of things, some of which will be 
brought out, partly by the arrangement of the organization in 
Baltimore, partly by the fact that we do not have secure communica- 
tion channels, and partly by the fact that because Baltimore is rea- 
sonably remote from most of our centers, rather large volumes of 
documentation have been necessary to convey problems and ideas con- 
cerning the weapons problem from the research centers to the head- 
quarters, and again to Washington and back. 

We made an analysis of where we were actually doing our business 
from this headquarters, and General Power will give you some of 
the statistics, but some of them I think are quite impressive. Out 
of our 37,506 people over 10,000 of them were located at Wright Air 
Development Center in Dayton. 





This headquarters is concerned with the management of those 
yeople, so that 26 percent of our management problem is located in 


n. 

tee projects about 67 percent of them are managed out of Dayton. 
Of our communications well over 50 percent of our communications 
are with Dayton. As a matter of fact, most of our communications 
that go out of the headquarters in any direction go toward Dayton 
rather than toward Washington or toward any other headquarters. 

As a result of a number of studies it appeared that we could lay 
down some criteria for this headquarters relocation. First, we could 
say it should be on a military reservation for reasons of security, sup- 
port, and soon. We could say that it should be preferably on a base 
which was already occupied by the Research and Development Com- 
mand. 

We looked at a number of other locations, and the more we looked 
the more the Dayton area seemed to be the most important, partly for 
the reasons I have given and partly because the Air Materiel Com- 
mand Headquarters are located there. There is a tremendous amount 
of personal liaison between the commanders of the various segments 
of Air Materiel Command and Air Research and Development Com- 
mand. This is an additional motivation for putting it at Wright, 
from Baltimore. 

I will address myself principally to the first few questions you asked. 
Why we moved or why we wish to move ARDC outside of Baltimore. 
] made the recommendation to the Secretary that we move to Dayton, 
and General Power made a separate recommendation to the Chief of 
Staff that we move to Dayton. 

I might introduce General Power, if I may, and ask him to give 
you more detailed information. 

Mr. Garmartz..Could I address a few questions to the Secretary ? 
That is, before General Power starts his presentation ? 

Mr. Houirrevp. I understand that General Power is going to speak 
on the other four requests, or what you have just testified on, Mr. 
Secretary ? 

Mr. Garpner. We have received a number of other questions, and 
we were trying to arrange our testimony so that most of the questions 
we understood you wanted answered would be answered. We will go 
right down the list as we have it here. 

Mr. Houtrrexp. I think it would be better for us to let the Air Force 
have the opportunity of making an orderly presentation, and then take 
each witness one at a time. 

Mr. Horrman. May the record show that two Congressmen from 
Ohio just came in? I assume they want to be heard. 

Mr. Hotirretp. We will give you an opportunity later on to 
appear. 


STATEMENT OF LT. GEN. THOMAS POWER, COMMANDER, AIR 
RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT COMMAND 


General Power. Gentlemen, I understand that you desire the 
answers to the following questions. One was the Cook report, which 
you would like discussed 

Mr. Houtrteip. Well now, you are not addressing yourself to the 
questions that I asked at the beginning. Some of them, your testi- 
mony will pertain to, will it? 
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General Power. The questions I am about to answer I believe were 
furnished by your staff. 
Mr. Garpner. Perhaps we don’t have them in the same order you 
do, sir. 
Mr. Houirrevp. All right, go right ahead. 
General Power. There was a question of A. M. C. Manual 70-4. 
I believe they wanted us to bring a copy of that with us. 
(The section of A. M. C. Manual 70-4 in which the committee was 
interested follows :) 
AMCM 70-4 
22 Jul 54 


SEcTION XV. RELATIONSHIP TO THEE AF Depots UNDER DECENTRALIZATION 


At the beginning of fiscal year 1953, the AMC decentralized many of its activi- 
ties, among them procurement. Decentralization was initiated because it was 
determined that such action would more efficiently accomplish the AMC logistic 
mission. Several of the factors which led to this determination are cited below: 

(a) Concentration of operating functions at Headquarters AMC caused policy 
and planning to be slighted. 

(6) Inability to secure qualified personnel in the Dayton area. 

(c) Overcrowded facilities at Headquarters AMC. 

(d) The huge volume of paper work flowing into Headquarters AMC indicated 
an excessive concentration of operational activities. 

(e) AF logistics system was jeopardized by the strategic vulnerability of 
Headquarters AMC with all its operational functions. 

(f) Lack of potential for expansion throughout the AMC. 

Supply and procurement functions and activities decentralized to AF depots 
are set forth in applicable AMC directives. 

While airframe and engine procurement responsibilities still remain at Head- 
quarters AMC, procurement of many items of equipment and supply have been 
decentralized to 15 AMC field procurement activities. The relationship between 
the buyers at the depots to which prime class procurement responsibilities have 
been decentralized and the administrative contracting officer is similar to the 
relationship between the buyers at Headquarters AMC and the administrative 
contracting officer. The buyers in the AF depots negotiate procurements and 
write contracts, and, with the exception of contracts written for local purchase, 
contracts written in the depots are forwarded to the appropriate air materiel 
area for administration. There should be no hesitancy on the part of administra- 
tive contracting officers to contact buyers located in depots; and, in fact, a close 
liaison between them should be constantly maintained. In this way, information 
that buyers may have which would be of assistance to administrative contracting 
officers, and, likewise, information obtained by administrative contracting officers 
which would be of value to buyers, will be more readily available. After con- 
tracts have been placed with administrative contracting officers for administra- 
tion, any correspondence between buyers and contractors should be routed 
through the administrative contracting officer in order to keep him fully advised 
of the latest developments, since he is the official point of contact between the 
Air Force and the contractor once the contract is active. 

The decentralization program should receive the utmost in cooperation and 
support from administrative contracting officers. 


Then the third question was, you would like to know specifically 
what would be the total cost to move the headquarters to Wright. 

In the time available we have arrived at the cost of the new build- 
ing as approximately $6 million, that is the item that is in the budget 
now; and the transportation for the movement of the personnel and 
the records, et cetera, would run to about $497,308. 

The next question : What has been the cost to the Air Force of being 
in these buildings? By that I mean the present facilities that we 
occupy in Baltimore. We have paid, since we have been there, 
$1,654,532 in rent. Modification to those existing facilities, $179,000. 





3979 


The next question, how much will it cost to terminate the present 
contracts? The information my people have been able to get indi- 
cates it will not cost us anything. 

What will be the cost of the physical movement? I already men- 
tioned that before : $497,308. 

What alternatives can or have been considered? At various times, 
Andrews Air Force Base; Fort Meade, Md.; approximately 300 acres 
near the University of Maryland; Hybla Valley, south of Alexandria; 
Hanseom Air Force Base, another ARDC base, Arnold Engineering 
Development Center in Tennessee, Orlando Air Force Base, Orlando, 
Fla., and other sites within the 30 miles of the city limits of Baltimore. 

Now in addition to that, the Doolittle Board, when they were 
charged with recommending a site for headquarters of ARDC, in 
1951, I believe considered areas in Boston, Chicago, Denver, Los An- 
geles, Richmond, Va., and other areas. They pretty well canvassed 
the whole United States. 

Next question: What are the manpower figures on people in Balti- 
more to do the job and how many to do the job at Wright? 

In headquarters now we have 508 officers, 244 airmen, and 561 civil- 
ians. This is in the headquarters proper. 

In the 6,590th support group, we have—the dispensary, and one 
detachment at Friendship, a total of 548 officers, 610 airmen, and 728 
civilians. 

I will repeat those figures: Officers, 548; airmen, 610, and civilians, 
728, for a total of 1,868—pardon me, 1,886. 

Now there is a tenant unit that services us. The Fourth Weather 
Group headquarters that has a total of 29 officers, 61 airmen, and 2 
civilians. Whether we would need that entire support out at Wright 
I don’t know. But they are in the Baltimore area now. 

The next question was, what is the availability of scientific people 
in Baltimore versus Wright. I believe the question was aimed at: Do 
we anticipate any change? Now this is a difficult question to answer, 
and I would say that we don’t anticipate any change but we wouldn’t 
know for sure until we arrived there and tried to hire them in that 
area. Certainly it is a little further away from the center of scientific 
environment, which would extend from the Washington area up into 
Boston. I say the Boston area, I mean around in that area. 

The next question: Because of the move would there be any major 
loss of scientifically trained people ? 

We don’t anticipate any, obviously, in the military side of the 
facility. The civilian strength that we now have—and this would 
include all of our personnel—not confined to the scientific personnel, 
because we have actually very few, most of our personnel are steno- 
graphic, of course—there is no way until we actually move to know 
how many would move and how many would not. I could give you my 

estimate based on preliminary surveys, that approximately 40 percent 

would not move out to Wright, but approximately 75 percent of the 
top management people would move. This is just on the civilian 
side of headquarters. 

Until we are actually faced with the move—— 

Mr. Howrrrerp. Is that the result of a questionnaire with these 
peonle ? 

General Power. Well, it was sort of an informal questionnaire. I 
didn’t want to cause any turmoil and get everybody all upset about 
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a move. We tried to explain what the problem was without pinning 
them down, because there is enough uncertainty in their lives to date, 
due to the upset nature of our headquarters. We didn’t want to upset 
it any further. So I tried to get the feel of it without actually pinning 
people down. 

Mr. Houirtetp. I don’t see how you could get an accurate evalua- 
tion of whether they are going to move or not unless it was the result 
of a questionnaire. 

General Power. This is not accurate. I would not stand back of 
this. All we are able to estimate is what the tangible savings of such 
a move would mean to the Government now and over a long period 
of time. 

Now in the short period available, on the assumption that we got 
the new headquarters building at $6 million, and weighing that against 
the maintenance cost here and other costs that we have to pay such 
as subsistence to our men and the cost of operation out of Dayton, 
it is estimated we would save about $800,000 a year. Now this was 
without amortizing the new building, of course. That is the last 
question, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Houirtevp. All right. 

Now did you have any other witnesses, Mr. Secretary ? 

Mr. Garpner. No, sir; we didn’t. 

Did we address ourselves properly to the questions that you raised / 

Mr. Houtrietp. Well, there are some that have not been developed. 
You didn’t testify on question No. 5, the effect upon research and de- 
velopment activities of the move to Dayton; that is one thing we are 
very much interested in. 

Mr. Garpner. May I have the opportunity to address myself to 
that ? 

Mr. Houtrtevp. Yes, sir. Also, a report of any possibie loss of effi- 
ciency which would result from the requirement to train new civilian 
personnel in Dayton. 

Mr. Garpner. As to the first question, I think this falls into two 
categories. Category one is that research which we call basic research. 
We have under study now a plan to move that group into the Wash- 
inton area. That is our Office of Scientific Research. It is a small 
group ana they are concerned with the procurement of basic research 
throughout each scientific community in the United States. 

It is not our immediate plan to move that group to Dayton. They 
are just a small group. 

Mr. Howirretp. When you say “small,” what do you mean? 

General Power. This Office of Scientific Research has been buried 
down in the staff. Asa result of your very fine report, Mr. Riehlman, 
we investigated the problems that you raised. We wanted to help in 
any way we could our scientific effort, the Office of Scientific Research, 
and particularly our civilian scientific contact. 

As a result of a study carried on since then we have taken OSR 
from within the staff and have elevated it to where it is now on my 
level, so it no longer has to go through the staff. When this question 
of a move came up, regardless of where the headquarters goes, the 
way it is indicated now, we would leave it in the Washington area. 
Its present size is around 76, both officers and civilians, although we 
would possibly like to strengthen and double the size of it. 
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Mr. Rrentman. Mr. Chairman, I want to get this straight. That 
group as I understand it will be retained here in Washington. 

General Power. That is my intention. 

Mr. Garpner. We don’t plan on moving them to Dayton. 

Mr. Rrestman. And you are going to expand that operation about 
twice its present size? 

General Power. Yes. We recognize there is a specific problem in 
that area. We wanted this group to be trained so as to know the dif- 
ferent scientists and their particular skills and learn to operate with 
the scientific community so we can have these scientists working for us 
and make sure we don’t miss any bets that are going on, either in this 
country or in Europe. 

Mr. Garpner. The balance of the command has the management 
of our testing bases, such as Patrick, Edwards, and Holloman. Where 
our mission is really testing, and where if we operate the headquarters 
more efficiently they will get answers more expeditiously and we believe 
their testing capability will be improved. 

As far as Research and Development, and the activities of the vari- 
ous centers and headquarters, with the objective not just to do research 
and development but to cause new weapons systems to come into being 
as quickly as possible, and I have no doubt in my mind, and our studies 
have proven it, that with the exception of the temporary discombobu- 
lation caused by a move, that the end result will be that our weapons 
systems management can be greatly strengthened. 

At the present time where we have the difficult problem of having 
a portion of the command located at Wright Air Development Center, 
and a portion of the command located in Baltimore, it isn’t all in 
Baltimore, and this problem of having a split command itself has 
caused inefficiency. 

The other question you raised was the temporary question of in- 
efliciency as a result of possibly having ¢o train people. 1am sure that 
there will some of this. I don’t see how one can avoid a certain amount 
of difficulty and inefficiency during a move, It is our judgment that it 
is worth paying that price to achieve the thing that is our major objec- 
tive, and that is the introduction of new weapon systems. 

Mr. Hourrretp. Mr. Eckhart, would you address your questions to 
the Secretary / 

Mr. Eckirarr. Mr. Secretary, you had mentioned a couple of studies 
that had been made and recommended this move out of the Baltimore 
area. Could you tell us by whom those studies were made, why these 
committees were appointed to make the study, the recommendations 
that they made to the Air Force. and who designated these committees ? 

Mr. Garpner. All right, fine. I will try todo as many asI can. If 
I miss, you can jumpin. The first was the so-called Doolittle study ? 
which was referred to by General Power. It was a board that was 
convened for the purpose of selecting the initial site for ARDC. They 
did not recommend specifically that the headquarters be located in 
Baltimore. They recommended it will be or could be located near 
Washington. The location in Baltimore is more accident than design. 

I think they recommended that one alternative be located in Friend- 
ship. I think those of you who remember that history will recall that 


' See appendix II. p. 4012. 
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the people of Baltimore were not receptive to the location of head- 
quarters in or at Friendship, along with MATS Headquarters. 

Military planes were not welcome in the area. So as a military 
expedient the headquarters was located in Baltimore and it has sort of 
grown like Topsy. Those of you who have been over there are aware 
of the locations and snoutiabilig of the locations as they now exist. 

The second study that I referred to is a so-called Cook report.’ 
General Cook, who was then Chief of Staff, Materiel, between a year 
and a half and two years ago, set up a board to review locations and 
recommended that the he: 1dquarters be located at Andrews Air Force 
Base. This recommendation seemed rather logical in view of the 
recommendations of the Doolittle Board. 

However, we were unable to locate in the Washington area at that 
time because of two limitations: one was an executive order which 
prevented us from locating additional Government functions in the 
general Washington area, and we were specifically turned down on 
the Andrews situation. 

The other was a legislative situation limiting the number of officer 
personnel in the Washington area, so we were unable to locate at 
Andrews at that time. 

The recommendations for the Cook report were never implemented 
because it could not be approved by the top management of the Air 
Force. 

There have been a number of continuing studies which I might ask 
General Power to describe, by his headquarters and by others, to re- 
view possible alternate headquarters locations. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Are these reports available, or are they classified ? 

Mr. Garpner. They are internal documents of the Air Force, sir, 
and the conclusion of the report we will be glad to make available. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. I had my office call the Secretary’s office and ask for 
these reports, and I was told that all reports of ARDC are classified 
and would not be made available to anyone and I was wondering if in 
light of that whether it was wise to say what the report stated here 
today or not. , 

Mr. Garpner. May I clarify this, Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Houtrrevp. Yes. 

Mr. Garpner. Whether they are classified or not, it is the policy 
of the Defense Department to limit the distribution of internal re- 
ports, inasmuch as we do not care to inhibit the content of future 
reports, whether they are classified or not, by the possibility that they 
might be made subject to public discussion when the document is 
intended purely as a matter of internal analysis. 

It is our policy to make conclusions of such reports available and 
as much detail about the reports as we can, without inhibiting report 
writing in the future. 

Mr. Houtrrevp. I want to be courteous, of course, to our visiting 
Congressmen, and I will say that I will give you the opportunity of 
asking questions. But I think we had better stick to the agenda unti! 
we get these principal witnesses off, and give the committee a chance 
to ask questions. Then we will certainly extend the courtesy to any 
Congressman, whether they are from Maryland or from any other 
place—Ohio, or any place that is interested in this move. 


ed 


2 See appendix I, p. 4012. 
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But in order to expedite the meeting we will go right ahead with 
our agenda, and then I will reserve time. 

Mr. Garpner. I will ask General Power to comment on additional 
studies. 

General Power. Before I answer that, I would like to, for the rec- 
ord, clear up this matter relating to civilian personnel. This survey 
was arrived at by my civilian personnel people by taking a sample, but 
it did not ask all of them by questionnaire. 

Now on this other matter of studies, naturally, being the Commander 
of ARDC, I was very much concerned with its physical plant. Know- 
ing that we had been slated to go to Andrews, at least there was an 
item in the 1955 budget, I believe, the week before I took command, 
it had been crossed out, so in effect we had a command headquarters 
without a permanent location. 

I am sure it is understood that the present location was just a tem- 
poe move. I think it was contemplated for 6 months or something 

ike that. It has now turned into 4 years, and we have been operating 
each year with the hopes of it going into a permanent facility. 

I have kept the staff working on this matter as a permanent job, try- 
ing to stay ahead of this problem, and trying to plan; we have had a 
continual study going on. It hasn’t been a one-sided affair—so that, 
regardless of what happened, we would be ready to move and we would 
keep ourselves in the best position possible. 

Mr. Houirtevp. Mr. Eckhart. 

Mr. Ecxuart. That is one thing Iam not clear on. It is my impres- 
sion, and we would like to have a copy of the Doolittle report furnished 
to the committee to straighten some of these things out, if it is possi- 
ble; but it is my understanding—and I am almost quoting now—that 
the Baltimore area is selected both from a short-range and long-range 
point of view and is recommended as a permanent rather than tem- 
porary headquarters. 

I think we will have to go back to that Doolittle report to clear the 
record up on that. 

General Power. From my memory of the report I believe you are 
absolutely correct. 

Mr. Garpner. Yes, you are correct. The Doolittle report was 
written at the time when the Air Research and Development Command 
was just being formed. We now have a number of years of operating 
experience behind us, and we have to look as management people at the 
problem before us today, and the amount of interchange and amount 
of benefit being in the Washington area has provided the com- 
mand. Frankly, we don’t see that the benefit of being in the Wash- 
ington area has anything that would come near to outweighing the 
detriment of being away from the management problem which we have 
at the Wright Air Development Center. 

The communications problem alone, between Baltimore and Wash- 
ington, and between Baltimore and the various centers, is extremely 
difficult. We are unable to communicate on a properly classified basis 
because of a number of technical problems that we will be glad to give 
you in the executive session. 

Mr. Ecxnart. Has this arisen since 1951? 

Mr. Garpner. I think you will have to realize the Doolittle report 
was written on a projected plan. I don’t think it could have envi- 
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sioned the way in which the Research and Development Command 
would grow in Baltimore, the way it would function today, and the 
detailed operating problems, when making recommendations about 
something before it was born. 

Mr. Rreniman. Mr. Secretary, in respect to the communications 
program, the problem you have, as you have outlined it, do you feel 
that the move today to Dayton would eliminate that problem ? 

Mr. Garpner. It will do two things, sir. It will place us closer to 
the place where we do about 65 or 66 percent of our communications, 
people we work with; and it will place us immediately in a classified 
area sO We can communicate through scramblers or unscramblers, with- 
out having to decode manually, which is a costly and time-consuming 
business, and that is what we have to do now. 

Mr. RiruH~tMAn. Would it assure better communications to Wash- 
ington too? You certainly must have contacts with the group that 
you are talking about that will be moved here, and expand their 
activities, of course. 

Mr. Garpner. Right. I might explain one thing today that didn’t 
exist when the Doolittle report was written. We have in headquar- 
ters, under the Deputy Chief of Development, a staff organization of 
well over 300 people to do much of the job that was envisioned by the 
original Doolittle organization that had been done in Baltimore. 
There still will be a need for a lot of liaison. The communications 
part of that liaison will be much simpler. 

Mr. Hortrreip. Excuse me just a minute. 

Mr. Burier. Mr. Chairman, we have just been notified there 1s « 
vote. May we leave our statements ? 

Mr. Ho.trrevp. I suggest that you leave them. After your vote, 
you may wish to come back. We will be here for quite a little while. 

Mr. Beaty. We were never told the Cook report was available. We 
were told they couldn’t find the Cook report, and that is what we 
would like to know about. 

Mr. Garpner. I see. We will be very glad to get that for you. 

Mr. Brati. Yes. Just write that down, if you will, and let us know 
why we were told they couldn’t find the Cook report. 

Mr. Butter. Will we have an opportunity to question the witnesses 
later? 

Mr. Hotrrrevp. Yes, you will have an opportunity to question them. 

(Mr. Butler and Mr. Beall leave the room.) 

(The statements of Senators John Marshall Butler and J. Glenn 
Beall, of Maryland, were submitted. ) 


STATEMENT OF Hon. J. GLENN BEALL, A UNITED STATES SENATOR FROM THE STATE 
OF MARYLAND 


The Air Research and Development Command was moved from Dayton’s 
Wright-Patterson Field and established in Baltimore after a top-level advisory 
committee under General Doolittle made a thorough study of the situation. One 
of the reasons Baltimore was selected was its proximity to Washington and 
United States Air Force headquarters. It would appear that this reason is 
just as important today as it was in 1951. 

We contacted a number of scientists who were members of the Doolittle com- 
mittee and some of their answers in this regard were quite interesting. I would 
like to quote one in particular: 

This eminent scientist said in part, “I remember that T did feel strongly, and 
still do, that it was important for the headquarters of ARDC to be near enough 
to Washington so that a close relationship could be maintained both with the 





air staff and with the headquarters and other Washington organizations of the 
Army, Navy, and Department of Defense. Considerable weight was put on this 
requirement in the discussions of the board. 

I do feel it is important for ARDC to have a permanent headquarters rather 
than the temporary one in which they are still operating. If this permanent 
headquarters were in or near Baltimore, the move into it might produce less 
dislocation and loss of experienced personnel than would be occasioned by 
moving to a more distant site.” 

Secretary Talbott has said that the move is for reasons of economy and that 
the decision was made after “an independent study and review by a firm of 
industrial engineers.” 

We have not had a study made by a firm of industrial engineers, but let us 
see how economically feasible it would be. 

Wright-Patterson Field, headquarters of the Air Material Command and 
also the Wright Air Development Center—an ARDC facility—is understood to 
be overcrowded and it is generally agreed that there are no existing facilities 
available to house ARDC Headquarters. It is understood that the Government 
owns considerable land near the field on which buildings could be erected at 
a cost of somewhere between 6 and 10 million dollars. Is this economically 
feasible? 

Over 800 civilian employees are currently employed by the headquarters in 
Baltimore. Secretary Talbott has advised us that between 600 and 800 em- 
ployees would have to move to Dayton if the transfer became effective. If Balti- 
mores experien “e with the loss of the Signal Corps Depot to Tobyhanna, Pa., 
is a criterion, the bulk of the civilian personne! would not go along with the 
move. This being the case, the Air Force and the Government would lose their 
valuable experience and training. 

In addition. the Dayton labor pool for civilian clerical rkers is reported 
to be virtually exhausted. It would be very difficult to secure replacements for 
civilian employees who have established homes | saltimore and would not 
transfer to Dayton. 

Is this economically feasible? 

I inion, none of these reasons are. It would | 1uch simpler and, in 

ness for the Air Force if the ARDC were set up as a separate 
agency i phen more. 

We have the facilities. We have the civilian pe rsonnel with homes and 
schools to accommodate them. If expansion is needed, Baltimore interests have 
offered to construct a headquarters building under a lease agreement with 
payments not out of line with current rentals in the general vicinity of Friend- 
ny Seeea. 

the very least, I recommend that the Air Force set up another group, 
r to the Doolittle Commission. to determine if this proposed move is 
able. economically feasible, and in the best interests of our country. 


STATEMENT oF Hon. JoHN MarsHatt ButTier, A Unirep STATES SENATOR FROM 
THE STATE oF MARYLAND 


i 


irman. you and the members of your subcommittee are most kind to 


rtumity to express my Views concerning the contemplated 
rch and Development Command from Baltimore, Md., 


lw “ish ‘that I could muster the words with which to convey to you the depth 
and sincerity of my 0} pposition to this proposal. lowever, rather than grope 
for a series of colorful adjectives, springing from emotional considerations, I 
believe that this entire matter can be q t ] 
I shall be very brief 

It is quite probable that the officials of the Department of Defense and the 


Department of the Air Force will endeavor to justify this move in conf 
wittk 


asic fundamentals. 


orml ity 
1 & preconceived objective and present-day condition But. I would remind 
these same officials that in 1951. on the basis of then av: ‘lable expert analysis 

] aneny, a decision was reached to consolidate the headquarters of the 
h and Development Com and in one building to 


eh Eiti 


located in the 
f Friendship Internat onal Airport. nblic Law 155, 82d Congress, 1st 
session, | auth izes $5,446,000 for this project, but né part of the funds have ever 


bee a 4 | aq 4 roy ri iated. 


Now, 4 years later. we are informed that on the basis of a more recent “inde- 


| : | 
pendent stu iy and review” that a move from Baltimore to Dayton is necessary 
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in the interest of efficiency and economy. I dare say that 4 years from now still 
another study, independent or otherwise, would reveal that this important com- 
mand should be located elsewhere in harmony with trends and conditions then 
existent. 

It seems to me that these oscillatory policies, predicated as they are on highly 
variable conditions, set themselves in basic conflict with the very meaning and 
prime goal of efficiency and economy in government. My entire tenure of public 
office has been devoted to this essential objective—essential if we are ever to 
reduce the costs of Government and to reduce the burden on the taxpayers. 

It so happens that this is not the first major removal of a Government facility 
from my State. Last year, the Army Signal Corps Depot was transferred from 
Baltimore, Md. to Tobyhanna, Pa. This is now an accomplished fact, but the 
point I wish to make is that within a period of 2 or 3 years these cumbersome 
and extensive stocks of Signal Corps parts and equipment were moved three 
times at a mammoth cost to the taxpayers. In all of these moves, the moving 
costs often reach astronomical proportions, and these expenses are carefully 
minimized in any official discussions. 

The fallacious and illogical reasoning which seems to surround many of these 
decisions to transfer is evident in the predicament now confronting the Civil 
Defense Administration. Despite an official vote of disapproval by the United 
States Senate in August of last year, this agency was moved from Metropolitan 
Washington to Battle Creek, Mich. Only recently in testimony before the Senate 
Armed Services Committee, Governor Val Peterson, FCDA Administrator, prac- 
tically admitted that presently the Battle Creek “experiment” was not satis- 
factory and that another year would be needed to appraise accurately the ulti- 
mate advantage of moving to that Midwestern city. Not only does our Nation 
not have another year to waste in crystallizing a program for survival in the 
event of atomic attack, but here we find the seeds of another relocation on the 
Civil Defense Administration, which might possibly bloom in 12 months. 

In this setting, and from these personal observations, I should like to recom- 
mend that the Congress and the administration establish some coherent, sensible, 
comprehensive, long-range policy for the location of all Government installa- 
tions, possibly under the purview of the National Security Agency or the Office 
of Defense Mobilization. I would envision that such a policy would greatly 
exceed the present governmental function of assigning installations on the basis 
of defense perimeters, dispersal, and critical labor areas. In other words, it 
just does not make sense to me for the people of America to be asked every few 
years to approve a new game of musical chairs for Government agencies, with the 
rules of each game set by the changing whims of the Federal bureaucracy. 

Admittedly, there may be occasions when in the interest of national security 
and defense a move might be wholly justified in spite of the tremendous ex- 
penses involved. But, through the adoption of my recommendation, this trend 
toward repeated relocations, predicated upon unstable, and frequently variable, 
conditions will be reversed at considerable savings to the taxpayers. 

Pending the establishment of this long-range policy, I respectfully urge that 
this committee recommend to the President that contemplated relocation of Gov- 
ernment installations, including the Air Research and Development Command, be 
halted in the national] interest. 

I thank you very much for your courtesy. 


Mr. Eckuartr. When is this proposed move to be made, assuming 
you would get the approval of the Armed Services Committee ? 

Mr. Garpner. We hope to have that done by November of 1956. 
We would move as soon after that as possible, if we can get the build- 
ing completed earlier than that the move will occur earlier. 

Mr. Ecxnarr. What size building will that be, Mr. Secretary? Are 
you prepared to discuss that ? 

Mr. Garpner. In the order of 150,000 square feet. 

Mr. Ecxuarr. 150,000. 

Mr. Garpner. Yes. 

General Power. The correct figure is 239,000 square feet, at a cost 
of approximately $6 million. 

Mr. Ecxuarr. And does that include the cost of the land? 
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Mr. Garpner. The cost in the public-works bill—utilities, central 
heating plant, vehicle parking, a total of $6 million. Utilities, 
$500,000; central heating plant, $142,000; and parking—grand total 
of $6 million there. 

Mr. Ecxuart. Do you have a breakdown there of what the cost per 
square foot of this building will be, General ? 

Mr. Garpner. Cost per square foot ? 

Mr. Ecxuart. Yes. 

Mr. Garpner. Seventeen dollars. 

Mr. Ecxuart. Now, were there any other studies made by any 
independent firms or any military groups or committees ? 

Mr. Garpner. Yes. I didn’t mean to leave that out. General 
Power’s headquarters obtained a firm of industrial engineers to make 
an analysis concerning efficiency of headquarters, and he can go on 
with that. 

Mr. Garmatz. Is that this Lasley survey ? 

Mr. Garpner. Yes; the Lasley survey. 

General Power. They have not submitted their complete report. 
They have just given me a preliminary report. We have some of the 
statistics here. “They aimed at showing where our work was, with 
whom we worked. It took representative- weapon systems and fol- 
lowed them through the various activities. It was based on the num- 
ber of contacts with Headquarters AMC, Dayton, and other centers. 
They have gone down through a great many of these systems where 
our work was, where our contacts are. 

Mr. Garmatz. What is the name of the company / 

General Power. Lasley. Lasley Co. 

Mr. Garmatz. Are they from Ohio? 

General Power. New York City, I believe. 

Mr. Garmatz. Could we get a copy of that report ? 

Mr. Garpner. We will be glad to furnish you with conclusions of 
the report, sir. (The material was later furnished and is as follows :) 


SUMMARY OF THE FINDINGS AND CoNcitustons Mape sy R. A. Lastey, INc., IN 
Its INTERIM REPORTS 


FINDINGS 


1. In the execution of the ARDC mission, it has become almost standard prac- 
tice to assign the headquarters activities to the management and coordination 
of research and development undertakings and no research and development 
projects are actually permitted within the headquarters. 

2. Headquarters ARDC uses 316,583 square feet of space. The space is located 

n more than 35 different floors at 7 different locations, ranging from one-half 

mile to several miles apart. In addition to these numerous facilities there is 
ilso Andrews Air Force Base where flying facilities are provided for a portion 
f the rated personnel. 

3. Heaviest traffic is between the Sun and Hillan Buildings, for which Air 
Force bus service is provided, although many walk as a matter of choice or during 
heavy traffic hours. Bus service is also available to other locations. 

4. Elevator and traffic congestion are obviously responsible for considerable 

St time. The temporary site has cost ARDC $1,139,010 in rentals and $245,440 
n modifications. 

5. It would be difficult to exaggerate the time and money influence on the 
entire Air Force resulting from the present physical arrangements of the offices 
and the inadequate facilities with which the personnel must contend. 

6. These bnildings are largely wooden structures and the fire risk is sub- 
stantial. If a fire got started on a large scale it would almost be sure to burn 
to the ground with the loss of documents and records in the building. 
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7. Due to the number of entrances and the way in which these buildings have 
been constructed, it is possible to go almost anywhere without challenge, espe- 
cially during rush hours, when the elevators are particularly crowded. Once 
having gained access to the building, it would be possible to overhear practically 
any conference going on since conference rooms, with one exception, are not 
adequately secure from a security standpoint. 

8. It is almost unnecessary to comment on the general lack of comfort, the 
outmoded equipment, and the effect such surroundings have on personnel morale. 

9. In the execution of the paperwork, documentation, etc., involved in the 
management and evaluation of research and development it follows that various 
kinds of papers are transmitted from one office of the Air Force to another 
continuously over a period of years. In order to get a measure of the movement 
of such documents a number of projects were analyzed. It was noted that in 
the early stages much of the movement is between USAF and ARDC Head- 
quarters but as the project develops most of the movement is between ARDC 
and WADC. It is of great significance to note how much intercommunications 
there is between Headquarters ARDC, WADC, and AMC. Over one-half of the 
activities relating to weapon systems and development relate to these three 
Air Force offices. Even in the case of research projects, which usually have to 
do with relatively remote research centers, approximately one-third of such 
activities are related to the same three offices. 

10. Most of the messages between USAF and ARDC are on matters of policy 
on broad general phases but between Headquarters ARDC, WADC, and AMC 
the interchange becomes very detailed, prolonged, and complicated. 

11. There is a strong viewpoint that the business of ARDC is so complicated 
a task and so detailed that progress is usually accomplished only through 
conference, briefing, and face-to-face discussions, which, of course, are substan- 
tiated by necessary documents and exhibits. 

12. Examining various projects, every one of the implemented documents was 
delayed to some extent by transmission time and by interpretation time all 
capable of substantial reduction provided the headquarters can be located near 
enough to the mass of work to permit a large amount of conference to replace 
delayed and costly documents made necessary by the segregation. 


RECOM MENDATIONS 


1. It is recommended that the Headquarters ARDC be moved to a new building 
designed and planned specifically for ARDC objectives. 

2. It is recommended that this building be located in the vicinity of AMC and 
WADC simply because of the major part of the workload exchanges between 
these established offices. 

Mr. Ecxuarr. Could you tell us what the recommendation was? 

General Power. They have not finished the report. 

Mr. Ecxuarrt. I mean the preliminary report that they furnished? 

General Power. As to whether the present facilities are adequate? 

Mr. Ecxnarr. Whatever the recommendation was. 

General Power. The verbal recommendation was the present facil- 
ities were totally inadequate. 

Mr. Ecxnarr. Do they recommend that these facilities be con- 
solidated or that they be moved out of their area? 

General Power. In their verbal report to me I believe one of the 
statements that they made, from memory, and comparing it to a com- 
mercial operation, that being dispersed through 3 major facilities, my 
headquarters is divided in half, and separated by a half a mile in the 
heart of Baltimore. Obviously, from an efficiency point of view they 
pointed out that this was very inefficient and costly. 

I will give you an example of one study they made for a commercial 
firm, it was in a vertical building, a big organization in a vertical 
building, and they were able to prove by taking that organization 
and putting it in a more functional building on one floor they could 
pay for the cost of that new building in 1 year. 
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Mr. Garmatz. Can that same thing be done in Baltimore? 

General Power. I am just stating their conclusions on this report 
so far. This is the type of analysis they were giving me of my 
problem. 

Mr. Houtrtevp. Their report was that your different units should 
be consolidated rather than moved ? 

General Power. Yes, in one physical building. Then they deter- 
mined the workload and the mechanism of the command, as to 
what part of the geography the command should be jocated. I would 
like you to understand that we just don’t have Wright Field and Balti- 
more, it consists of 10 research centers and a headquarters, the head- 
quarters now being at Baltimore. 

There is one center at Cambridge, primarily air defense electronic 
Then we go to Rome, N. Y., where we have another big datvinie 
center aimed at ground defense, and then we come down to Wright 
Field. South of that we go to the Arnold Engineering Center at 
Tullahoma, Tenn., this aerodynamics and propulsion facility is in 
the process of being completed. 

Going farther south to Eglin Field, Fla., we have the Armament 
Test Center with its ranges and data reduction buildings and ma- 
chines. 

Going east we have the Air Force Missile Test Center, which has a 
5,000-mile guided-missile range, which runs from Florida down 
through the Bahamas, past Puerto Rico and out to Ascension Island. 

Then going west we have the Holloman Air Development Center, 
approximately 135 miles northwest of El Paso, and as a partner with 
the Army and their White Sands Missile Test Center, using that tre- 
mendous valley there as a missile-testing facility. 

Then farther north we have at Albuquerque another center, the Air 
Force Special Weapons Center, which deals with atomic and hydrogen 

bombs, support for the AEC, the support for all of the Nevada tests 
now being run out at Indian Springs. Indian Spri ngs is also one of my 

stations and we furnish all of the air support to the tests. You recall 
Mr. Holifield, we were out in the Pacific during one of these tests. 

Then, going farther west we have the Flight Test Center at Ed- 
wards Air Force Base, which has a dry lake bed 25 miles long, 
the basic reason being that when new airplanes get into difficulty. they 
use the dry lake bed for landing. We have been able to save about 
$250 million already on that. All of these ships have to be air and 
ground monitored so if something goes wrong we will know what 
happened. —_ 

There there is another center, Lackland Air Force Base, a personnel 
enter where we have a group that performs all of the selection tests 
for the selection of personnel, both enlisted and officers in the Air 
Force, and also they are charged with seeing that the human lim ita- 
tions are engineered into our equipment. They are doing a grand job 
of it. 

Of course, they are all aimed at bringing out new w eapon sy: stems. 
In case some people are not clear as to what a we apo! stem is, it is 
the airplane or the missile and its powerplant. All of t the mainte- 
nance equipment and training equipment and all of the gro ind sup 
port installations, and even the special equipment and tools needed by 
men who operate and maintain the equipment, it is our job to manage 
these systems and develop them for the Air Force. 
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Now, this runs the gamut from pure research that we were talking 
about before, through applied research, exploratory development, 
product improvement, and finally production. 

Mr. Ecxuarr. Mr. Secretary, who specifically recommended the 
move to Dayton? Was it individuals or a committee ? 

Mr. Garpner. I made the recommendation to the Secretary of the 
Air Force, and General Powers independently recommended it to the 
Chief of Staff. 

Mr. Eckuart. Wasthere any committee to study this? 

Mr. Garpner. There was no formal committee at this particular 
time. There had been other committees and we were basing it both 
on our experience and judgment, and on the facts developed by the 
various committees and staff. 

Mr. Hottrrevp. As far as location was concerned, the Cook commit- 
tee did recommend retention in the Baltimore area, did it not? 

General Power. The Cook committee recommended Andrews. 

Mr. Houtrrevp. That is approximately the Baltimore area. Also 
the Doolittle committee recommended the Baltimore area. Do you 
have one from the Ridenour committee ? 

Mr. Garpner. They didn’t really discuss the physical location. 

Mr. Ecxnarrt. The point I was trying to get at, Mr. Secretary, is 
that people have set down as a committee and have gathered data and 
made a report. We have not as yet been apprised of any report, based 
on a genuine study, that would say it is more advisable to take this to 
the Dayton area. 

Mr. Garpnrr. I think there is a compilation of our existing reports, 
gathered by General Power, and the results of the Lasley study, 
which aimed at the management problem in the Baltimore area and 
how much of a delay there was in communications. It did not address 
itself to the question of which of the several possible sites would be 
the best one. It simply addressed itself to the problem in the Ballti- 
more headquarters. 

General Power. When I took over the command, I recognized that 
one of the most serious problems was the inadequate facilities of the 
headquarters and the uncertainty as to its future. I considered it as 
my No. 1task. A continuing study of where this headquarters should 
be located was made by the whole organization. I visited every one 
of my centers. I talked with eavh center commander and got his per- 
sonal opinion, asked him to study the problem and then give me his 
opinion later at a subsequent meeting. 

I hold a commander’s conference once a month. Periodically I have 
brought this up. There are the 10 center commanders spread around 
the country. They are the ones who get the directions from this head- 
quarters. If we are not servicing them properly we are not doing our 
job. 

At a meeting, I believe it was in June, I finally, in discussion with 
my center commanders and with the help of all of the other reports 
and everything like that, arrived at the decision that Dayton was a 
very practical place for us to go and very desirable. 

I will give you an example of the type of things I encountered. Gen- 
eral Boyd, who commands Wright Air Development Center and has a 
closer personal knowledge than anybody in the world of the fine play in 
bringing one of these weapon systems out, and who is tied up with the 
production people, said the headquarters must come out to Dayton. I 
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have great confidence in him. He has had one the longest uninter- 
rupted careers of testing aircraft of anyone in the country. He is 
still an active test pilot. He is commander of WADC, and has been 
there 2 years and is doing a wonderful job. 

I had small groups studying it from every possible angle. We 
studied Andrews and others and none of them were absolutely per- 
fect. They all had good points and bad points. All I can say is we 
did thoroughly examine the problem, with just one goal in mind, to 
put ourselves in the best position to bring out the best weapons and 
get them in the hands of the combat units as quickly as we can. I ar- 
rived at this decision myself; I so made that recommendation to the 

Chief of Staff. 

Mr. Ecxnart. What appears to me, after numerous studies have 
been made, coming to the different conclusions, how could the Con- 
gressmen be assured that in another 2 2 or 3 years there would not be 
another study made moving this back closer to the Washington area? 

General Powers. I can’t guarantee that one won’t be. I made this 
recommendation. 

Mr. Ecxuart. Mr. Secretary, there is just one other question. You 
mentioned in an opening remark that it is advisable to move this to 
Dayton because AMC is located there. 

In the 24th intermediate report of this committee, under the chair- 
manship of Congressman Riehlman, there was some information con- 
tained in there with respect to the separation of your research and 
development, trying to move research and development away from 
materiel. Is it your understanding that this move would have any 
effect on the ARDC functions by being closer to AMC? 

Mr. Garpner. If I interpret your question, you are asking is it 
going to be gobbled up by the AMC ? 

~ Mr. Ecxnart. That iss substantially it. 

Mr. Garpner. We don't believe so at all. We think that the original 
fears that existed on that question before the command was founded 
may Well be eliminated. I think that the Air Force throughout our 
organizational structure, from secretary-level lown through the Chief 
of Staff and command, have recognized that we will permanently have 
an air research development program and an organization for accom- 
plishing that. We plan separate headquarter s at the Wright Air De- 
velopment Center, matching the separate | headquarters of AMC at 
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, which are physically separated, I 
see no more chance for the function being gobbled up than already 
€XISts. 

As a matter of fact, I think the two can be much more comple- 
mentary from the point of saving at lot of time on weapon systems, 
and all of us save a lot more money. 

Mr. Ecxnarr. That is all I have, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Howirteip. Any questions from Mr. Riehlman? 

Mr. Rreuiman. No. 

Mr. Lipscome. Mr. Secretary, you stated there were 45,000 em- 
plovees in the command. 

Mr. Garpner. Around 37,500. 

_Mr. Lapscoms. What percentage is in Baltimore at the present 
time # 

Mr. Garpner. It is whatever percent 1886 is of 37,500. 

Mr. Lirscoms. How many is that in Dayton? 
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Mr. Garpner. 10,500. 

Mr. Lipscoms. What are their duties? 

Mr. Garpner. Well, they run 12 laboratories. General Power had 
better describe their duties since he is immediate commander. 

General Power. What is that you are trying to find out? 

Mr. Lirscoms. What I am trying to find out is why the command 
should be removed to Dayton. I have not heard any valid reason. 

Mr. Garpner. It is simply the headquarters of the command that 
is being moved to Dayton. 

Mr. Lirscoms. Why can’t it operate as effectively and efficiently in 
Baltimore? 

Mr. Garpner. We were trying to develop reasons. 

Mr. Lirscoms. Well, you stated communications. 

General Power. Communications, security, about 50 percent of our 
communications on these weapon systems are between headquarters 
WAC and Baltimore. Now, the weapon systems as I described be- 
fore, take from 7 to 10 years, some of them longer, 12 years to produce. 
It is a very complicated process. If you start a weapon system today, 
you will get it in 7 years in combat units. This will be the simplest 
form, a fighter bomber, something like that. Some of the other systems 
will run 10, 12 and 14 years. We are in a technical race. We must do 
something to shorten this time. We are aiming in that direction and 
we are trying every way we can. Now, if 50 percent of our communi- 
cation is between headquarters ARDC and Wright Field, with the 
delays you have in the message centers, and particularly with my com- 
munications center—I will give you a striking example: On one of the 
important weapon systems we have, a message from my center out on 
the west coast, to my headquarters, due to the security that was in- 
volved—lI believe it took 4 days to get it processed through my head- 
quarters because I don’t have the latest security communications sys- 
tem. I cannot put it in there. 

Now, as for the regular message center delays, most of you have been 
with the service and you know what happens to a piece of paper when 
it gets in to a communications center. We believe we can save from 2 
weeks to a month on every weapon system just by being physically at 
WADC where much of the administration is taking place. The other 
thing I want to make sure that we took full cognizance of, besides the 
reports made by the Doolittle and Cook committees is the Riehlman 
Report, this report we are tremendously interested in. Without new 
ideas we are not going any place. That is we do not wish to alienate 
ourselves away from the scientific fraternities making these scientific 
breakthroughs for us. I want you to realize that we are very sensi- 
tive to this point. 

Mr. Hottrrevp. You feel you would be closer to that in Dayton than 
to here? 

General Powrr. I say I don’t know yet just what the effect will be, 
but I am counting on leaving OSR in this area or the best scientific 
area. This is something that has already been done in the interest of 
being more effective. How it will be oriented in that direction, is still 
being tied into this more mundane operation where it starts into pro- 
duction. In other words, tie them together. I think we can do it. 

Mr. Garmatz. I don’t quite get you on this, General, on this com- 
munications. Do you mean in the telephone line? 
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General Power. No, sir. This is the question that he mentioned 
taking up in executive session. I am not free to disclose—— 

Mr. Garmatz. Excuse me, with all the other military camps around, 
Camp Meade, Aberdeen 

General Power. Meade would be able to have the proper com- 
munications. I am talking about top-secret communications which I 
cannot have in my present facilities and comply with the Defense 
Department regulations, military regulations. 

Mr. Garmatz. Why can’t you? 

General Power. Because [ cannot put it in, the physical plant, and 
I am not free to disclese details on this subject. 

Mr. Houtrtevp. We will take that up in executive session. 

General Power. If you are getting into the reason why you can’t 
do it, it gets into the mechanism itself, which is highly classified. 

Mr. Ho.irtetp. Do you have any other questions at this time? 

Mr. Garmatz. Mr. Chairman, one of them was answered. The 
other is: What is the situation in the Dayton area in regard to techni- 
cians you will require ? 

Mr. Garpner. It is not a simple problem. We will have to move 
a substantial fraction of our technical people with us. 

Mr. Garmatz. You will have to? 

Mr. Garpner. Weare planning to. 

Mr. Garmatz. Suppose they refuse to go? 

Mr. Garpner. We will have to recruit them, both in and outside of 
the Dayton area. I can’t contend this is an easy problem. It is a 
realistic problem, related to the decision to move. 

Mr. Garmatz. What abdut the transportation facilities in Dayton 
in general? 

Mr. Garpner. I can’t conceive they would be aggravated consider- 
ably by this move. We have about 28,000 people there, over 28,000, 
in our WADC, and AMC complex, and we are adding something like 
1,500 people tothat. I don’t think it is a serious aggravation. 

General Power. We can be centralized—that will help it. So far 
as personnel are concerned now, my people live in Washington, in 
Annapolis, they are scattered all over. So we have a transportation 
problem now. 

Mr. Garmatz. What is the housing situation ? 

General Power. I think the housing situation, from my own esti- 
mation, will be tight. But Iam hoping that it will improve. 

Mr. Garpner. You are asking some of the real practical problems, 
sir, that exist, and we recognize them. We will have some difficulty 
with housing, we will have some difficulty with people. But we have— 
those are management problems which can be dealt with here. We 
don’t anticipate they will be problems which will seriously jeopardize 
the move. 

Mr. Garmatz. We had some when they moved the Signal Depot, 
they had no housing and many other things, and people couldn’t go 
even though they wanted to. They had no schools or anything. I am 
wondering if we will have the same trouble in Dayton. 

Mr. Garpner. It is a problem but we don’t consider it serious 
enough to stop the move. 

Mr. Houtrrr1y. At this time. Congressman Friede]—— 

Mr. Rresrman. Mr. Secretary, when these surveys were being made, 
was any survey made of the Baltimore area, if there might be a 
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facility available where you could get all of your activities in one area 
and still retain the personnel and all that you have there and save this 
problem of going into another area? 

_General Power. Yes; as you recall, I read off some of the other 
sites. 

Mr. Rrenitman. None of them were satisfactory to this type of 
activity ? 

General Power. Now, one of the things that I feel, and as the Secre- 
tary told you before, this is looking ahead for the country, and we 
certainly must not neglect this research and development or we are 
in trouble. When we move we should be put in a place where we can 
look ahead and have the proper facilities and a proper facility. I per- 
sonally feel that this has to be on a military reservation, from the 
security angle, and also from the angle of improved conditions for the 
people in military service, better than half my command are military 
personnel. You provide certain services—post exchange, commissary, 
theaters, that type of thing, plus getting together which tends to make 
an organization more effective. You are together not only during 
working hours, but you have physical contacts and get together after 
hours. This lack of social contact is something about which we feel 
very badly at present. For example, I can’t talk to a group of my 
people, I am unable to have any kind of meeting at all. To have one 
I have to line up the good offices of one of the hotels, Lord Baltimore or 
one of the other hotels in Baltimore. This is something that hurts you. 
You can’t measure how much it hurts. This is something not nor- 
mally expected of military personnel that comes from not being on 
a base. 

Mr. Houtrrevp. Mr. Friedel. 

Mr. Garpner. Because of the nature of the problem which General 
Power described, because we are not on a military base and we have 
the rather discouraging physical arrangement that we have in Balti- 
more, it is extremely difficult to get good officer-personnel who are 
willing to accept assignments in such facilities. On military reserva- 
tions this problem does not exist. There has been a serious inability 
to staff our headquarters. 

Mr. Hotirtetp. Congressman Fascell, have you a question? 

Mr. Fascetx. I would like to inquire of the General if headquarters 
of ARDC is now in Baltimore? 

General Power. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Fascety. In addition to that you have 10 research centers 
throughout the country? 

General Power. That is correct. 

Mr. Fasceii. Twenty-six percent of your personnel is now stationed 
at Dayton? 

General Power. That is correct. 

Mr. Fascetx. Are all of the research centers on military reserva- 
tions? 

General Power. I just want to make sure. I am sure they are, but 
I want to make sure. Yes; they are all on there. 

Mr. Fascetz. No problem about security with those 10? 

General Power. The one at Hanscom, Rome, Wright is at Wright 
Air Force Base. Tullahoma, the Government owns a tremendous 
amount of land there. It is our base, we have a civilian contractor, 
but it is a Government reservation. 
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Mr. Fascetx. I see. Now, top-secret communication, and delays in 
communications, all of that could be resolved by an efficient new build- 
ing some lace?’ 

General Power. The problem of security would be solved by any 
new building that had reasonable security. 

Mr. Houirtevp. Did you testify that your Cambridge facility was 
on a military base? 

General Power. Hanscom Air Force Base is what I said, part of 
the facility is now downtown. They are building new facilities down 
on the base. The geophysic laboratory is dow ntown, and so was the 
electronics laboratory. It has recently moved, however. 

Mr. Hotirietp. Your plan is to get them ‘all out there ? 

General Power. All out there; yes 

Mr. Fascetu. May I continue? 

Mr. Hourrretp. Go ahead. 

Mr. Fasceiu. Now. let’s see. Remoteness of command. I am a little 
bit confused about that requirement in this consideration. Remote- 
ness of commands, as I see it, if you have centers and they are roughly 
in a circle, it is just as far to one as it is to another, and it wouldn't 
make any difference on the circle where your command headquarters 
1s, 

General Power. That is right. 

Mr. Fascetx. All other factors being eliminated. 

General Power. With the airplane it shouldn’t make any differ- 
ence. It was the work load, you remember I brought out. 

Mr. Fascetx. All right, 26 percent of your personnel now is at 
Dayton on this particular program, and you would consider moving 
an additional percentage of personnel to Dayton, which would give 
you what, roughly, 27 percent 

General Power. Who is good on arithmetic? Five percent in ad- 
dition to the twenty-six. 

Mr. Fascetz. No. it would be 31 percent, wouldn’t it? 

Mr. Garpner. 1,800 out of 37,500. 

Mr. Fasce.u. I am willing to settle for that. It would be more than 
31 percent. 

What does the Air Force have in installations in and around Dayton 
within a circumference of 32 miles? 

General Power. I am not prepared to answer in that circumference. 

Mr. Fascety. Let’s forget about the 32 miles, then. May I have the 
population figures on the Wright-Patterson Air Force Base? 

Mr. Garpner. 27,383, General, for the total number of people a 
Wright-Patterson and Air Materiel Command. Wright Dev se 
Center and Air Materiel Command, combined. 

General Power. I believe your question was the other personnel? 

Mr. Fascriy. Yes, sir; other than AMC. 

General Power. And ARDC. 

Mr. Fascritu. Everything else other than ARDC. 

General Power. AMC has a total of 7,269, and there are 3.075 tenant 
personnel ard then the base itself—this is the command that runs the 
base, it ee 7,204 personnel. 

Mr. FasceLy. Now, do I understand that the major part of the AMC 

provram is at Dayton? 

General Power. I am not qualified to say for AMC. That is prac- 
tically a worldwide organization. It is a tremendous organization. 
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Mr. Fascett, You would guess, though, that the centralization of 
all of their command function is there ? 

General Power. Their headquarters are there. 

Mr. Fasceitit. And you propose to do the same with yours? 

General Power. Well, my headquarters will be there; yes. But it 
just so happens that one of my operating units will be there too. I will 
be on the same base with one of my operating units. 

Mr. Fasceiu. Are there any others within your knowledge that are 
also based there? 

General Power. Well, these tenants, these small units like the 
recruiting service, there will be reserve units there and things like 
that. That is a total of 3,075. I believe the closest to a major unit 
would be the recruiting service of the Air Force under General Luch- 
man. He is there as a tenant. 

Mr. Fasceti. Then I assume that consideration has been given to 
all of those facts and that you are satisfied with respect to dispersal 
security, and the continuance of your command in time of danger? 

General Power. Dispersal is always a problem. The further you 
disperse the safer you are from that point. Then you have to weigh 
how efficient you are in getting the job done. We have examined both 
sides of the coin and I think that this is a good reasonable risk. 

Mr. Fasceti. Am I correct in assuming that in settling the question 
of dispersal security that the decision was not unilateral but was bi- 
lateral within the command of the Air Force? 

By that I mean certainly somebody in AMC would have a right 
to get their 2 cents in as to whether or not you ought to move out there’ 

General Power. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Fascetn. Then I assume they have concurred in this move? 

General Power. Oh, yes. It is the Chief of Staff and the Secretary 
that are making the decision. 

Mr. Fasceutt. Maybe they have not concurred. They have ac- 
quiesced. 

General Power. To my personal knowledge they have concurred. 

Mr. Fascett. Then, as I understand your testimony, there is no 
question in your mind and none has been raised in command—that 
is top level—with respect to dispersal security on this proposed move ’ 

General Power. I have not heard it raised. 

Mr. Fascetzi. Thank you, very much. 

Mr. Ho.irrexip. At this time if there are no questions from mem- 
bers of the committee, we will let Congressman Sam Friedel, who orig- 
inally brought this matter to our attention, make a statement, and at 
the conclusion of that if you have any questions you wish to submit 
to the committee we will be glad to have them answered. 


STATEMENT OF HON. SAMUEL N. FRIEDEL, A REPRESENTATIVE 
IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF MARYLAND 


Mr. Frreper. Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, I appre- 
ciate the committee’s compliance with my request that the hearing 
on the proposed transfer of the Air Research and Development Com- 
mand from Baltimore, Md., to Dayton, Ohio, be opened to the public. 
I believe that this proposal should be thoroughly aired. In this I am 
sure that I have the active support of my colleagues in the Maryland 
delegation. 
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When I first learned of the proposal, I wrote to the Secretary of the 
Air Force, March 29, 1955, voicing my objections and cited the reasons 
I believe the headquarters should be retained in the Baltimore area. 
I also urged that the Secretary meet with Members of the Maryland 
delegation in Congress before proceeding with this plan. On March 
31 Secretary Talbott telephoned me in Baltimore and informed me 
that the Air Force had definitely recommended the move of the head- 
quarters to Ohio. I reminded him of my letter and again asked that 
he discuss the matter with the entire delegation. This he refused to 
do, saying a discussion would be of no use. ARDC would be moved to 
Ohio. 

On March 30, I communicated with the chairman of the Govern- 
ment Operations Committee requesting that the Military Operations 
Subcommittee make an inquiry into the proposal. Today’s hearing 
is being held as a result of that request. 

On April 7, I asked the chairman of the Housed Armed Services 
Committee and the House Appropriations Committee for permission 
for the Maryland delegation to appear before the respective commit- 
tees, if and when consideration is given to a request for authorization 
and appropriations to facilitate this move. We are hoping that as a 
result of this hearing today, we will have the necessary facts to block 
the transfer of ARDC when we appear before those committees. 

In September 1349, the Ridenour committee was established to study 
the organization of research and dev elopment in the Air Force. This 
committee specifically recommended the separation of the function 
of Air Research and Development from the Air Materiel Command 
by establishment of an Air Research and Development Command. 
This report was adopted. 

On March 27, 1951, the Special ARDC Site Selection Board, headed 
by Gen. James H. Doolittle, recommended to Gen. Nathan F. Twining, 
Vice Chief of Staff, USAF, that the permanent site for the AR DC 
headquarters be established in the vic inity of Friendship Airport near 
Baltimore City. The site chosen by the distinguished eight-member 
Board was reported to offer a multitude of advantages, including the 
following: 

1. It is convenient to Washington, but avoids further congestion 
of the immediate Washington area. 

2. There are adequate suitable and diversified living quarters now 
available in the Baltimore area. 

For those permanent employees who may wish to build, the 
country adjacent to the Severn River is beautiful and eminently 
suitable. 

4. The environment, near the Johns ac ae University, and not 
far from the scientific laboratories in Washington, is admirably suit- 
able for the acquisition and retention of the type of technical per- 
sonnel necessary to properly staff ARDC He: adquarters. 

In summary, General Doolittle stated ; ** * * recommendations en- 
visage both a short- and long-range plan” and “at the site recom- 
mended temporary facilities and living quarters are available now. 
We consider this a point of great importance as it will permit the 
ARDC to acquire competent personnel and initiate operations 
promptly.” 


55066—55—No. 2070 
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The Doolittle report, recommending that the permanent site for 
the ARDC Headquarters be established in the Baltimore area was 
adopted. Air Force General Order No. 13, dated June 13, 1951, was 
issued directing that the ARDC Headquarters be opened in Baltimore 
(5 West Baltimore Street) on June 25, 1951, for a permanent change 
of station. 

It is my understanding that a study made about September 1954 
reaffirmed this report. I have also been told that as late as the first 
week of March 1955 a request was made of the Secretary’s Office for 
funds so that a building could be purchased or leased in or around 
Baltimore to house ARDC facilities under one roof. 

Since the headquarters was located in Baltimore in 1951, there have 
been many rumors that it would be transferred from the area. How- 
ever, as late as March 1954, the Department of the Air Force gave 
assurances that the ARDC would remain in Baltimore. 

The Command Headquarters, now located in scattered buildings in 
the Baltimore area, handles all Air Force research and development 
activity. The Baltimore personnel force totals 1,900 and accounts 
for an annual payroll of approximately $12 million. 

The Government rents the following buildings in Baltimore City 
for the purpose of housing the Air Research and Development Com- 
mand: 

1. 420 Fallsway, the Hillen Building. Three-year term, with 120 
days notice. Lease expires on June 30, 1955. It includes 76,767 square 
feet at $156,961 per year. The GSA spent $111,352 to equip the build- 
ing for use by ARDC. 

2. 600 Fallsway. This contract has a 30-day cancellation clause. 
The lease expired on April 20, 1955. GSA is now renegotiating on the 
lease. Includes 36,000 aquare feet at $30,000 per year. The Govern- 
ment spent $16,500 to equip this building for ARDC. 

3. The Sun Building, 5 West Baltimore Street. Three-year lease, 
with 90 days notice. Expires on June 30, 1956. Includes 84,207 
square feet at $145,124 per year. The Government spent $300,000 plus 
to equip this building for ARDC. 

It is my understanding that the Government spent some $300,000 
plus to equip the Sun Building for use by ARDC. 

The Baltimore area has many sites which would ideally house the 
headquarters. In addition to the excellent motor transportation be: 
tween Washington and Baltimore provided by the new expressway, 
Baltimore offers rail, sea, and air transportation. Housing facilities 
and electric power are readily available. All of these are necessary to 
the functions of the command. It is questionable whether Dayton 
could supply comparable facilities. 

If the ARDC is moved, a headquarters building must be constructed 
in Dayton. If it remains in Baltimore, a headquarters building can 
also be purchased or constructed. Several Baltimore interests have of- 
fered to construct such a headquarters building under the Lease Pur- 
chase Act. Other Baltimore real estate men and brokers have sub- 
mitted various locations in or near Baltimore. Apparently no action 
has been taken on any of these proposals. Further, I would like to 
state that the Air Force has not approached GSA for a building in 
the Baltimore area to house the ARDC under one roof. The Air Force 
has not asked that a building be constructed under the Lease Purchase 


Act. 
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According to the letter I received from the Secretary of the Air 
Force, this shift is being made for reasons of “economy and efficiency,” 
and upon the recommendation of : an “independent study and review by 
a firm of industrial engineers.” This firm has remained anonymous 
until this hearing today when General Power stated the name of the 
firm. I am hoping that this committee can get a copy of the report. 
I have heard that the firm made no mention of Dayton as a permanent 
site for the headquarters—merely studied the present dispersed loca- 
tions and recommended they be housed under one roof, which can easily 
be accomplished in the Baltimore area. 

It is difficult for me to reconcile how the Air Force can accept re- 
ports to its liking and reject equally qualified studies that come to dif- 
ferent conclusions. My interest naturally lies in retaining this com- 
mand in the Baltimore area. Should this transfer become a reality, 
the economy of the city and the State of Maryland would be seriously 
affected. 

The transfer of the Baltimore Signal Depot to Tobyhanna, Pa., 
last year affected some 2,700 civilian employees. The transfer of 
ARDC from Baltimore will affect some 1,900 persons and will mean 
a loss of approximately $12 million in income to a city already de- 
clared a surplus labor area. 

Again, if the pattern of the Signal Corps transfer follows, ARDC 
will be forced to pick up the bulk of its clerical help in Dayton. Re- 
ports from Dayton give the clerical situation as extremely tight— 
which means that the ARDC move would upset the labor balance at 
both ends. 

In summary, I would like to ask this committee : 

1. To determine whether there has been a subsequent report in op- 
position to the Ridenour report which specifically asked that Air Re- 
search be separated from the Air Materiel Command. 

2. To determine whether there has been a subsequent report made in 
reversal to the recommendations submitted by the Doolittle Committee 
which recommended that the permanent site for ARDC be in the 
Baltimore area, and 

3. To try to obtain a copy of the recommendations and “independent 
study and review of the firm of industrial engineers” referred to by 
Secretary Talbott. 

Naturally, the Members of Congress from Maryland are very much 
disturbed about the proposal to remove the ARDC from the B “a 
more area. We are disturbed not only because of the effect such a move 
will have on the economy of Baltimore and the State of Maryland, 
but also because we do not believe this move is in the best interest of 
efficiency and economy, our air defense, and the welfare of the country 
as a whole. 

I think that General Power by his own statement, has answered 
the question about communications and security when he stated th: : 
this could be done by simply housing ARDC under one roof i 
Baltimore. 

I want to thank this committee for calling this meeting 

Mr. Hoxrrretp. Now Congressman Fallon is next on our list of wit- 
nesses. After that we have Congressman Devereux, and after that, 
Congressman Schenck of Ohio will be given an opportunity to testify. 

e see we have one of our former “Congressmen, George Bender, 





4000 


who is now Senator George Bender, here, and I am sure he will want 
to testify before this committee. 

So we will try to get to you just as soon as we can. 

Congressman Fallon will be recognized at this time. 


STATEMENT OF HON. GEORGE H. FALLON, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF MARYLAND 


Mr. Fation. Mr. Chairman, I want to agree wholeheartedly with 
the prepared statement that Congressman Friedel made. I had a lot 
of things he said in mind, but to prevent repetition I will not go into 
them. 

He told you of the economic loss to Baltimore City. I don’t think 
this committee should consider that at all. We should consider the 
interest of the Air Corps and what they have in mind. 

General Power said that communications was the main thing that 
he wanted to assure would be kept secret if they were moved to Dayton. 
I was wondering if he had given any consideration that these com- 
munications could be improved if they built their own building some 
place near Fort Meade or Friendship Airport. 

They would have a military installation close by for barracks and 
many other services that could be rendered by the Army, and also one 
of the most up-to-date airports in the country that they could use, 
probably not for training or anything of that kind, but for transporta- 
tion facilities. 

I also understood that General Power said that the scientific per- 
sonnel would remain in this area, and that too probably would be top- 
secret communication, so that some facilities would have to be made 
for them for their top-secret communications. 

If it could be done for 150 or 175 people, it seems to me it could be 
done for 10 times that many, 1,700. 

I understand too that offers have been made from independent con- 
tractors and developers in Baltimore, offering to build buildings under 
the Lease Purchase Agreement, as low as a dollar per square foot, 
with low payments of almost half of what they would pay Lasey 
now, and it would become the property of the Federal Government 
within 25 years. 

Mr. Chairman, I do believe that I certainly wouldn’t want to say 
anything or do anything that would hamper the research and develop- 
ment of the weapons that the command has under their jurisdiction 
for the protection of this country, and I wouldn’t want to do anything 
that would be an additional burden on taxpayers. 

But the information that I have received, and the information that 
I could get, seems to me that not enough study has been made. 

I noticed the general on several occasions, in answering a question, 
he said he had to get this information hurriedly, which made me be- 
lieve that not enough study has been given to this move, and I cer- 
tainly do prevail upon this committee to see that in the interest of 
everything that I said before, that this is not a case of where they 
are going to move there today and some place else tomorrow at the 
expense entailed, and I would appreciate everything that this com- 
mittee could do to see that all of those things I outlined are carried out. 

Mr. Garmartz. Is there any objection to those figures being in the 
record, of the cost of the building ? 
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Mr. Fatxon. I think the committee has a copy of it. 

Mr. Houirretp. We will ask the Congressman to submit in proper 
form the figures that he referred to, and if possible the names of the 
firms that have offered that. 


Mr. Fation. Mr. Chairman, I submitted a copy to the committee 
the other day in executive session. 

Mr. HouiFteLp. Without objection, then, those figures will be made 
a part of the record, at the request of our subcommittee member, Con- 
gressman Garmatz. 

(The proposal referred to submitted by James W. Rouse and Com- 
pany, Inc., Baltimore, Md., July 12, 1954, is as follows:) 


JULY 12, 1954. 
Re Proposed office building 
AiR RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT COMMAND, 
Hillen Building, Baltimore, Md. 

GENTLEMEN: Following our meeting several weeks ago, we have studied the 
space and location requirements of the Air Research and Development Command, 
which we understand to be as follows: 

As to space: A building containing approximately 270,000 square feet, with 
offices and facilities equal to those shown in Lowrie & Green preliminary drawings 
dated November 15, 1952, air-conditioned, with cafeteria, auditorium, and park- 
ing for 550 cars. 

As to location: Proximity to a military base, beyond the Washington target 
area, proximity to Friendship Airport, convenient to adequate housing and shop- 
ping facilities, and with suitable highway access. 

Both as to space and location, the project is a relatively single-purpose one. 
This fact rules out any solution which involves the usual 1-year Government 
lease, and, in fact, demands that we seek substantially longer term assurances, 
preferably not shorter than 10 years. The bill now passed by Congress, H. R. 
6342, authorizes General Services Administration to enter into lease-purchase 
contracts up to 25 years for space for the permanent activities of the Federal 
Government. 

We have obtained from a local contractor a preliminary estimate of the con- 
struction cost of a building containing your required space and facilities, with 
certain modifications of the Lowrie & Green plans in the interest of economy. 
We are prepared to offer you such a building, in an area that should be ideal for 
you, and at a rental that is uniquely low. 

The location is in the Glen Burnie section, 15 minutes driving time from Camp 
Meade, 5 minutes from Friendship Airport, adjacent to a substantial amount of 
rental housing, very close to Glen Burnie stores, with access to Ritchie Highway. 

The building will be rectangular, 180 feet by 750 feet, with a gross area of 135,- 
000 square feet on each of two floors. It will contain all the facilities and offi- 
ces shown on the Lowrie and Green plans, including air conditioning, cafeteria, 
auditorium and parking. It will be attractive brick construction with suitable 
landscaping and approaches. 

Annual payments under lease purchase agreement (subject, of course, to final 
refinements of building details and costs), based on various lease purchase 
periods: 


Per square 


Term of years Pt 


OOO 
O00 
O00 
UUU 


The above estimates include payment by the landlord-seller of real estate 
taxes, insurance and general exterior maintenance, with all operating costs such 
as heat, cooling, electricity, cleaning, and interior maintenance, etc., carried by 
the Government. The proposal would include a provision to cover the cost of in- 

reased real estate taxes beyond the first year. 
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The above estimates are believed to be realistic, but at this stage must be cou 
sidered as entirely preliminary. 


Mr. Houtrietp. Now, at this time, unless there is some questions, 
we will accord Congressman Devereux a chance. 


STATEMENT OF HON. JAMES P. S. DEVEREUX, A REPRESENTATIVE 
IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF MARYLAND 


Mr. Devereux. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I would like to say that 
most of the points have been cleared up by my colleagues in othe: 
questions. 

However, I would like to address myself to one particular thing, M) 
Secretary: You have no authority whatsoever to move now, have you! 

Mr. Garpner. We have authority to move, but we have no building 
to move into, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. You have authority to move ? 

Mr. Garpner. The Secretary of the Air Force has directed that th 
move take place. 

Mr. Devereux. Would it be an impossibility to move unless you h 
authority for the construction of facilities at Dayton ? 

Mr. Garpner. Unless we can work out some interim solution. 

Mr. Devereux. That is one point that I would like to make, thai 
would be then possible for you to move without any specific congres 
sional authority ? 

Mr. Garpner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. What about the authority that was granted 
several years ago by the Armed Services Committee to erect a head 
quarters building in the Baltimore area ? 

Mr. Garpner. That authority had tied to it the language that the 
money could only be used in the vicinity of Friendship. If you will 
recall the city of Baltimore objected to military aircraft coming int 
Friendship at that time, so we didn’t construct the facility. 

Subsequently, when we desired to build at Andrews, and hoped 
might use that money, all of the bureaus ruled that we could not use 
that money for construction at Andrews, even if the other rules had 
permitted us. 

So, in my case we would have had to go back for new legislation. 

Mr. Devereux. Then it was the expressed intent of Congress that 
this headquarters be in the Baltimore area, specifically around Friend- 
ship? And if you moved then, without any other action by the Con- 
gress of the United States, you would be flaunting the specified and the 
directed intention of Congress, would you not ? 

Mr. Garpner. It is a legal question. We certainly never meant | 
do that. Ishould have some legal advice. 

My understanding was that legislation simply permitted us to cou 
struct the building in the Friendship area, but it wasn’t manditory ¥ 
do so or stay there and use the money. 

Mr. Devereux. However, it was the expressed intent that you be 
located in that area ? 

Mr. Garpner. Before I answer that, I would have to refer to the 
wording and get some legal advice. It occurred before my time in 
the Air Force. 

Mr. Devereux. That is the principal point I wanted to cove: 
Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 
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Mr. Houirrevp. Thank you for your attendance, Congressman Dev- 
ereux. 

Congressman Schenck, you are next, or perhaps you would like to 
yield to the distinguished Senator from Ohio, Mr. Bender. 


STATEMENT OF HON. PAUL F. SCHENCK, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF OHIO 


Mr. Scuenck. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I will yield to him just 
a moment later. 

It so happens that Wright-Patterson Air Force Base is located 
partly in the district I represent, and partly in the district represented 
by my distinguished colleague, Clarence Brown. 

We, in that area, are extremely interested in doing whatever we can 
that may be helpful to the Air Force. We are deeply interested in 
~ proper operation of the Air Force, and in the proper function of 

he Air Force. 

This particular hearing today came without my knowing very far 
in advance, Consequently, those of us of the Ohio group, inc luding 
Senator Bender and Senator Bricker and our colleagues in the House, 
did not have the opportunity to prepare either prepared statements or 
searching questions, and, therefore, we would like the opportunity, 
Mr. Chairman, to be heard at a later time, at which time we would 
be happy to present what we feel are the advantages of our area, and 
at the same time reiterate the feeling that we are activated solely in 
the public interest of what is best, and not only for the public, but for 
the Air Force, which is important to all of us. 

So we will appreci iate your consideration, Mr. Chairman, and mem- 
bers of the committee, at just a little later time, and if agreeable to you 
I would like to yield at this time to my former colleague and the junior 
Senator of Ohio, Senator Bender, and then to Congressman Jenkins. 

Mr. Hoxtrrevp. Thank you for your testimony and any additional 
statements which you wish to file with the committee will be accepted. 

If the committee holds additional hearings, of course, you will have 
the opportunity to appear in person. I did forget that my old friend, 
Congressman Jenkins, is here. If the Senator will bear with me, he 
has been sitting here ‘all afternoon. I will ask if he wishes to sa y 
something at this time. 

Mr. Frrepen. Congressman Lankford had to leave. 

Mr. Hortrretp. His statement will be accepted in the record. 

Mr. Jenkins. 


STATEMENT OF HON. THOMAS A. JENKINS, A REPRESENTATIVE 
IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF OHIO 


-. JENKINS. I have this tosay, Mr. Chairman. I am not familiar 
with these terms that the generals discuss, except I know generally 
their standing and that they speak for the Army and for the Air Corps 
and for us Americans, and I have great respect for what they have to 
~s 

But I have been a Member of Congress for 30 years and a little more, 
and in that time I have seen things develop around Dayton. 

Dayton is not in my district, but one end of my district goes to 
within 60 miles of Dayton. I should be glad if any of you on the 
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committee would have the opportunity to go out and see that territory 
in which Wright-Patterson Field is loc ated. There it is between Day- 
ton and Springfield, not very far from Columbus. There is no better 
place in America that that great headquarters could be located at. 

Now then, Wright Field has been a great field for years. I am not 
up-to-date on these milit: ary terms and what has been done exactly, 
except this: I know that on several occasions efforts were made to 
move Wright Field or portions of it away, that is, to some other place, 
and those efforts were lost in miserable defeat because the history built 
up around the Wright Field and the activities there of the Wrights 
and everybody since that time that made Dayton really a repository 
for, you might say, any developments of this kind, and I was over in 
Dayton once, not many years ago, at the airport, when we had some 
sort of meeting, and I was proud to hear the officers of the Army and 
the Air Corps—I don’t know exactly who they were now—but they 
were proud of mays fact that every secret that these departments had, 
»ractically every secret, their navigation and so forth, was recorded 
in Dayton, and that that place had been made a repository for these 
developments, and that fact helped me on several occasions when 
somebody in the House tried to invade the rights of Dayton, and we 
were always very successful because Dayton had a history and I don’t 
want it to be blurred in any way so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. Houtrtevp. Thank you, Congressman Jenkins. Spoken like a 
true Ohioan. 

Mr. Scuenck. May I say that the relationship between Ger ve al 
Rawlings, the people of Day ton in business, and professionals, has been 
most wonderful, There has been such a fine relat ionship development 
that association and the matter of housing and other requirements, 
professional and otherwise, for the military personnel, have been well 
met. 

Dayton is proud of the fact that it is the birthplace and cradle of 
aviation and also proud of the fact that the research originally started 
there. 

We think that that is the best place for the repository of research. 

Mr. Houtrrerp. Thank you, Congressman Schenck. 

Now. we welcome back to the ace customed place across the committee 
table, Committee on Government Operations, our old colleague, Sen- 
ator George Bender. 


STATEMENT OF HON. GEORGE H. BENDER, A UNITED STATES 
SENATOR FROM THE STATE OF OHIO 


Mr. Benper. Thank you. I feel right at home here with this com- 
mittee. I miss my old colleagues, Clare Hoffman—— 

Mr. Howtrretp. He is on the subcommittee, but pressing business 
compelled him to leave. 

Mr. Benper. I am sure, if he would be agreeable, I be ieve that 
nothing would be finer than for this committee to take a trip to Ohio 
in April, because it is beautiful, apart from the Dayton Air Force 
and airport and all the facilities there. 

Certainly you can apprec ‘iate why we Ohioans are here and why t! 
Representatives and Senators from Maryland are here. I didn't 
realize that the Air Force had made this decision. Certainly I used 
no influence, nor do I believe that my other Ohioans used any influenc 
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on the Air Force to bring this facility to Ohio or to Dayton. I am 
sure that they know what they are doing. 

General Devereux, for whom I have great respect, said that possibly 
Congress was not—I have known Congress to change its mind over- 
night, in fact, almost daily Congress changes its mind as possibly 
does the Air Force. 

Since the AMC has the fine facilities—the AMC, that is, has the 
fine facilities, since these facilities are there, obviously the Air Corps 
feels that this ARDC should be part of that development. 

They know what the answer is. I am here in the same capacity as 
was Senator Beall and Senator Butler and as are the Ohioans and 
the Marylanders here, but I believe that this committee at this time 
of the year should go to Ohio and see as my colleague, Congressman 
Jenkins, has suggested, and if Clare Hoffman will permit, I think 
you will be convinced that the Air Corps is right. 

Mr. Houtrrevp. Thank you very much, Senator Bender. 

We have sent a telephone call for Senators Beall and Butler, to 
give them their promised opportunity to appear. While we are wait 
ing for them to appear, we have Mr. Samuel Hecht, who is also on 
our list of witnesses. Mr. Hecht is vice president of the Baltimore 
Association of Commerce, president of the Hecht Co. and treasurer 
of the Air Force Association. 

Mr. Hecht, we thank you for your patience in waiting until we 
give our congressional colleagues the courtesy we usually extend to 
them. We will welcome your testimony at this time. 


STATEMENT OF SAMUEL M. HECHT, VICE PRESIDENT, BALTIMORE 
ASSOCIATION OF COMMERCE, AND CHAIRMAN OF THE ASSOCIA- 
TION’S AVIATION COMMITTEE 


Mr. Hecur. To digress a minute, I understand you are in the retail 
business, so you know what patience means. 

As you have stated by name and the company 1 am with I thank you 
for the publicity. I want to emphasize the fact that I am here today 
as vice president of the Baltimore Association of Commerce, and also 
as chairman of the association’s committee on aviation. 

The threatened transfer of headquarters of the Air Research Devel- 
opment Command from Baltimore to Dayton, Ohio, is a matter of 
grave concern to all Baltimorians and Marylanders. The loss of this 
high-level military installation would be extremely harmful to the 
economy of the entire Baltimore area. We would certainly have no 
objection to such a transfer if we could be assured that it was in the 
national interest. 

There are many aspects to this proposal which, in my opinion, 
require the fullest consideration of your subcommittee. 

The Air Research and Development Command was moved from 
Dayton’s Wright-Patterson Field and established in Baltimore fol- 
lowing an intensive study of the situation by a top-level advisory com- 
mittce under General Doolitte. 

Much of this, of course, has been covered. One of the reasons that 
Baltimore was selected was its proximity to Washington and to the 
United States Air Force headquarters. If that was a reason then, it 
certainly seems to be just as important today. 
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Over 800 civilian employees are currently employed by ARDC in 
saltimore, trained in their jobs at Government expense. And if we 

take the figures of the loss of civilian personnel that would move from 
the Signal Depot; out of 700 civilian employees only 20 percent stayed 
with the Signal Depot when it moved—80 percent of the civilians 
were lost, and this is a tremendous loss of trained personnel. I am 
sure that the civilian personnel in Baltimore, for ARDC, the figures 
will be close to that. 

Mr. ‘Talbott has stated to the Maryland congressional delegation 
that between 600 and 800 civilian employees would have to move to 
Dayton in connection with this transfer. I might state in addition to 
the civilian transfers that officers transferring there will probably 
find it quite difficult to locate homes there because of a tremendous 
amount of Government employment in that area. 

If Baltimore’s experience with the recent loss of the Signal Depot 
ce Depot to Tobyhanna, Pa., is any criteria, as I mentioned before. 
the bulk of civilian personnel will not go along with any such move. 
That being the case, their valuable experience and training will be 
completely lost to the Air Force and the Government. 

The United States is now in a great technical race with Russia and 
it would appear to me that any major loss of civilian employees to the 
headquarters at this time would certainly bring momentum of the 
command to a near halt. It was passed over lightly by the Secretary. 
I can convince him that if he were in my business, or in any other busi- 
ness, he would find that manpower, properly trained, is a great asset. 
Time is of the essence and any reorganization necessary for the hiring 
of new personnel will certainly affect negatively the mission of ARDC. 
Civilians cannot simply be hired and put to work, but require careful 
screening and processing, all of which involves considerable expendi- 
tures and time. 

In addition to the civilians employed in ARDC headquarters in 
Baltimore there are approximately 1,400 officers and enlisted men in 
our city who have become fully integrated into the community. The) 
rent or own their own homes in the Baltimore area and their children 
are enrolled in Maryland schools. In respect to this question of inte- 
gration of the command into the community, I would like to quote a 
paragraph from remarks made by our good friend Gen. Thomas S. 
Power, commanding general of the ARDC, during an association of 
commerce luncheon on January 24, 1955. 

The interest which you have displayed today is typical of the civic spirit we 
have found in Baltimore. In the comparatively short time our headquarters has 
been located here, you have taken us in as a part of your great city. 

Your governor, your mayor, your association of commerce and your business 
and professional people have given us excellent cooperation at all times al 
make us feel as though we belonged. 

Baltimore interests have offered to construct a headquarters bu 
ing under a lease purchase agreement with payments less than those 
currently being paid by ARDC in Baltimore. . 

To be specific, $403,000 a year for the 5 locations, rental, and a build- 
ing of 270,000 square feet with offices and facilities equal to those 
shown in the I owry & Green preliminary drawings dated November 
15, 1952, air -conditioned, with cafeteria, auditorium, and parking 55) 

rs, they were located near a military base beyond the Washingtol 
area, near to or adjacent to the Friendship Airport, convenient [0 
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adequate housing and shopping facilities, and with suitable highway 
access. The rental, under a basis term of 10 years to be $450,000, 15 
years $348,000, 20 years $298,000, and 25 years $269,000, which is $1 
per square foot. 

In light of the Government’s attitude—— 

Mr. Hottrrevp. May I interrupt you at that point, Mr. Hecht? 

Mr. Hecur. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ho.irtetp. This is taking advantage of the lease purchase 
legislation which was passed. 

Mr. Hecur. That is correct. 

Mr. Hotirretp. And at the end of 25 years the figure of $269,000 
would that be the average—— 

Mr. Hecut. No, sir. That would be annually yearly rental based 
upon a 25 year lease. For 25 years it would be $269,000 per year. If 
it were only a 10-year lease, $450,000. 

Mr. Hortrrevp. At that time the Government would own the build- 
ing, is that right, at the end of 25 years? That is the lease purchase 
formula ? 

Mr. Hecnut. Well, I couldn’t answer that. That is not in this let- 
ter, sir, but one of our Congressmen could. I imagine, of course, per 
square foot of that building, would be around somewhere in the neigh- 
borhood of $15 or $20 per square foot. As a matter of fact, the fig- 
ures quoted, I believe, by the Secretary, said that 150,000 square-foot 
building in Wright Field would cost around $6 million. 

Mr. GARDNER. It was $239,000. 

Mr. Hortrtetp. This price will include the land, of course. 

Mr. Hecur. I understand so, yes, sir. 

Mr. Hotirretp. Do you have any information, Congressman Friedel, 
as to this particular offer? Is it a firm offer by reputable people ? 

Mr. Hecur. I can answer that, that it is reputable people. I don’t 
know the full details. It was written July 12, 1954. Building costs 
have not gone up materially since that. 

Mr. Fatton. I sent that offer to the committee the other day. 

Mr. Hortrrerp. Congressman Fallon, was that on the basis of the 
Government owning it? 

Mr. Fation. That is right, under the lease-purchase agreement. 

Mr. Hourrteip. This would obviate, then, a budget factor of $6 mil- 
hon for the building of an Air Force building at Wright, Dayton. 

Mr. Fation. That is right, and it would be almost half of the rental 
that they pay under their leases in Baltimore at the present time. 

Mr. Hottrretp. Has that been submitted to the Air Force? 

Mr. Fatiton. I think the letter is addressed to the Air Force. 

Mr. Devereux. I think General Power can answer that question. 

Mr. Hottrretp. General Power? 

Well, what is the date of the letter? 

Mr. Hecut. This is my own copy, sir. 

General Power. Will you identify that as one of the ones sub- 
mitted? We have submitted five, was it? We have examined 4 or 5 of 
these proposals. They contacted me, I put them in the proper hands 
of my staff. They have given the figures and we have considered 
these proposals in our overall deliberations. 

Mr. Garmatz. How do they compare with the one in Ohio? 

General Power. Well, these are buildings that will be built by pri- 
vate capital under that particular act. 
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From my personal information, I am told this act—that the: 
is some discussion with the Defense Department on it, these build 
ings would be the property of GSA, and the act was for them and 
the Post Office Department. The Air Force would have no 
manency in the vicinity and no choice as to future occupancy. 

Mr. Houirretp. Well, now I am not so sure about that. We ha 
a GSA man here, and subsequent to this testimony we will ask him 
to give us some general information on the function of the GSA 
that regard. 

For the time being, go ahead, Mr. Hecht. 

Mr. Hecur. The present rental is $403,000, on the basis of 25 
The rental of a new, modern building, which would overco: 
obstacles of communications would be $269,000, and then the Gov 
ment would own the property. It could be built close to Fort Mead 
and would give the soldiers the benefit of the PX and commissary 
General Power mentioned. 

I would like to summarize it. In my opinion, no great convin 
argument has been advanced that is in the national interest to tre 
fer ARDC Headquarters from Baltimore. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Honirrerp. Very well. Do you have any questions? 

Mr. Ecxuarr. Yes. Mr. Secretary, one of your staff pe ople 
handed us a document. I was wondering if someone familia: 
that would explain it to the committee. 

Mr. Garpner. Who was it that handed it to you / 

Mr. Eckuarr. Is there anyone here that can discuss that? 

Mr. Garpner. This is square footage and proposed autho: 
of the Air Research Development Command in Dayton ? 

General Power. This is the same breakdown I gave you in my testi- 
mony. 

Mr. Ecxuarr. That is twenty dollars and something per square 
foot ? 

General Powrr. I think the figure we used was 17. 

Mr. Ecxnanr. I mean there is a discrepancy there. 
$20, and $17 has gone in the record. That is why I would lik 
have this explained to me. 

General Power. The installations people vary those costs from $1 
to $21. 

Mr. Garpner. Where you put utilities or heating plant in or 
that is where the variation comes. 

Mr. Ho.irretp. Apparently, by putting the heating plant in, thi 
particular list of figures gives a $4,933,000 authorization amount f 
the building alone, I suppose ? 

Mr. Garpner. Yes. 

Mr. Howtrterp. $4,933,000—now, I assume that is exclusive of the 
utilities. The atilities are $500,000 and the heating plant is $342,00' 
which would bring it well up toward $6 million. Now, that is for 
239,125 square feet, I believe. While testimony was given a moment 
ago, from Mr. Hecht, that you would build 270,000 square feet for 

Mr. Hecnr. 270,000, and that included parking lot, land, air-con 
tioning and the heating plant and everything. 

Mr. Hortrrevp. Heating plant and utilities and all of that sort 0! 
thing? 


Mr. Hecur. Yes. 
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Mr. Hortr1etp. Now, we would like to have at this time Charles 
Palmer or his representative. Mr. Palmer. 

He is Chief Estimator of General Services Administration and has 
heen with the General Services Administration since its formation, 
has been employed by the Federal Government for 25 years in cost 
estimating 

Without specific regard to this particular project, Mr. Palmer, we 
would like to ask you what the function of the GSA would be under 
the Lease Purchase Act in case the Air Force wanted to utilize your 
vervices, and also if that utilization of your service could give to them 
ontrol of the facility that they would ask you to secure for them, or 
whether they would be at the direction of the GSA in remov ing them- 
selves from that facility at the GSA’s decision ? 

Mr. Parmer. Well, I can’t speak for the Administrator-—— 

Mr. Houtrrecp. You are familiar with the law, aren’t you? 

Mr. Parmer. Iam familiar with the law. 

Mr. Ho.irietp. You give us that. That is all we want. 

Mr. Pauaer. The law provides that where any agency of the Gov- 

nment needs space and it can be furnished more economically than 
ty. re nting space, and it is a permanent facility, that we can build a 

ding under the Lease Purchase Act for that agency. 

Mr. Horirtetp. And can they have control of that during the period 
of their need? Or are they subject to being shifted by the GSA? 

Mr. Parmer. My understanding is from the agencies that have been 
onsidered under that act, that they will more or less have fairly good 
ontrol while they occupy it. We have had under consideration for 
the act, as you probably know, several very high secret organizations 

of the Government, which would have to have high top security—— 

Mr. Houtrtetp. And permanence / 

Mr. Parmer. And permanence. So that, going from that experi- 

ce, | wouid say that they would have more or less control and occu- 
pancy as long as they wished to occupy that place. 

Mr. Ho.trietp. Now, getting to this specific problem here, has any- 

e approached you from private industry with an offer to build a 
wilding ? 

Mr. Parmer. No, sir. 

Mr. Houtrrerp. And the Air Force hasn’t requested your services / 

Mr. Parmer. No, sir. 

Mr. Faron. Is it true that in the Purchase and Lease Agreement 
Act passed last year, for the Atomic Energy Commission—wasn’t 

definitely stated that $9 million would be available for the Atomic 
Energy Commission to build a building in and around Washington. 

Mr. Parmer. The proposal was for $8,400,000. 

Mr. Fatton. Well, that is in the neighborhood. We deal with gen- 
eralities here. I just wanted to establish that highly secretive agencies 
ive available under lease-purchase agreement funds to build a build- 
gin or about Washington for their needs. 

Horrtetp. That bill was passed today, I might say, on the 
floor, but without rolleall vote. The rolleall vote will be Thursday on 
t. [will revise my remarks, it wasn’t passed, it was considered, and 
the vote will be on that particular bill on Thursday, I understand. 

Mr. Fatton. Now, that is a direct purchase. That is a new act. 
That is in addition to the act that was passed last year under the 
ease-purchase legislation. 


y 
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Mr. Houirtexp. I see. 

Mr. Friepet. May I ask a question ! 

Mr. Faution. To put it more specifically, if the Air Force requested 
GSA to get it for them under a lease purchase, would you within your 
rights, legally, have a right to go with a contract of that type? 

Mr. Patmer. My understanding i is that we could. 

Mr. Friepen. That means that the Air Force would be eligible under 
the lease-purchase ? 

Mr. Houtrreio. This is a question which I don’t think we can 
decide at this point, but it is certainly worthwhile to have this informa 
tion for the record. Thank you. 

Is there anything else you wish to say ? 

Mr. Paumer. I wish to say that I am not a lawyer, I am an engi 
neer. That is my understanding, that we have to refer that question 
to legal counsel for final determination. I am just expressing my 
opinion as I understand it. 

Mr. Houtrievp. Thank you. 

Mr. Scnenck. May I express my opinion that that is a very do ya 
ful question, as to whether or not GSA has any relationship wit! 
Defense Department and the building of a facility for the Defen Ise 
Department. 

Mr. Hottrretp. Well, we'll let your testimony also stand for the 
record. 

Mr. Eoxuarr. Mr. Palmer, if the Department of the Air Force 
directed you to take some steps toward consolidation of some of the 
facilities they have over there now, in finding a building which would 
give them adequate space, was it not your answer that you would be 
able to go ahead and enter into a lease-purchase agreement, under the 
new law, on behalf of them, if the Air Force was going to occupy) 
them ? 

Mr. Parmer. We could build a building for the Air Force unde 
that lease purchase. 

Mr. Ecxuarr. If you did not exceed the limitation of $5 million’ 

Mr. Pater. The present amortization is $5 million. There are 4 
number of projects under now, and we are limited to that 

Mr. Houtrrevp. For an individual building ? 

Mr. Parmer. None. That is for all buildings. The total building: 
that we build now cannot exceed, for amortization costs, over % 
million. 

Mr. Houtrrebp. I see. 

Mr. Rreutman. That is $50 million per year, amortization ? 

Mr. Patmer. That is right. 

Mr. Houirtetp. But it is $50 million capital cost, I believe? 

Mr. Patmer. That depends upon the number of years. We have 
from 10 to 25 years to amortize it. If you amortize it under 10 years, 
it would be under $50 million. If you take the amount of amortization 
for 25 years, it would be over $50 million. 

Mr. Ecxuart. Would it be your opinion if a building could be buil 
in Baltimore, containing 2 270.000 square feet and paid for by the Gov- 
ernment over a 10-year period at a total price of $414 million as co! 
trasted to the building of another building of 239,000 square feet at a 
cost of $6 million, that the Government would be able to affect an) 
economy in making such a move? 
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Mr. Patmer. It does cost more. The final cost of a lease-purchase 
building, when you pay the taxes and insurance and your interest and 
‘our amortization cost, it is considerably more than your final cost. 
To make an answer to that I would have to sit down and do some 
curing, because a $414 million building when it is amortized over a 
period of 25 years will come up to nearer $9 million in outlay to the 
Government, and the taxes, and the insurance, which a federally 
wned building does not pay taxes and there is no insurance carried. 

e Federal Government carries its own insurance. 

Mr. Hotirtetp. Are there any further questions / 

From Congressman Garmatz ? 

Mr. Garmatz. Mr. Secretary, what are the terms of the conditions 
it the leases of the buildings now in Baltimore? Are they 1-year 
eases or can they expire at any time? 

Mr. Garpner. I don’t know, sir. I would like to refer it to the 
major here. 

Major Vitione. Basically, a single year lease on all except one, 
which is a 8-year lease. 

Mr. Garmatz. One is a three, and the others are one year. 

Major Vittone. That is right. They all expire in accordance with 
ihe fiscal year, the 30th of June. 

Mr. GarMatz. You say there wouldn’t be any cost to the command if 
they moved out of there? What would be the cost ? 

Major Virwone. All of these leases are by GSA. 

Mr. Garmatz. If you brought the lease next week, there wouldn't 
be any cost ¢ 

Major Vittone. They have a 30-day cancellation notice, and they 
are all rented by GSA, and we have been informally advised that we 
have a 3-year lease; they expect to allow another Federal agency to 
utilize the facility immediately. 

Mr. Eckuarr. Give your name for the record and the office you 
are associated with. 

Major Vittone. Victor J. Villone, HDQ, ARDC. 

Mr. Hotiirretp. Congressman Fallon. 

Mr. Fatuon. Major, the building known as the Hille Building, 
what is the lease on that ? 

Major Vittong. Three years. 

Mr. Fatton. You signed a 3-year lease? 

Major Vintone. GSA. 

Mr. Garpner. $146,861 annual rent. 

Mr. Fatton. Do you have a termination clause, a 90-day termina- 
tion clause in that lease? 

Mr. Parmer. That lease is in regional office 3, and I am not familiar 
With it. 

Mr. Fatton. I see. 148,861. 

Mr. Houtrretp. General Powers, do you have anything else you 
Wish to say for the record, or the Secretary ? 

(reneral Power. No, sir. 

Mr. Hotrrrerp. Our staff will ask the privilege of looking 

of these reports which have been mentioned today. Will you cooper 
e with them ? , 
Mr. Garpner. I will be glad to. 


@” at some 





4012 


Mr. Fatton. May I have just one question? I would like to ask 
the Secretary or the general: You say you have 10 other installa- 
tions in addition to the 1 in Baltimore? 

Mr. Garpner. Right. 

Mr. Faxon. Is it your plan if you build your headquarters in Day- 
ton to move any of the personnel of any of the other headquarters 
into these headquarters ? 

Mr. Garpner. No, it is not. This headquarters acts as a manage- 
ment agent for these other 10 centers. 

Mr. Houirieip. The meeting is adjourned. 


APPENDIX 
APPENDIx I 


SUMMARY OF THE FACTORS AND THE CONCLUSION REACHED BY LT. GEN. Orval 
R. Cook, DerpuTY CHIEF Or STAFF, MATERIEL, IN A MEMORANDUM FOR THE CHIErs 
oF STAFF, DATED NOVEMBER 17, 1953 


1. Factors considered : 

(a) Accessibility of the general scientific community. 

(b) Accessibility of other governmental research and development 
agencies. 

(c) Facility of collaboration with the Air Staff and with the other 
major commands. 

(d) Convenience of industry. 

(e) Economy in facilities, installations, and transportation 

Recommendation that: 
The headquarters of the Air Research and Development Command 
be moved from Baltimore to Andrews Air Force Base after construction 
of appropriate facilities at Andrews. 


APPENDIX II 


CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS OF TITE REPORT OF THE SpectAL ARDC SITE 
SELECTION BoAaRD SUBMITTED BY Dr. JAMES H. DOOLITTLE, CHAIRMAN OF THE 


Boarp, ON Marcu 27, 1951 


In view of the hearings, studies, and deliberations described above, the Board 
recommends as follows: 

1. The permanent site for the Headquarters, ARDC, should be on a plot of 
ground near Friendship Airport, south of Baltimore. This site is preferred for 
the following reasons: 

(a) It is convenient to Washington but avoids further congestion « 
the immediate Washington area. 

(b) The Government plans to acquire land at Friendship for an important 
MATS terminal, and an extension of this purchase would provide a site 
suitable for Headquarters, ARDC. 

(c) St. Mary’s Industrial School, located 7 miles north of Friendship 
can be leased if immediately spoken for. It is available for immediate occt- 
pancy and would make an excellent temporary headquarters. Purchase and 
modifications of this school might conceivably provide a permanent head 
quarters should that later prove desirable. 

(d) There are adequate, suitable, and diversified living quarters DOW 
available in the Friendship-St. Mary’s area. 

(e) For those permanent employees who may wish to build, the country 
adjacent to the Severn River is beautiful and eminently suitable. 

(f) The environment, near the Johns Hopkins University and not 
from the scientific agencies in Washington, is entirely suitable for the recrull 
ment and retention of the type of personnel required properly to staff the 
ARDC Headquarters. 

2. St. Mary’s Industrial School, at the intersection of Caton and Wilkins 
Avenues on U. S. Route 1, Baltimore, Md., should be immediately made availa): 
for assignment as the interim location of Headquarters, ARDC. 
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8 If. for some reason, St. Mary's Industrial School cannot be obtained, an 
ee rt should be made to obtain temporary space in or to the south of Baltimore, 

nding the completion of the permanent ARDC Headquarters at Friendship. In 
case it proves impossible to find suitable space or if Friendship should become 
navailable the Headquarters ARDC should be located in some other suitable 
rea within 1 hour’s drive of Washington, D. C., giving due regard to the 
considerations viewed as important in this report. 


APPENDIX III 


STATEMENT OF Hon. RicHarD E. LANKFORD, A REPRESENTATIVE IN CONGRESS FROM 
THE STATE OF MARYLAND 


Mr. Chairman, I appreciate greatly this opportunity given me to submit my 
statement to the subcommittee with regard to the proposed move of the Air 
Research and Development Command from Baltimore to Dayton, Ohio. I ap- 
preciate your courtesy in allowing me to attend the hearing the other day and I 
am sorry I had to leave before the hearing was over. 

It seems to me that the proposed move, which is one that is based on no com- 
pelling need, but rather based on the personal desire and whims of people of 
high rank in the Air Force. In listening to the testimony of the Assistant 
Secretary and the Commanding General, it was my observation that stress was 
iid on only two points: (1) That the Command was inadequately housed in 
Baltimore and (2) that communication facilities would be better were they to 
relocate in Dayton. 

I do not believe the facts in the situation justify or bear out either one of these 
conditions. It is true that the Command may be inadequately housed at the 
present time in Baltimore, but it is equally true that overtures have been made 

» the Command to make adequate housing available to them at a rate that 
would be less than what they are paying now and it would result in the Air Force 
wnhing the building after a period of 25 years. I believe that all things taken 
uto consideration, this would be by far the most economical arrangement to 
make. 

As to the communications, I have noticed that in the military public works bill, 
the Research and Development Command has asked for authorization for work 
tobe done at nine installations. Five of these installations are on the east coast, 
two in California, one in Nevada, and one in New Mexico. I cannot see where 
communications would be aided by moving from the east coast to Dayton, Ohio, 
and thus being farther away from the Command’s installations. 

There is one other point which was not touched upon while I was at the hear- 
ing, but which may have been taken up after I left. However, I feel that it is 
one of importancee and would like to express my opinion on it. It is the question 
f office staff. I am reliably informed that in the Dayton area, there is a short- 
ige of trained office personnel and that the labor market is tight in that area. 
This is not true in the Baltimore area, where office personnel is readily obtain 

ible and the labor market is far from being tight. 

Again, let me express my appreciation to your committee for giving thi 
portunity to me to present my views to you. 


Mr. Devereux. Now we have another witness here. our colleague 
Mr. Hyde, from the Sixth Congressional District of Maryland. 

The CHarrman. Come around, Mr. Hyde. 

Mr. Hype. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 


The CuamrMan. I think you represent the district that I live 
lon 't you? ¢ 


Mr. Hess. That is right. 


The Cuarrman. You represent Montgomery County 
Mr. Hyper. Yes, sir. 


_The Cuarrman. Then go ahead. I will listen to my representat 
Laughter. ] 


Mr. Hyper. Always very careful—— 
The CHamrMan. I have been living there for: 30 years. 
5066—55—No. 20-71 
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Mr. Hype. Always very careful when I speak before my constitu- 
ents, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you. 

Mr. Hype. Mr. Chairman, there are many reasons why the Air 
Research and Development Command should not be removed from 
the Baltimore area to another area, in my judgment. 

In the first place, it would cause a hardship to the Baltimore area 
economically by removing a large payroll to an area which is not in 
any economic distress. 

Baltimore has see a distressed area for some time, and the situa- 
tion has been aggravated by the removal of Federal installations just 
recently, such as the Signal Depot. It is apparent that economic fac- 
tors would seem to dictate that the Government do everything possi- 
ble to bring new employment to this area rather than remove employ- 
ment which is already there. 

Now, there is no question that adequate facilities can be made just 
as available in Baltimore as in Dayton. The only argument given by 
the Air Force before this committee or any of the other committees 
that seems to have any merit was the fact that communications were 
unsatisfactory in Baltimore and could be made satisfactory in Dayton. 

It seems, however, that the reason communications are not adequate 
in Baltimore is simply the reluctance of the Air Force to set up the 
proper communication facilities in a temporary location. 

This can obviously be corrected by providing permanent facilities in 
Baltimore. 

And in that connection, the providing of permanent facilities would 
seem to be the answer to some of the complaints made by General 
Power this morning. Particularly 1 have reference to the statements 
in regard to the insecurity resulting from the uncertainty of tempo- 
rary location, and the various effects that seems to have on the employ- 
ees of the command, their difficulties about obtaining permanent 
homes because they don’t want to undertake that step in view of the 

temporary nature of this location and all that, all of which could be 
alleviated by making Baltimore permanent. Then those objections 
which they raise to the present location would be done away with. 

Moreover, I have listened quite carefully to the testimony of th 
Air Force here this morning and also at the hearing held before the 
other committee. 

As a lawyer, I am somewhat accustomed to try to listen to testimo1 y 
and to distinguish between statements of fact and statements of co 
clusions and opinion. And most of the statements that have bee! 
made seem to me to have been in the category of conclusions and 
opinions. It would be better, it would be more satisfactory, it woul! 
be more convenient. Those are the conclusions. 

Now, what statements of fact have been made to substantiate those 
conclusions and those opinions ? 

One has been simply proximity with other Air Force people ! 
the Wright-Patterson Air Force Base. I assume for certain purposes, 
such as getting together at lunch or dinner at the club in the evening 
or something of that sort there may be something of a more satis 
factory nature as far as coordination of thinking and work is concerned 
with the people at the Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, But. 
far as any serious communication is concerned and as far as getting 
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the work done promptly, I know as far as my office is concerned the 
telephone has often been just as convenient and many times more con- 
venient and saved more time than you would save by personal inter- 
view. 

In a personal interview you are inclined to engage in a lot of other 
pleasantries before you can get down to business which you are not 
so much inclined to do over the telephone. 

So as far as this matter of getting together and convenience is con- 
cerned, it seems a little bit difficult from the testimony we have heard 
to see where they have substantiated the claim that as much as 3, 4, 6 
months might be saved in research and development by being close 
toother Air Force people. 

As balanced against that, you have the greater convenience of the lo- 
cation of the Air Force Research and Development Command near 
other headquarters and other facilities and other branches of the 
service located in the Nation’s Capital. 

So it seems to me you have a balance there of conveniences, and it 
seems to me that the Doolittle report took that into consideration when 
they made their recommendation for the location at Baltimore. 

So on the matter of convenience and communications, all that you 
would seem to be able to resolve in favor of Baltimore or as much in 
favor of Baltimore as you can say it is in favor of Dayton. 

Now, as 1 say, it goes without question that when the Air Force 
Research and Development Command office was originally placed in 
Baltimore, it was placed there because of the manufacturers that fa- 
vored that location. And it is difficult to understand what changes 
uave occurred since that time which could make Dayton more desirable. 

Now, the general has said here that there have been some changes 
because of the development in air research. 

There again that is a conclusion, for which we have no statement—no 
facts to back it up, it seems tome. And those same factors would seem 
to make it more necessary for them to be closer to scientific facilities 
which are located in this area and other research facilities which are 
located in this area. 

Now, regardless of the protestations by departments in the executive 
branch of our Government that changes in location are made to save 
ioney, it has been my observation that there are very few instances 
in which changes in location have actually resulted in any savings of 
honey to the taxpayers. On the contrary, such moves are known to 
be extremely expensive and after the moves are made, we don’t find 
the departments involved coming to the Congress with any reduced 
budget requests as a result of those moves. 

_-\ good example of this is the recent removal of the Civil Defense 
headquarters to Battle Creek. Mich. So far this move has resulted 
in hothing but inereased cost, not the least of which is the travel 
xpense to and from Washington. 

And incidentally, in that connection, as an aside, I might add that 
Lhave heard from many officials in the Civil Defense since they made 


‘iat Move, that they are not at all happy with it now that they have 
moved, 


So any removal on the basis of economy seems to me a very uncer- 
‘ain basis at the best and experience has shown in the past that it 


tarely results in any economy or any actual savings of money to the 
taxpayer ; ; ‘ i 
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And so, Mr. Chairman, and members of the committee, I would re- 
quest, urgently request, and suggest, which I know this committee 
will do, that you move very very slowly in advocating this move. And 
it is my opinion, based on what I have heard in testimony before the 
various committees on this subject and the reports that have been 
made, that the Research and Development Command could very well 
be left where it is, in Baltimore. 

I thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. The committee appreci- 
ates your fine statement that you have made. It will help us reach a 
proper decision. And you may rest assured that we will look into it 
most carefully and we will be guided by one objective and that is to do 
what we think is the very best for the Nation as a whole. 

Mr. Hype. I am sure of that, Mr. Chairman. 

Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. Any further witnesses, General ? 

Mr. Deverravx. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have General Pow- 

*s reaction to this statement I would like to read for myself. 

ARDC 

The CuamrMan. Come around, General, if you please, sir. 

Mr. Devereavx. Is just beginning in my opinion to realize several 
years of efforts in building up a competent civilian staff of engineers 
and experts. If a move is made to another geographical location, this 
effort will have to be repeated, with the resulting loss of output from 
1 to3 years. 

What is your reaction to that general suggestion ? 

General Power. Whose statement was that, may I ask? 

Mr. Devereux. Mine. [Laughter.] 

Go easy. 

General Power. As I stated in my prepared statement, we have 
roughly, I believe it is around 500 civilians, in the headquarters. 

Mr. Durnam. How many? 

General Power. Roughly 500. 

Mr. Deveretx. I thought we had around 800. 

General Power. Well, I can give you the exact figure. 

Mr. Durnam. Break that down. 

Mr. Devereux. “And civilians, 728.” That is taken from your test!- 
mony before the Government Operations Committee. 

Mr. Duruam. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Durham. 

Mr. Durnam. Could the general break those down in the cate 
gories of engineers and whatever technical personnel are involved! 

General Power. Seven hundred and seven total civilians. 

Mr. DurHam. Can you break those down in categories of the pe! 
sonnel, whether they are chemical engineers or engineers or whateve! 
they are? Do you have that breakdown ? 

General Power. I have an officer with me who I believe can gi’ 
a good approximation of that. May I ask Colonel Rader ? 

The CuarrMan. Come around. Let the oflicer come around who! 
answer Mr. Durham’s question. 

Colonel Raper. Sir, I am Colonel Rader, from Headquartel™ 
ARDC. 

The Cuarrman. All right, Colonel. 
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Colonel RapER (ad lressing Mr. Devereux). Would you please re- 
state the question, sir ? 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Durham. 

The CuarrMan. Mr, Durham. 

Mr. DuruamM. I said could you give us a breakdown on this person- 
nel that you use there in this researc h center, W hethe ‘r the y are e ngi- 
neers or whether they are floorsweepers or whatever, of the 707? 

Colonel Raper. Right, sir. 

We have scientific type personnel, about 75 scientific type, doctors 
and so forth, in our headquarters. 

Mr. Duruam. Well, doctors of what ? 

Colonel Raprer. They are doctors of chemistry, dec ‘tors of physics, 
doctors of nuclear chemistry, and so forth. 

Mr. Durnam. Allright. You have 75 of those. 

Have you made a survey of them as to how many will go to Wright- 
Patterson and those that will not go under this present condition, if 
this thing is moved ? 

Colonel Raper. Sir, in the general’s prepared statement he men- 
tioned that he was going to leave the office of scientific research in the 
Washington area, and this is the office that I mentioned that has 77 
persons In it. 

Mr. Durnam. Well, that is the heart of it. Why are you leaving 
that, then ? 

Colonel Raper. Because, sir, we have in our studies found that in 
the Washington area the scientific environment here is better for those 
people. 

Now, these scientific persons will get into exploratory type research, 
sir 

Mr. Duruam. Now, you have admitted a very serious thing there, 
that this is a very fine condition here for scientists to work under, 
which I agree with you on, because he is in very close proximity with 
all of these, which is to a large extent where you find them. 

Colonel Rapar. This is—— 

Mr. Durnam. Now, you are going to split up this thing. You are 
going to take your second phase of research—that is what you will 
do. If you leave those basic men here, you are going to have your 
basic research here in this area, whether you have on paper or whether 
you got it over the telephone, General. You can’t carry it out any 
other way. I know something about it. 

General Power. M: ay I answer that question ? 

Mr. Duruam. I would be glad for you to answer it. 

General Power. The research effort of the command, in dollars to 
give you a feel of it— We are trying to raise it to $20 million this 
year. It has been down to about half of that. 

Now, the rest of the effort, the development effort, if we go through 
with the amount of money we expect to get, will be somewhere up 
around $400 million, we will say, in that category. I won't know un- 
til T actually get it. 

Mr. Durnam. We have always given you what you asked. 

General Power. I am trying to establish the relationship in terms 
i money and this in turn will give you the rel: ationship as to people. 

We do actually little research ourselves, but have it done through 
lleges and institutions. But I must maintain a nucleus of people 
i0 Will maintain the contact with the scientific fraternity. 
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Mr. Durnam. That is right. And these 75 people that you keep 
here are going to conduct the research project, whether it is in Cal- 
fornia, Massachusetts, W right-Patterson or wherever it is set up. 

General Power. That is exactly right. 

Mr. Duruam. And that decision w vill come up to you and us fin: ally, 
That is the way you work it. 

General Power. When I have found my office of scientific research 
was too deeply buried in the staff, I have upgraded it. One of th: 
things that coused me to do this and helped bring this to my atten. 
tion was the Riehlman committee report. 

Now, in bringing it up in the staff and giving it stature by having 
it—they report directly to me. The reason for it was to get these 
people working closer with the scientific fraternity. They maintai) 
the contact. They don’t do the work, but they maintain the contact 
so we can work effectively with the scientific community. 

Now, that office 

Mr. Durnam. Well 

General Power. It is a small office, that we feel be most appropri- 
ately located in the Washington area. It is roughly about 70—1t is 
seventy-some-odd people 1 right now. I think it should be enlarged 
to a small number over 100, 

Mr. Durnam. Well, the decision in the beginning was not to move 
them, was it not, or was the decision made after a survey was made 
as to whether or not they would go out there ? 

Now, which did you do? Did you make any survey as to whether 
or not they would go to another location ¢ 

General Power. The decision to move the Office of Scientific Re- 
search out of the place it was buried in the staff and to get it located 
in the best location was independent of the move to Wright Field. 

Mr. Durnam. Well, General, there is no use of moving it anywhere, 
if you don’t keep your scientific personnel, is there? I mean, you 
have to have them in the vicinity wherever you move. 

General Power. They are going to stay with the command. They 
are in the command and they are going to stay with it. 

The Cuarrman. Go ahead, General Devereux. 

Mr. Devereux. Might I ask how many supporting personnel do you 
have for those 75 or 76 scientists. 

General Power. I think we misled you with just this term 
“scientist.” They are all types of management engineers, et ceter, 
through this establishment. I would hope that we could give you 
a figure that would separate what we call the management type 0 
scientific type as against the straight supporting, such as the secre: 
taries, et cetera. 

Is that what you meant ¢ . 

Mr. Duruam. Well, he made the statement that they received the 
doctor’s degree, whatever scientist type of work it is. 

General Power. We do not feel we would lose them to the comma! 

I believe what you were trying to establish was how many of | 
civilians that are now working in the headquarters might dec she not 
to move to Dayton. Was that the real purpose of that? 

Mr. Duruam. That is the question I am trying to get at. 

Some of those people that you got out now are associated Wl 
vour colleges up and down the eastern seaboard there and they # 
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doing part-time work for you. It isn’t all full-time work. Now, 
isn’t that true? 

(ieneral Powrr. These 75—— 

Mr. Duruam. Yes. 

General Power. These people I am talking about are full-time em- 
ployees of the command, the 707. 

Mr. Durmam. Are the 75 that you mentioned awhile a 
doctor’s degrees fully employed by the Air Force? 

General Power. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrMAN,. Go ahead now, General. 

Mr. Deverrux. Now 

Mr. Durnam. Well 

Here is an important thing. Now, how much in the next category 
of personnel ? 

General Power. I do not have the exact figures grade by grade. 
[ will be glad to get them and furnish them to the committee. 

Mr. Duruam. Well, it is important, General. 

General Power. Yes, sir, I can get them for you. 

Mr. Durrnam, It is certainly important to us. 

General Power. I do not have the exact figures on that. 

The CHarrMAn. The point Mr. Durham is making and trying to 
develop is that the decisions are reached to move irrespective of 
whether or not the employees went there. 

Mr. Durnam. I don’t care where you locate this thing, not one 
iota, General. The only thing that concerns me is whether or not 
you are going to be able to do a good job, wherever you place the 
facility. I think that is the important matter in the decision where 
it should go at—not you, me or anybody else, but whether or not you 
are going to be able to obtain the scientific personnel to do the job 
which you are supposed to do. 

General Power. I agree with you. I assure you I do not—— 

Mr. Durnam. I am surprised there wasn’t a survey made of the 
personnel. 

General Power. There was a survey made, as I said in my prepared 
statement. We didn’t ask each person. I took samples of this and I 
had my personal experience. I determined, as I gave before the other 
committee, that roughly 75 percent of the important people, the man- 
agement people, the top brackets, would move, would go with us. 

Mr. Durnam. I am through. 

Mr. Devereux. How much lost time do you think that a move from 
the Baltimore area to Dayton would result in your overall program ? 

General Power. Well, I think this is my ability to plan it. I can’t 
accurately predict how much time would be lost. I will say it will not 
be serious in our estimation. We have a detailed plan for accomplish- 
ing the move, and I think if we dovetail the various actions in, there 
will be a minimum of disruption. We think it is entirely possible. 

Mr. Devereux. That is just a matter of estimate, as to whether or 
hot you will—you know you will lose some time. 

General Power. You can’t move anything without losing seconds 
or minutes. We do not think the amount of time of disruption will 
seriously affect our mission in any way whatsoever. We have planned 
itso it will be a smooth operation. 

The Carman. What relationship does Johns Hopkins afford in 
providing a suitable personnel and what would be comparable to 
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Johns Hopkins and that scientific atmosphere if it goes to Wright. 
Patterson ¢ 

General Power. I don’t believe that Johns Hopkins has had an) 
direct effect on the employment of personnel in my headquarters, | 
have attempted to hire personnel from Johns Hopkins, not for the 
headquarters but for Cambridge Research Center. 

The Cnairman. Well now, let me clear it up this way, then. 

Now, did you reach the decision to move to Wright-Patterson befor 
you had reached a decision and ascertained how many of your per. 
sonnel would go with you! 

General Power. The decision—they were worked up concurrently 
We took a long time to arrive at this decision. We examined ever 
facet of the problem. And certainly the personnel is the most in- 
portant one. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

General Power. Because we do this with people. 

The Cuatrman. You recognize the fact that you built yourself w 
a good working organization at the headquarters, haven’t you?! 

General Power. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Over here. 

General Power. Yes, sir, we have a fine team. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, if that headquarters doesn’t go with you, a 
these personnel don’t go with you, to Wright-Patterson, it will natu- 
rally slow you down in your work at Wright-Patterson until you ca’ 
restaff, would it not ? 

General Power. The headquarters will go with me. 

Now, as I mentioned before, we will undoubtedly lose some of tli 
lower civilian grade positions—secretaries that have husbands here. 
et cetera. We do not feel that the loss of this personnel will serious! 
affect our mission. 

The key people, the military and the key civilians, by a survey—| 
didn’t ask each person, but I got a good feel of it on my personal 
check of things, and my talking to representatives in the commands— 
will move, 75 percent of them. 

But I want to assure the committee that I am very conscious of thi 
place that personnel play in this picture, as any command. It is thi 
key to everything we do. 

The CuarrmMan. Noneed to have a command headquarters unless you 
have somebody to do the work of the headquarters. 

General Power. That is right. 

The CuatrmMan. You have to have some personnel. And you cana 
sure the committee at least 75 percent of the key people in the heat: 
quarters in Baltimore today will go to Wright-Patterson ? 

General Power. At least that number. 

The CuarrmMan. At least that number. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, may I develop one other thing‘ 

The CnHairMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. How important is Army Ordnance in the develo] 
ment of your entire weapons system 4 

General Power. It is hard for me to put an exact valuation 0! 

It is an important element of one segment of a weapons system. 
would hesitate to give a numerical percentage. 

Mr. Devereux. But actually the work that the Ordnance Depa! 
ment does for the Air Force so far as developing the actual weapon 





4021 


self and bombs, carriages, and even the ejection seat used by the Air 
Force, isextremely important, is it not? 

General Power. It is extremely important, but I don’t want to 
create the impression that it constitutes anywhere near a large per- 
centage of our overall work. It is a small part of our overall effort. 

Mr. Deverrvx. Well—— 

General Power. But I don’t want to downgrade it in importance. 
They are obviously very important factors. 

Mr. Devereux. Yes. sir. I mean you will agree if we do not have 
the weapons or the bombs, why, that is no real reason for—— 

General Power. My moving to Dayton won’t interfere with our 
work with the Ordnance, I can assure you. 

Mr. Devereux. You do have quite a bit of interchange of informa- 
tion with the Ordnance Department and the Proving Ground at 
Aberdeen, do you not ? 

(General Power. And with hundreds of other establishments. 

The CuarrmMan. What ? 

Mr. Devereux. The Proving Ground at Aberdeen. 

The CuatrmMan. The Proving Ground, is that the headquarters? 

Mr. Devereux. No,sir. The headquarters of the Ordnance Depart- 
ment is here in Washington, but the Proving Ground is out at 
Aberdeen. 

Mr. Durnam. The research is done here. 

Mr. WickersHam. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Lankford of Maryland wants 
to ask a question. 

The CHatrMan. Go ahead, General. 

Mr. Devereux. I mean, that was all I wanted to develop. 

The CHatrMan. All right. 

Mr. Devereux. The importance of the Ordnance Department to 
the Air Force, that they do have their headquarters here in Washington 
and their proving ground not far from the city of Baltimore. 

General Power. Being near any activity obviously facilitates work 
with that activity. I have had to take the whole picture and try to 
view it and try to break it down into percentage of effort and put my- 
self in the proper location, to satisfy the maximum efliciency. And 
obviously you can make a case that if I move next to one of the thou- 
sands of contractors we have or organizations, that I would be more 
effective against him. I have to look at the whole picture and try to 
put this where I think I will do the best job for the country. 

The CHarrman. Any further questions, General ? 

Mr. Devereux. Yes. 

Do you feel you will be dominated in any way by the Air Materiel 
Command ¢ 

General Power. Absolutely not. The commands under the Ridenour 
committee report were separated. It was a very sound decision that 
Was arrived at. And I think our working relations over the last 5 
years have made it evident that it was a sound solution. And there is 
hot the slightest danger, in my opinion, of one being overshadowed by 
the other or joining them together. They both have enough work to 
do, almost more than enough work to do. 

Mr. Devereux. That is all. 

Mr. LAnKForp. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamrman. Mr. Lankford, 
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Mr. Lanxrorp. General Power, it seems to me this proposed move 
has been based on two premises, one of efficiency and the other econo- 
my. And you have laid some stress on the subsistence costs of airmen, 
$360,000 a year, and the facilities for airmen, and so forth. Would 
there be sufficient facilities at Wright-Patterson Field to accommo- 
date those airmen ? 

General Power. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Well then, why is it that in this bill they are asking 
for troop housing and messing facilities at Wright-Patterson? If 
there is sufficient 

General Power. In this bill I believe 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Let me 

The CuHarrMan. That deals with other things. 

General Power. This is the AMC bill, and again I am just a tenant 
on this. 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Yes, but if there are not sufficient housing facilities 
there for AMC and ARDC comes in, that further complicates the 
problem and you would still have your $360,000 a year, is that not 
true? 

General Power. No, sir. 

General RopennaAvser. Mr. Chairman, I can answer the question 
for the committee on those facilities, those Government facilities. 
Those are replacement of deteriorated mobilization-type barracks at 
the Wright-Patterson base. They are barracks that will have to be 
replaced. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Will they be used for ARDC—— 

The Cuarrman. No. 

General RopenHaAvsER. They will be used to house the total comple- 
ment at the station. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Then actually it is more than $6 million for your 
headquarters. It is $6 million plus troop housing and messing facil- 
ities for your airmen, is that not true ? 

General Ropennauser. The barracks are there now, Mr. Lankford, 
and these are barracks in existence now that are being replaced, one 
for one. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Are they being used now ? 

General Ropennauser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. They will, then, there still wouldn’t be room for 
the ARDC. 

The point I am making is that you bring in this cost of $560,000 
a year caused in the Baltimore area, and yet you are going to have the 
same thing at Dayton because it is going to be just as crowded. . 

General Power. I want to get the exact strength of enlisted men 
the headquarters. 

As I said before, I will save 300 by going out there, because they 
won’t be needed there. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. How can you do it, General, if you haven't the 
base facilities at Wright-Patterson ? 

General Power. I will give you the strength now accurately 
enlisted men. . 

In airmen—the total strength of airmen today is 607. We estimate 
we will save—at least 300 will not go out with us, because they 
not be needed. We are performing functions that if I took them ou! 
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there we would be duplicating functions. We are talking about 
housing for 300 men. 

Mr. LANKForD. So we will cut this in half, or $160,000. 
a saving of $360,000. 

General Power. I believe you are not correct in that. This is not 
subsistence. I did not make the statement that we would save $360,- 
00. L said we are spending $360,000 today. I can give you the exact 
figures of what we will save, if you would like to have them. 

“Mr. Lankrorp. You say— 


So it is not 


Considering this present rent is $404,000 and the extra subsistence is $360,000, 
the total cost of the move would be less than it costs us to remain in Baltimore 
for just 1 year. 

Well, coupled with that is another thing: You say here that in 
Dayton, “We will be moving into an area which is experiencing a 
shortage of certain occupational fields.” 

Now, I understand that that is in secretarial fields and that sort of 
thing. 

I don’t know how much of your payroll goes to that. But if there 
isa shortage, it is natural to believe that the cost would go up, is it 
hot f 

The Cuatrman. The Civil Service—— 

General Power. I have these exact figures on what we will save on 
this subsistence. It is a complicated matter. Where you have Gov- 
ernment facilities, the Government pays an enlisted man less money. 
If you are in the area of Baltimore, they will pay him a certain 
unount of money. I had the exact figures. 

Colonel Raper. Page 4, General. 

General Power. Now, here are the troop messing costs. 

Baltimore, Md., the subsistence cost : 325 married airmen 


oz. 


at $2.57 
a day, for $304,866; 7 single airmen, $1.10 per day, $2,811; 261 air- 
nien, 1 meal each, $0.85 a day, $70,975; 13 airmen each on rations, 
zero: that is a total of $378,652. 

When we move to Wright-Patterson, there will be 200 married air- 
men, each at $1.10 a day, which will cost $80,000; 125 airmen on base 
rations, zero; a total of $80,300. 

Mr. Lankrorp. Are there facilities at Wright-Patterson for those 
110 airmen ¢ 

General Power. Yes, sir. 

General Ropennauser. Yes, sir; there are. 

(reneral Power. So the total saving is a difference between $378,- 
602 and $80,300. 

The Cuamman. Thank you very much, General. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Now, may I have just one more question, Mr. 
Chairman ? 

The Cuatrrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Rivers, my colleague from South Carolina, 
brought out the point of dispersal: in case of atomic attack and the 
cost of maintaining an extra headquarters. Wouldn’t that be just as 
true at Dayton? Wouldn’t Dayton be a prime target as well 

General Power. The problem of dispersal concerns us all. But 
you can’t have your cake and eat it too. You have to weigh—— 

. Lanxkrorp. Yes, sir. 


eral Power. This dispersal against efficiency. 
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Mr. Lanxrorp. Yes, sir; but here is one concrete question: Tf you 
have an auxiliary headquarters at Baltimore, would it not be just as 
important to have an auxiliary headquarters for Wright-Patterson? 

General Power. I don’t understand you, I am sorry. 

Mr. Hess. Emergency headquarters. 

General Power. The emergency headquarters. 

Mr. Lankrorp. Emergency, then. 

General Power. What I refer to there, and each command has this 
type of a plan; AMC has it. If I am bombed out, why, we pass the 
command down to the next senior command who is not bombed out, 
The Strategic Air Command has the same plan, and the Air Defense 
Command. It is not creating new ones. 

Mr. Lankrorp. Actually, the problem applies to both Wright- 
Patterson and Baltimore. 

General Power. Every place. 

Mr. Lanxkrorp. Except if Wright-Patterson got hit, AMC and 
WADC would go, as well as ARDC. 

The CuHarrman. Thank you very much. 

General Devereux, is there any other witnesses here who want to 
testify in regard to Baltimore ? 

Mr. Ketieuer. Assistant Secretary Gardner is here, sir, of the 
Air Force. 

The CuarrMan. Well 

Mr. Ketieuer. I believe he wishes to testify. 

Mr. Rivers. He is not from Baltimore, though. 

The Cuatrman, All right, Mr. Secretary. Come around. 

Now, Mr. Secretary, you have a brief statement you want to make 
to the committee regarding the recommendation of the Department 
with reference to this matter ? 

Secretary GarpNER. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. All right, speak right out, then. 

Secretary GarpNER. I would like to make the point that General 
Power's recommendation was not a unilateral decision. 

I had made an independent study in my office and had made an 
independent recommendation to the Secretary of the Air Force that 
this same move should take place. 

The CHairman. You think the decision reached by the military 
heads is a sound and proper decision ? 

Secretary Garpner. I do, sir. 

Mr. DurHam. When did you make your survey 

Secretary GARDNER. Pardon ? 

Mr. Durnam. When did you make your survey ? 

Secretary GarpNer. It was not a formal survey, sir. 

I had members of my staff make an analysis and established certain 
facts. It was on the basis of these facts that I made the recommend: 
tions of the Air Force. 

Mr. Durnam. When? This year, last year or when ? 

Secretary Garpner. This year. 

Mr. Durnam. This year. Just recently? 

Secretary Garpner. Right. 

The Cuamrman. That was made subsequent to the recommendatio 
of the general and his 10 commanders ¢ 

Secretary Garpner. Exactly. 
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Mr. Duruam. What kind of a survey did you make? 

Did you interview the people connected with the project, or did you 
just interv iew the mayor of Baltimore, or did you interview—— 

Secretary Garpner. No, sir. I had members of my staff est: ablish 
a number of facts. If you wish, I will review them for you, 

These facts are quite simple, 26 percent of the personnel managed 
by the headquarters is located at Dayton and it appeared by moving 
to Dayton one would be closer to at least 26 percent of the manage- 
ment problem. 

There is a tremendous need for closer liaison between AMC and 
ARDC. 

Mr. Durtam. Was there any pressure on the part of the airplane 
manufacturing people on this project, to move it farther into the West, 
so they would not have to come so far East ? 

Secretary GARDNER. There is pressure from the airplane manufac- 
turing people on every problem, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. What is that? 

Secretary GARDNER. There is pressure from airplane manufacturing 
people, on all of our problems. 


Mr. Durnam. In other words, they wanted it nearer their opera- 
tions / 


Secretary Garpner. There was not any distinct pressure in this 
direction, although—— 

Mr. Duruam. Well, it is feasible, that it entered into that picture, 
and you may just as well talk sense. 


Secretary Garpner. I feel they would be in favor of this sort of 
thing 

Mr. Rivers. Of course you have Glenn L. Martin in Baltimore. 

Secretary GARDNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. 75 percent of it, though, is out on the west coast ? 

Secretary Garpner. If I may continue, 67 percent of our projects 
are managed from WADC, and as General Power pointed out, 50 per- 
cent of our communications is between the headquarters and other 
commands is between the headquarters and WADC. 

The Cuatrman. Now let me get this for the record. 

The civilian heads of the Department made a most careful scrutiny 
and investigation and weighed the recommendation of the military in 
regard to this? 

Secretary GARDNER. That is right. 

The Cuamman. And after your thorough study of it, you concluded 
that they were on sound grounds? 

Secretary Garpner. Right. 

The Cramman. And therefore you recommended it; is that correct ? 

Secretary GARDNER. Correct. 

The Cuatrman. And then it was approved by the Secretary ? 

Secretary GARDNER. Right. 

The Cuatrman. And then from that it went ot the director of the 
Budget ? 

Secretary GARDNER. Right. 

The Cuatrman. Or went to Mr. Floete’s office ? 

Secretary GarpNER. Right. 

The Crarraan. And all the civilian heads concurred in the rec- 
ommendations of the military, which was to establish a permanent 
headquarters at W right- Patterson, is that right ? 
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Secretary Garpner. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. All right. That is all. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Rivers. Could I ask him a question ? 

Does Glenn L. Martin have a contract with the Air Force? 

Secretary GARDNER. Yes; it does. 

Mr. Rivers. They make the Canberra bomber; don’t they ? 

Secretary Garpner. They make the Canberra bomber and the 
Matador. 

Mr. Rivers. That is the B-57? 

Secretary GARDNER. That is the B-57. 

Mr. Rivers. They are in Baltimore? 

Secretary Garpner. Right. 

May I make one more statement ? 

The CHatrMaAn. Yes. 

Secretary Garpner. In regard to the telegram that was read into 
the record from Dr. Kelly, Dr. Kelly is a very eminent scientist and 
his full-time job is being head of the Bell Telephone Laboratories, 
just as Mr. Hecht’s full job is being head of the Hecht Clothing Store. 

Now we appreciate the advice from people who work parttime at 
this job of government. But I think that you have here before you 
today the statements of people who are working full time at this 
problem. If we took all of the part-time advice we received from ex- 
perts, we would not be doing our job, sir. [ Laughter. | 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much. You made a good point. 

Mr. Duruam. I don’t think you mean to say of course that the Bell 
Telephone does not have experts, do you? 

Secretary Garpner. No, sir; and we consider Dr. Kelly an expert 
on Bell Telephone problems. 

Mr. DurHam. You have all Bell Telephone personnel anyway?! 

Mr. Devereux. I might suggest, then, the administration is wrong 
in calling him for advice. 

Secretary GarpNerR. Absolutely not. 

Mr. Devereux. And past administrations? 

Secretary Garpner. Absolutely not. 

Mr. Devereux. It should be considered. He is not just a fiy-by- 
night 

Secretary GarpNner. His advice was heard and considered. 

Mr. Rivers. In whose interest is his major interest concerned with! 

Secretary GarpDNER. Bell Telephone Co. 

Mr. Rivers. That is all I wanted to get. 

The Cuarrman. Now I see in the committee room one of our dis: 
tinguished colleagues from Ohio, Mr. Schenck. 

Please come around. 

We will at least for the record give you permission to file your report. 

Mr. Rivers. If you will make it fast. 

The CHatrman. Now I have read this very fine statement of yours. 
Let your report be filed in the record, or do you want to read the whole 
thing? 

Mr. Scuenck. If it is permissible. 

Mr. Hess. Why don’t you just file it ? 

Mr. Rivers. File it, because you are in pretty good standing. 

Mr. Scuenck. Pardon? 

The Cuarrman. Give us briefly the sum and substance—file the re- 
port in full. 
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Give us briefly the sum and substance of the main facts set out in the 
report. , . . 

[ want to compliment you on the thoroughness with which you dis- 
cuss the whole phase of it. 

Mr. Scuenck. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, first 
permit me to express my sincere appreciation for the opportunity to 
appear before this great committee and secondly to express my com- 
plete confidence that the final conclusions and decisions of this com- 
mittee will be based entirely on what is right and proper for the good 
of our Air Force and in the national interest and public welfare. 

Mr. Chairman, as you have suggested, I have a rather long report 
which I will file with the committee, and with your permission I would 
just take these points. 
~ The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Scuenck. In the rear of the report. 

Mr. Chairman, I would be less than human if I did not hope that 
the Air Force would properly recognize the area which I have the 
honor to represent since it is the cradle and birthplace of aviation, and 
I think it would be a very fitting tribute to have the air research and 
development command return to that area. 

Now we did not object, Mr. Chairman, when the Air Research and 
Development Command Headquarters was moved away several years 
ago because we had confidence in the good judgment of the Air Force 
oflicials and we were sure that they were doing what seemed best and 
proper to them at that time. 

We are happy now and feel very fortunate that our community 
interest and pride in the air research and development command head- 
quarters in returning to Wright-Patterson Air Force Base coincides 
so completely with the national welfare and national interest. 

The testimony of Lieutenant General Power, that there would be an 
annual savings of some $800,000. 

5. That the return of the Air Research and Development Command 
Headquarters to Wright-Patterson Air Force Base will not only pro- 
vide for substantial savings in cost, but will also provide for great 
increase in efficiency. 

6. That the location of this Headquarters Command at Wright- 
Patterson would greatly increase the security and secrecy of its very 
important operation, 

And may I just interpose here, Mr. Chairman, that at the time I 
had the privilege of serving on the Dayton Board of Education, the 
Air Force came to us and asked for permission to use the building we 
were then using as an administration building. They pointed out that 
their procurement office, which was then trying to schedule procure- 
ment for airplanes in unheard amounts was located in another office 
building, and the office was split up between the first and seventh 
floors. 

One of the very compelling reasons to me to permit the Air Force 
to move in the Dayton Board of Education Administration Building 
was the fact that the Air Force testified their Intelligence Officers, in 
riding up and down the elevators, were able to learn all of the secret 
information about some very important procurements from the con- 
versation of employees of that division. 

And so the matter of security and secrecy is tremendously important 
to this particular branch of the Air Force. Therefore, I would like 
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to submit that with employees being in a building where they would 
converse only with those with whom they are properly associated 
and since that building is located on a base, the communications of 
which are entirely in control of the base, that sec recy is much better 
eeraet 

7. 67 percent of the projects of the Air Research and Development 
Comm: ana are now managed out of Wright Air Research and Develop- 
ment Command near Dayton. 

8. Over 50 percent of “all communications that go out of Headquar- 
ters, Air Research and Development Command, go to Dayton. 

The Air Research and Development Comm: ind should be located 
onan airbase. It is much more economical to locate it on an already 
existing base than to acquire land and build another. 

10. Complete flying facilities are already available at Wright-Pat- 
terson Air Force Base. 

Public transportation facilities to Wright-Patterson Air Force 

base from nearby communities are convenient and adequate. 

Parking facilities on the Wright-Patterson Air Force Base for 
Phi thie are alre: idy available. 

13. Facilities for military personnel such as officer and airmen 
clubs, recreation and medical facilities, post exchanges, ie yore pos 
base transportation, and so forth, are already est: ablished and avail 
able at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base. 

14. Proper space and location for an Air Research and Development 
Command Headquarters B uilding is already available on Wright- 
Patterson Air Force Base without ac quiring more ground. 

15. Housing, both rental units and homes for purchase, currently 
available in adequate quantity and price range. Many new homes are 
being built. 

Adequate numbers of well qualified and desirable personnel are 
ama Se in the area. 

Public relations between the military and civilian personnel 
nat the business leaders, professions, and citizens of the entire area 
are at an unusual high and cordial level of accomplishment. This has 
been achieved through the untiring efforts of the Command staffs of 
the several functions located on Wright-Patterson Air Force Base. 

18. We as a community are completely convinced that approval of 
the decision of Air Force officials to return the Air Research and De- 
velopment Command Headquarters must be and is based completely 
and entirely on what is best and right for the entire Air Force in thie 
public interest, the national interest, and the national security. 

19. I am convinced that these considerations were the only basis on 
which Secretary Talbott and his very capable staff have made their 
decision. 

20. It goes without sayirg that the complete and full cooperation 
of all the organizations and citizens of our area are available to the 
officials of the United States Air Force in whatever proper way seems 
desirable and necessary to these officials, 

21. I respectfully urge this great committee, Mr. Chairman, to give 
full and careful consideration to the necessary authorizing legisla 
tion. Iam confident your conclusions will be the same as mine. 

I appreciate the opportunity to be here and would be happy to 
answer any questions that you feel I might qualify it. 
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(The statement is as follows :) 


STATEMENT OF Hon. Pau F. SCHENCK, REPRESENTATIVE IN CONGRESS From THIRD 
District OF OHIO 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, permit me to first express my 
deep appreciation for this opportunity to appear before your great committee. 
Secondly, I want to express my complete confidence that the final conclusions 
and decisions of this committee will be based entirely on what is right and proper 
for the good of our Air Force in the national interest and welfare. 

I am sure you will forgive me if I express the personal hope that the Air Re- 
search and Development Command Headquarters will be moved back to Wright- 
Patterson Air Force Base, which is located near Dayton, Ohio. The area of 
Dayton and the Miami Valley is the birthplace and cradle of aviation. It was 
my privilege to personally know both Wilbur and Orville Wright and, as a boy, 
I used to take my bicycle to their shop on West Third Street in Dayton for 
necessary repairs. 

Their cabinetmaker, who fashioned the wood framing parts of their first air- 
plane, was Mr. Zorn, who was also my Sunday school teacher. Their flying field, 
known as Sims Field, where they built their hangar to house their airplane, 
was a small part of What is now known as Wright Field. 

It would, therefore, be particularly fitting and appropriate for the Air Re- 
search and Development Command Headquarters to again be located in this 
aurea. ; 

It would be improper and wrong, however, for me to base my testimony and 
recommendations on any such selfish grounds. It would also be equally wrong 
and indefensible for me to base my testimony and remarks on the basis of the 
economie advantages that will accrue to the entire area surrounding Wright- 
Patterson Air Force Base by the return of the Air Research and Development 
Command Headquarters to Wright-Patterson Air Force Base. 

Some few years ago when it seemed wise and best to move the original Air 
Research and Development Command Headquarters away from our area, we 
naturally regretted it but we raised no objection. We felt, then, as we feel 
now, that such a decision must be based completely and entirely on what is best 
and proper for the good of the Air Force and for the good of the Department 
of Defense in the national security, interest, and welfare. Therefore, Mr. 
Chairman and members of the committee, I want to base my testimony entirely 
on that premise. 

Let me say, in the first place, that I am impressed by the fact that the Secretary 

f the Air Force, the Honorable Harold E. Talbott, has announced the desire of 
the Air Force that this move be made to Wright-Patterson Air Force Base. It is 
uy observation that Secretary Talbott gives the most careful consideration to all 

» factors involved in a proposal before he makes a decision. He seeks, and 
s given, the advice of experts. When he announced the decision, I am sure it 
was the consensus of the opinion reached by the leaders of the Air Force. What 
s best for the Air Force and for the security of the United States is the prime 
factor to be considered. 

I am also impressed by the testimony of Lt. Gen. Thomas Power, commander 

the Air Research and Development Command, which testimony I had the 
privilege of hearing when it was given before another committee of Congress 
recently. General Power favors the move, and has stated there would be an 

al savings of approximately $800,000 in the consolidated operation of the 
tesearch and Development Command from Wright-Patterson Air Force Base. 
Within a few years this savings alone should amortize the cost of construction 

f the additional facilities required at Wright-Patterson Air Force Buse. 

The prime mission of the Air Research and Development Command is, as I 

derstand it, to cause new and ever better weapon systems to come into being as 

lickly as possible. This requires a great deal of experimental work, developing 
f scientific facts and bases, developing new ideas, checking and evaluating re 
‘ults, in short, the entire research program on which our Air Force must depend 
lor continuing to be the very best and most effective Air Force operation possible. 

lt is next to impossible to properly evaluate on a dollar-and-cents basis the 
importance of this command, because the safety and future of our Nation and 
our citizens may well depend upon the work and efficiency of the Air Research 
and Development Command. For these and other reasons, Mr. Chairman, proper 
security for this command is of utmost importance to everyone in this Nation 
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Mr. Chairman, I was deeply shocked to learn some of the conditions under which 
the Air Research and Development Command Headquarters is presently operat- 
ing. I am told this operation is currently being carried on in several ill-suited 
buildings—that personnel, files, equipment, and information are located on the 
several floors of these buildings and that there is need for some personnel to go 
from floor to floor and from building to building in the performance of their 
work. Such conditions unjustifiably expose messengers, personnel, and important 
papers to the machinations of espionage agents. 

I was also amazed and shocked to hear General Power say that on the occa- 
sions when he needs to hold conferences with members of his staff that no ade- 
quate facilities are available in the present headquarters and consequently he 
is forced to hold major conferences in a downtown hotel room. This could 
easily lead to possible compromise of securty information of vital importance 
to our Nation, the value of which cannot be measured in dollars and cents. 

To illustrate what can happen, Mr. Chairman, permit me to recount a situa- 
tion which came to my attention during World War II. At that time I was a 
member of the Dayton Board of Education, and our administrative offices were 
in a large building previously used to house Steele High School. President 
Franklin D. Roosevelt had instructed the Air Force to expand at a rate never 
before dreamed of so that we could properly defend our Nation and way of 
life. The responsibility for scheduling this production and procurement of air- 
craft was assigned to a unit then occupying the first and seventh floors of the 
former Mutual Home Building. 

They needed to expand the size of their staff and facilities quickly and our 
school administration building was the only logical downtown facility. It was, 
therefore, suggested that proper arrangements should be made by which this 
Air Force unit could take over the Steele High School Building and the Dayton 
Board of Education move its administrative personnel and functions into the 
space then occupied by the Air Force in the Mutual Home Building. 

There were many patriotic reasons advanced by the Air Force representatives 
to persuade members of the board to agree with their request. The most com- 
pelling one, however, was an incident which was related. 

The Air Force officer told us of the great need to guard secret information 
which could be of great value to our enemies. He stated that this unit had 
gone to great lengths to impress on their employees the need to carefully guard 
information available to them. As a test of the effectiveness of their security 
measures, they had a number of plain clothed intelligence officers ride up and 
down in the elevators of the Mutual Home Building. These intelligence off- 
cers, by listening to the conversations between Air Force employees as the} 
went back and forth between the first and seventh floors of the building en- 
abled these trained agents to piece together almost complete information about 
a very important procurement schedule. This convinced me of the very great 
need for the employees of this important function to be located in a building 
by themselves where no unauthorized persons could overhear important infor- 
mation. Adequate security is difficult at best and the difficulties are multi 
plied all out of proportion when operations are conducted in the manner I have 
just described. 

Mr. Trevor Gardner, Assistant Secretary of the Air Force for Research and 
Development, stated before another committee that 67 percent of the project 
of the Air Research and Defense Command are now being managed out of Day- 
ton. Over 50 percent of communications that go out of Headquarters, Air Re- 
search and Development Command, go to Dayton. A centralized and consol! 
dated headquarters would mean economy and increase in speed of commun: 
cations. When tests are completed, procurement is effected at Wright-Patterso 
Air Force Base by the Air Materiel Command which handles all major Air For 
procurement. 

The proximity of the two command headquarters would surely increase C0 
ordination in initial procurement of new items and would work for the lone 
range benefit of the Air Force and the United States in achieving earlier the 
weapon systems with which our security must be maintained. : 

It stands to reason that moving the Air Research and Development (oD: 
mand Headquarters to an already existing Air Force base would be m0 
economical than creating a base for it. Support facilities of all sorts and per 
sonnel necessary to the operation of these facilities are available at Writ)! 
Patterson Air Force Base and it would, therefore, not be necessary to duplical’ 
them at considerable added expense. 
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Complete flying facilties for all types of land-based airplanes are already 
available at Wright-Patterson, thus permitting more expeditious and economical 
air communications of headquarters with subordinate echelons. 

Wright-Patterson Air Force Base is located approximately midway between 
the cities of Dayton, Ohio, and Springfield, Ohio. A number of other fine com- 
munities are located nearby. Wright-Patterson Air Force Base is also located 
partly in the Third Congressional District of Ohio, which district I have the 
honor to represent and partly in the Seventh Congressional District, which is 
so well and ably represented by our distinguished colleague and friend, the 
Honorable Clarence J. Brown. 

Transportation facilities, so necessary for the use of employees between the 
base and residence, are fully adequate at Dayton and in other nearby com- 
munities. Important base facilities, such as officer and airman clubs, recrea- 
tion and medical facilities, post exchanges, commissaries, base transportation, 
adequate parking lots on base, etc., are already- available and in operation at 
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base. 

The presence of such facilities is always conductive to good morale, to the 
efficiency of employee performance, and to the general attractiveness of mili- 
tary employment and military careers. They also contribute to the creation of 
the team spirit which is so vital to the success of any effort. 

One thing the Air Research and Development Command will require, wher- 
ever it is established, will be a suitable building. No suitable building now 
exists either at the present location, Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, or any 
other location considered for the Air Research and Development Command 
Headquarters. But a suitable building can be readily constructed at Wright- 
Patterson because of the large number of expert building craftsmen available 
in that area and the fact that two large cement manufacturing plants are 
located within just a few miles. 

A number of appropriate questions are asked pertaining to the suitability of 
the Wright-Patterson Air Force Base neighboring communities and their ability 
to provide proper housing, necessary personnel, community facilties, ete. 

My answers to these questions apply to my home city of Dayton, Ohio, which 
now has an estimated population of 276,000. These same answers, however, 
apply proportionately, I am sure, to other nearby communities. 

Rental facilities: Based on current listings in the daily newspapers we find 
there is an average of 200 units (houses and apartments) available for rent in 
the Dayton area. 

Houses for sale: Currently, there are some 1,200 houses for sale listed with 
the Dayton Real Estate Board through the offices of their realtor members. In 
the first quarter of this year, builders started 1,150 units compared with 580 
units in the first quarter of last year. In 1954 there were some 7,000 units built 
in the two-county area (Montgomery and Greene Counties), and there is every 
indication that another 6,000 to 7,000 units will be built this year. Based on 
the current rate of building activity and opening of additional rental units for 
occupancy, it is quite apparent that there is an adequate housing supply. 

This area is also one of the very important centers of the Nation for precision 
mechanics and expert machine operators. We point with pardonable pride to 
the very large number of tool and diemakers, gagemakers, and many other 
very highly skilled and expert mechanics. Dayton was one of the pioneers in 
vocational education and has long held a position of recognized importance in 
that field. 

Within the last few months the new $2 million John H. Patterson Vocational 
School was opened. If further evidence is needed as to the seriousness with 
which the people of Dayton view educational needs, I point with pride to the 
action of the voters just this month in approving a new $20 million bond issue 
for school construction. 

Currently, an estimated 4,500 persons are available for employment in the area. 
Of this total there are an estimated 1,250 women who are qualified for clerical 
and sales work. It is also estimated that approximately 1,250 college graduates 
from some 5 colleges nearby will be added to the labor force in June of this year. 
Of the estimated 4,200 high school seniors graduating in June, an estimated 2,500 
Will be added to the labor supply. 

It is quite apparent, it seems to me, that from the foregoing facts and figures, 
there is an adequate housing supply, both rental and for sale, in the Dayton area 
= ~~ the needs of personnel of the Air Research and Development Command 

eadquarters. 
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It is also quite apparent that there is more than an adequate labor supply t 
meet any needs which might arise from returning the Air Research and Develop- 
ment Command Headquarters to Wright-Patterson Air Force Base. 

Our community points with great pride that we were able to meet the critica] 
situation in a most satisfactory and efficient manner both in very necessary de. 
fense production and the very rapid expansion of employment at Wright-Patter-. 
son, both during World War II and more recently during the Korean conflict, 

The development of good public relations between the officers and personne! 
of Wright-Patterson Air Force Base and all of the leadership and citizentry of 
the city of Dayton area has progressed through the years to a very unusual hig! 
degree of accomplishment. There is mutual understanding, support, respect, an 
cooperation in all matters. 

Included now in the functions located on Wright-Patterson Air Force Bay 
is the Wright Air Research and Development Command. This command, I am 
told, represents 26 percent of all personnel in the entire Air Research and Deyel- 
opment Command. I am also told that the Headquarters Command includes 
but 2 percent of the total command. 

It would seem perfectly clear and logical that adding the necessary Headqua: 
ters Command personnel to those already located at Wright-Patterson Air Fore 
Base would not complicate the situation, but on the contrary would serve to in 
crease the efficiency and reduce the costs of the entire Air Research and Develo; 
ment Command operation and do it with great beneficial results for the entir 
United States Air Force. 

I want to emphasize again, Mr. Chairman, that I am not here today testifying 
in favor of supporting the decision of the Air Force to return the Air Research a 
Development Command Headquarters to Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, mer 
for the selfish advantages which would accrue to our area. 

We are understandably proud, of course, that the Air Force has establis! 
such an outstanding installation as Wright-Patterson Air Force Base 1 
Dayton. 

We are activated not, however, by what is just best for our area, but what 
best for the Air Force, and the public interest. 

We know that what is helpful to the proper operation of the Air Fore 
the proper functions of the Air Force, is best for the United States and, therefor 
is both in the public interest and the national interest. 

Permit me, Mr. Chairman, and members of the committee, to briefly summa 
my remarks. 

1. Dayton is the birthplace and cradle of aviation. It would be a fitting trib 
and recognition to have the Air Research and Development Commend Headqu 
ters located in that area. 

2. We did not object when the Air Research and Development Command He 
quarters was moved away several years ago, because we had confidence in t 
good judgment of the Air Force officials, and we were sure they were doing w! 
seemed best and proper to them. 

3. We are happy now and feel very fortunate that our community interest 
pride in the Air Research and Development Command Headquarters return 
to Wright-Patterson Air Force Base coincide so completely with the natio 
welfare and national interest. 

4. The testimony of Lieutenant General Power, that there would be an : 
actual savings of some $800 inillion. 

5. That the return of the Air Research and Development Command Headgq 
ters to Wright-Patterson Air Force Base will not only provide for substant 
savings in cost, but will also provide for great increase in effictiency. 

6. That the location of this Headquarters Command at Wright-Patterson w 
greatly increase the security and secrecy of its very important operation. 

7. 67 percent of the projects of the Air Research and Development Com! 
are how managed out of Wright Air Research and Development Command 1 
Dayton. 

8. Over 50 percent of all communications that go out of Headquarters 
Research and Development Command go to Dayton. 

9. The Air Research and Development Command should be located on : 
base. It is much more economical to locate it on an already existing bast 
to acquire land and build another. 

10. Complete flying facilities are already available at Wright-Patters 
Force Base. 

11. Public transportation facilities to Wright-Patterson Air Force Base f1 
nearby communities are convenient and adequate. 


4 
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12. Parking facilities on the Wright-Patterson Air Force Base for employees 
ire already available. 

12. Facilities for military personnel such as officer and airmen clubs, recrea- 

on and medical facilities, post exchanges, commissaries, base transportation, 
ete.. are already established and available at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base. 

i4. Proper space and location for an Air Research and Development Command 
Headquarters building is already available on Wright-Patterson Air Force Base 
ithout acquiring more ground. 

15. Housing, both rental units and homes for purchase are currently avail- 
able in adequate quantity and price range. Many new homes are being built. 

16. Adequate numbers of well qualified and desirable personnel are available 
u the area. 

17. Publie relations between the military and civilian personnel and the busi- 
ness leaders, professions, and citizens of the entire area are at an unusual high 

ud cordial level of accomplishment. 

This has been achieved through the untiring efforts of the command staffs 
if the several functions located on Wright-Patterson Air Force Base. 

1k. We as a community are completely convinced that approval of the de- 
cision of Air Force officials to return the Air Research and Development Com- 
mand Headquarters must be and is based completely and entirely on what is 
best and right for the entire Air Force in the public interest, the national interest 

id the national security. 

19. I am convinced that these considerations were the only basis on which 
Secretary Talbott and his very capable staff have made their decision. 

20. It goes without saying that the complete and full cooperation of all the 
organizations and citizens of our area are available to the officials of the United 
States Air Force in whatever proper way seems desirable and necessary to these 

flicials, 

21. | respectfully urge this great committee, Mr. Chairman, to give full and 
careful consideration to the necessary authorizing legislation. I am confident 

our conclusions will be the same as mine. 


The CHatrman. Thank you on behalf of the committee for your 
splendid statement, giving us your viewpoints, which will be care- 
fully considered when we make a decision. 

Mr. Durnam. Mr. Chairman, it is an excellent statement. 

Of course I agree that the statement to a large extent is well thought 
out. 

There is one thing in here, though. They did the research work 
down there and then had to come down to my state to fly. So give me 
a little credit, will you, for being part of the birthplace ? 

Mr. Scuencx. I certainly shall. 

I apprec iate the comment of the gentleman. 

The CHarrman. Now, members of the committee—— 

Mr. Scnenck. Is that all, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHatrman. Any further testimony from anyone? 

I think we have a very fine record on it. 

Now we will take a recess—— 

Mr. Rivers. To Monday. 

The CHarrman. Now wait one minute. We have to begin to make 
time. Because the end of the session is running around. We havea 
heap of work to do here. 

Now, Mr. Kelleher, what could we dispose of this afternoon that 

needs to be settled ? 

Mr. Ketitener. The Air Force, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrmman. Is the Air Force ready to submit its amendment to 

the bill for the various items ? 

Or is anybody here from the Air Force ? 

General Ropennavuser. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Have you all that ready and worked out? 

General Ropennavuser. Yes, sir. 
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The Cuatrman. And you got each one of those items ? 

General RopenHAUsER. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How long will it take us to wind you up here? 

Now we have here the Oxhard Air Force Base, change from $435.,- 
000 to $2,450,000. 

We disposed of the Wright-Patterson matter. 

Hunter Air Force Base. Section 302, change the language. 

Mr. Keviener. ( Aside.) 

The CyHarrman. Then Charleston Air Force Base, S. C. 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s do that now, because I can’t be here this after- 
noon. 

The CHarrMan. Well, Mr. Rivers is trying to get some for 1957 and 
56 budget. That is what it all means. 

He is just trying to go too fast. 

Mr. Rivers. Now you just wait a minute, Mr. Chairman. 

Let’s hear the testimony first. 

The CHarrman. Let’s wind up with a peaceful weekend and let’s 
take a recess until Monday morning. 

Mr. CunnincHam. Good. 

The Cuamman. At 10 o’clock Monday. 

Now let’s get the Air Force ready. 

(Whereupon, at 12:40 p. m., the committee was adjourned until 
Monday, June 13, at 10 a. m.) 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Monday, June 13, 1955. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., the Honorable Carl Vinson, chair- 
man, presiding. 

The CuatrrmMan. Let the committee come to order. 

This is a continuation of the hearing on H. R. 5700. 

Now, there are a few items in the bill that we want to clear up. 

We had a hearing the other day in regard to Fort Sill. On page 9, 
line 13, that appears. 

We had the Army present its views to acquire some portion of the 
wildlife area out there, and also some additional lands. 

After examining all the facts and listening to the testimony of those 
against it as well as the viewpoint of the Army, it looks like to me that 
while I made a most determined effort to see if we could not utilize 
these other areas, the facts hardly warrant and it looks like we ar 
up against the proposition that we will have to go along with the 
Army and acquire this additional acreage. 

Mr. Durnam. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry to disagree with you, but 
I think they made the poorest case and excuse for the use of this land 
that has ever been made before this committee since I have been here 

The Crarrman. Of course 

Mr. Duruam. There is not one iota of use for this land they are 
taking over. 

The Cuairman. Now, what is the views of any other member of the 
committee with reference to it ? 

Mr. WickersHam. Mr. Chairman, I agree with the chairman. 

I represent both sides. Three years ago they came in, the Arm) 
did, and they would like to have that 67,000 acres. They cut this 
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down as nearly as they could to 10,000 acres of the fish and wildlife 
refuge, which does not affect the value of the fish and wildlife. 

They are taking 55 ranchers’ lands, but I think they are going to 
have to have them i in order to use only the two types of Honest John 
and 280 millimeter but they are going to have to have it for 10 other 
types of guns. 

An I think when General Williams said that it would affect the 
artillery training not only at Fort Sill but throughout the country 
and would endanger our preparedness program in the event of another 
conflict, I think that they did substantiate it to that extent. 

Of course I realize that General Williams was prepared to testify 
inclosed session and he was thrown off guard. 

I don’t think he made too strong a statement, except that point. 

The CHatrMaANn. As the committee will recall I did my level best to 
see if we could not utilize Camp Bragg or Camp Stewart or Camp 
Polk and other places and see if this training could take place there, 
instead of acquiring additional acreage in the area at Fort Sill. 

But we all must recognize the fact that we are up against the propo- 
sition, and the abundance of testimony was to the contrary, and i 
could not be economically divided. 

It looks like we have to just use some little commonsense judgment 
and that is what I tried to apply in this case after reading the record. 

So all in favor of this item in the bill: “Fort Sill, communications 
facilities, medical fac ilities, operational and maintenance facilities, 
and land acquisition, $3,053,000,” hold up your hands. 

(Show of hands.) 

Mr. Smarr. Twelve, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrmMan. All opposed, hold up your hands. 

(Show of hands.) 

Mr. Smart. Two are opposed, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. On this motion the ayes are 12 and the nays are 2. 
So we approve Fort Sill as written in the bill. 

Mr. Durnam. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the right to oppose it on 
the floor of the House. 

The CuHarrman. All right. 

Mr. Wickersuam. Mr, Chairman, I would like to state this. I would 
like for the record to show that we would like for the farmers and 
ranchers to have a fair appraisal and we would like for the Army to 
relocate the Indian graves and also if any other sums are required, 
wh: atever is necessary, to acquire it on the basis of a fair price 
determination. 

The CHatrman. The gentleman form Oklahoma knows that each 
one of these tracts of land that are purchased will have to be passed 
on some day by the committee. 

We will get all the facts when they go to ac quir ing the land. 

[ desire to file in the record a letter from Mr. T: aylor that I received 
this morning. 

(The document is as follows :) 


Hon. CarRL Vinson, M. C., 
Chairman, House Armed Services Committee, 
Washington, D.C. 
Dear Mr. Vinson: Before leaving Washington on tomorrow, we would be much 
ss if we did not express to you our sincere appreciation for the opportunity 
e heard before your committee. 


T } 
ton 
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We were told, not once, but many times that we could not obtain a hearing 
This we found was not true. We are glad to know the processes of Democracy 
still function. Wethank you. 

We have also been told that whatever the Army asks for the Army gets. This 
we do not believe either. They should have what is necessary for the defeny 
of our country but when the need is only a want it becomes very questionabl 

This is the main reason we object to the proposed Fort Sill expansion. We 
feel it is not based on need but on want. Last Thursday there were 4 members 
of the Lawton Chamber of Commerce in Washington—today and since Saturday 
there have been 9 and probably more to come. 

We know the guns they are using are obsolete—that the terrain is not suitable 
for guided missiles—so why more territory. 

We feel the school should not be disturbed and you assured it would not be 
and the General said it would not even though the didn’t get more land. 

Again we thank you and we are thankful we have such men as you in offi« 
who can see through these kinds of schemes. 

Yours very truly, 
(Signed) Jounn F. Taytor 
(For the Wichita Landowners Association). 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuatrman. That closes Fort Sill. 

Mr. Bray. I stepped in just as the vote was closed. I would like to 
vote against it 

The Cuatrman. All right; for the record vote Mr. Bray’s vote is no. 

Now, let’s see, that gets rid of Fort Sill. 

Now the other proposal for the Army was a proposition to build and 
construct at Fort Jackson, S. C., a hospital. 

We have this morning our distinguished colleague from South Caro- 
lina, Mr. Riley, who so ably represents that district. 

He desires to discuss the matter with the committee. 

Mr. Riley, it will be a pleasure for the committee to have you say 
anything you desire to with reference te why we should build a hospital 
at Camp Jackson. 

Now I had the pleasure some years ago to go to Camp Jackson 
and inspected it most carefully and reached the decision that some time 
Camp Jackson should be made a permanent camp, and in addition 
thereto a hospital should be constructed. 

But when we examined the witnesses from the Army the other day 
along this line, it develops that at a great many permanent camps 
throughout the United States they have not built a hospital. 

And this has not yet been declared a permanent hospital. 

The thought was running through—and I am giving you the benefit 
of this. 

The thought was running through my mind that before we can afford 
to build hospitals at temporary bases we must first build them at 
permanent bases. 

I am disappointed in that the Department has not built hospitals at 
permanent bases. But I do not hardly see how we can afford to bul 
at a temporary base or one that has not been declared a permanent 
base when we have not yet built them at those places that have bee! 
declared a permanent base. 

That is from my way of thinking, Mr. Riley. 

The committee will be glad to have you present your views in any 
form you see fit to do so. 

Mr. Ritey. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and gentlemen. 

The Cuatrman. This is an open hearing, isn’t it, Mr. Smart? 

Mr. Smarr. Yes it is open. 
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The CuatrmMan. All right, go ahead. 

Mr. Rutey. I appreciate the opportunity of appearing before this 
distinguished committee. As its chairman has told you, I am asking 
you to authorize a permanent hospital at Fort Jackson, near Columbia. 
~ Now the question seems to have arisen as to whether Fort Jackson is 
a permanent base or not. 

On July 9, 1950, no less a person than General George C. Marshall, 
who was then Chief of Staff, wrote the then junior Senator from South 
Carolina, who was James F. Byrnes, and who earried the legislation 
for President Franklin Roosevelt in the Senate, as you well know, 
du arg i¢ the first two terms that President Roosevelt served this coun 

. that C amp Jackson would be made a permanent camp. 


"hal to implement that, on August 15, 1940, General Order No. 
vas issued, which included the following paragraphs: 


Announcing a permanent military post at Camp Jackson. The 
known as Camp Jackson will hereafter be known as Fort 
ce address Fort Jackson, 8. C. 


reservation 


Jackson, with post 


(Signed) GerorGu C. MARSHALL, 
Chief of Ntaff 

Now in addition to that, gentlemen—I would not bring this matter 
before this committee were it not for the fact that during my tenure 

Congress, which now covers some 10 years, every field commander 
of both the Third Army and Fort Jackson and the privates who served 
there all tell me, off the record, that that is the il training site in 
the Southeast and probably in the United States, from terrain, from 

» number of days that you can work, from the 

unities; that is facilities in the surrounding communities, which 
ludes a city of around 100,000 population, adequate housing for 
he families without Government participation except FHA insured 
mortgages and things of that kind, recreational facilities, which 
lude some 12 or 15 motion pic tures, 12 park centers and other recrea- 

nal centers, churches, musical concerts, baseball and football games, 
0 col courses, tennis courts, and swimming facilities, 27 schools and 4 
colleges to take care of the children of the folks out there. 

So much so in fact that the Army Board, of which General William 
3. Kean was a member, making a postwar study of the location of 
training camps made the recommendation that in the event of a need 
for training posts, that all of them should be located 1 some fair 
size city capable of providing housing for the families a officers and 
lien assigned to the post and providing adequate off-post recreational 

ili _ for the men in training. 

‘oe Jackson meets all of that criteria. 

In addition to that, General Devers, in making 

Mr. Gavin. Who was that ? 

Mr. Riney. General Devers. 

Mr. Gavin. Yes. 

Mr. Riney. Gen. Jacob L. Devers. 

Gavry. He is from Pennsylvania, a great soldier. 
r. Riney. I knew he was a good man. | Laughter. | 
June 20, 1947—he was Chief of the Army Ground Forces 


surrounding com 


t 


L 


—he 
ie to Columbia to announce the reactivation of the 5th Division. 
described the post as one of the top training centers of the 
ition. 
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Of the four infantry replacement training installations in the 
United States at that time, General Devers said that he would be 
reluctant to choose the best, but if he had to it would probably be 
Fort Jackson. , 

In February and March of 1947 an inspection trip to all of th, 
replacement centers was made by a group of Army, Marine, Air Force, 
and WAAC officers, consisting of the assistant division commanders 
or the G—3’s of the units involved. 

Every Army post was visited, except for Fort Riley, which was of 
course represented on the tour. When the inspection was over, the 
group met at the headquarters of the Army Ground Forces com- 
mander, with General Devers’ staff at Fort Monroe, Va., and it was 
the concensus of all who had made the trip that Fort Jackson was the 
best of the posts visited. 

They suggested on the basis of their inspection that when the Army 
should be reduced to 2 replacement centers, 1 in the East and 1 in the 
West, the 2 centers should be Fort Jackson and Fort Ord. 

Now the question I understand was raised about Jackson not hay- 
ing sufficient land owned by the government. 

I wish to call the committee’s attention to just a few of the so-called 
permanent stations and the acreage that is owned. And this infor- 
mation was furnished me by the Army, a year or two ago. 

Fort Belvoir, Va., at the time this was furnished, and I think stil! 
is true, had 9,287 acres. 

Fort Devens, Mass., 10,208; Fort Dix, N. J., 32,651 acres; Fort 
Eustis, Va., 8,150 acres; Fort Huachuca, Ariz., 34,320; Fort Lee, Va., 
7,636; Fort McClellan, Ala., 41,323. 

Fort George G. Meade, Md., 13,542; Fort Ord, Calif., where I sav 
with my own eyes permanent buildings being built 2 years ago, and 
I helped to get the appropriations through for them, 28,603 acres. 

Fort Riley, Kans., 51,168 acres; and Fort Jackson, S. C., 52,625 
acres. 

Now I submit to you, gentlemen, that the question of acreage does 
not hold water. 

The Cuatrman. The question of acreage has not been raised. The 
only question that has been raised by the Army has been that we have 
not adopted a policy and have not authorized hospitals at a great 
many permanent stations and therefore we should not embark upon 
building hospitals at stations that have not been made permanent 
when those that have been made permanent do not have hospital facili- 
ties today. 

That is the thing that worried me and it worries me now. 

How could we justify on the floor of the House embarking upon 4 
policy of building hospitals at temporary bases when we have hot 
provided hospitals at the permanent bases? 

Mr. Rivers. Now, Mr. Chairman may I say something— 

Mr. Rirey. Mr. Chairman, 1 minute, please. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like for you to secure for me the order and 
by whom it was signed changing Jackson from a permanent status 
to a temporary status. 

The CHarrMan. Well 

Mr. Riuzxy. When George C. Marshall signed the order making 
permanent, : 

The Cuamman. Mr. Kelleher, get the list of permanent stations. 
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Now every member of the committee knows I have been most in- 
sistent that they reach a decision, and I have been very much con- 
cerned about Camp Gordon and Camp Stewart. 

Camp Stewart embraces some 280,000 acres of ground. I tried my 
level best to find some facts to put the artillery activity at Fort Sill 
down to Camp Stewart and not have to buy this land. 

But when you get the facts, you just have to reach a decision on the 
facts irrespective of your desires in the matter, 

Mr. Rivers. Now, Mr. Chairman 

The CHarMan. I would be more than delighted to see a hospital 
at this Fort Jackson. because it is a great training center. 

How can we justify it on the floor of the House when some Member 
would say “You are building a hospital at Jackson ‘and it is a tem- 
porary camp and it may be abandoned’—I do not think it should be 
abandoned and I don’t think it will be abandoned, I am hoping it 
W - be made a permanent site. 

But then they say “You have not built a hospital at some of these 
p! aces. ‘ 

Weare just up against it, that is what we are. 

Now what we have to do is try to force the Department to reach a 
decision in declaring some of these camps that they are going to 
utilize and they spent large sums of money on it, 30 and 40 and 50 
million dollars on it, to make them permanent camps. 

And then when they get permanent camps, then they build perma- 
nent structures on them. That is my view. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, Mr. Chairman, may I say something? 

The CHarrMAN. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. The fact that the Army is dragging their character- 
istic heels and failing to plan for temporary and permanent installa- 
tions. We, the committee, must go along with their retrogression and 
fail to provide facilities which are adequate for these young men we 
are putting into these camps. 

Now we passed a bill here the other day to extend the draft for 
at least : years longer. They will have 30,000 average per year 
at Fort Jackson and they must be subjected—because the. Army can't 
get together. The G-1, 2, 3, or whatever the G-8’s are, can’t get 
together and bring to the C vongress an integrated program of hospital 
construction. 

And because we are ahead of them and elect to build a hospital at a 
camp where for the indefinite future, Mr. Chairman, I submit we 
will be utilizing this fine training boot camp, we must go along with 
that ty pe of looking over your shoulder. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not a valid argument. And I think the gentle- 
man is to be congratulated—as the ranking member of the Subcom 
mitee on Appropriations of the Army Appropriations he has worked 
(iligently to bring these facts to this committee. And I think he is 
to be congratul: ated in the fact that the Army has not provided hos- 
pitals for other bases. 

There is no reason why, on our own, we should not take the lead 
ind start the ball to rolling. That is my position. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I think Mr. Riley raised a question a 

hile ago that ought to be established, whether or not the thing is 
permanent and if it was determined to be permanent back in 1940, 
When it lost its status. 





4040 


The Cuatrman. Well, here is the list. 

Permanent Department of the Army installations, effective July 1, 
1954, the following installations are announced and are reaffirmed as 
permanent Department of the Army installations: 

And unfortunately, this great camp was not included in the list. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, could we ask the Army—— 

Mr. Rivey. Mr. Chairman, who signed the order changing it fron 
General Marshall’s order ¢ 

The Cnatmman. This is by General Ridgway, this document that | 
have. I do not know—— 

Mr. Ritey. If you will pardon me, sir, I want to know who signed 
the order changing it, General Marshall’s order of August 1940. 

The Cuarrman. Well, I do not know a thing in the world about it. 

We could find out. 

Mr. Rivers. The gentleman from South Carolina is a member of th 
Appropriations Committee. 

When we authorize these projects, he will go into all of 
projects. 

Mr. Chairman, he is the ranking man. I don’t know why we coul; 
not go into this matter and work it out, because it is justified. 

Mr. Gavin. How long has Fort Jackson been in use ? 

Mr. Ritey. Since before—it was opened in 1917 in the First World 
War. It has been in use ever since. 

Mr. Rivers. 1917? 

Mr. Gavin. Fort Jackson has been there long before the First Wor! 
War, though. 

The Cuairman. No. 

Mr. Rivey. It was established I think to train troops in the First 
World War. 

The Cuatrman. I want the record to show this. 

We went into the question of the health at these induction centers 
where the draftees go. The record shows that the health at Camp 
Jackson is the second highest of any of the training camps. 

Mr. Ritey. The health—I appreciate the Chairman bringing thai 
to the attention of the committee. 

I will also tell the committee that the construction costs there ar 
at least 10 percent below the national average. 

You can build a hospital there considerably cheaper than you ca 
other places, and you will save enough money in maintenance and ope 
ation to take care of it over a reasonable period of years. 

The Cuairman. Now, Mr. Riley, you raised a very pertinent ques 
tion and we will ask our counsel to ascertain from the Department w! 
declared the camp not a permanent camp, in view of what Gene 
Marshall's recommendation was. 

We will try to find that out and get the information. 

(The information is as follows :) 


STATUS OF ForT JACKSON, 8. C. 


Declared permanent by WDGO 7, 1940. Subsequent study by the Depart 
of the Army staff determined that Fort Jackson was not required as an: 
installation. The Secretary of the Army approved the staff recommendati 
the installation be inactivated by June 30, 1950. The start of hostilities i K r 
canceled the inactivation of the station. The Department of the Army Insta! 
tions Board (DAIB), on August 30, 1952, recommended that Fort Jackson 
disestablished as a permanent installation. The DAIB further recommended | 
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Fort Jackson be designated as a temporary installation. The report of the DAIB 
was approved for planning purposes by the Acting Secretary of the Army, Mr. Ear! 
PD. Johnson, on January 29, 1953. DA GO 60, 1954 formally designated all perma- 
nent installations, and in effect formally disestablished Fort Jackson 


as a 
permanent installation. 


Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Any questions of Mr. Riley—or have you finished, 
Mr. Riley ? 

Mr. Ritey. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrMan. Any questions of Mr. Riley ? 

Mr. Jounson. May I ask a question ? 

The Cuarrman. Mr, Gavin? 

Mr. Jounson. We were down there several years ago and looked it 
over and the impression I got was that it was a permanent camp. 
lhey discussed the hospital problem then. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. They briefed us on all the handling of the inductees. 
And I understand they will have 25,000 to 40,000 inductees a year. 

The CuatrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Jounson. You certainly must have some place to take care of 
those youngsters. 

Mr. Rirey. They have averaged over 30,000 troops down there for 
the past year. 

At the present time they have a little over 23,000. 

Mr. Jonson. Well, are you sure you have adequate housing down 
there to take care of everybody ? 

Mr. Ritey. The community furnishes the adequate housing for the 
families. 

Of course the enlisted men live on the post. But this is one of the 
few camps where the Government has not been called on to build 
housing on the post. They have the finest community cooperation 
there of any place in the United States, and I will put it up against 
any of them. 

Mr. Jounson. Well, we learned that when we were there. We were 
there about 3 or 4 days. They have very cordial relations with the 
whole area there. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Gavin. I-—— 

Mr. Bray. I think the difficulty. 

The CuatrrMan. Wait one minute. 

Mr, Gavin wanted to ask. 

Mr. Gavin. I don’t think the question is whether or not it is Camp 
Jackson, Fort Jackson, whether it is permanent or what it is. If 
the Army has not gotten around to designating it, that is their resp 
sibility. 

I think the question is whether or not the hospital facilitis 
needed to take care of 25 or 30,000 boys, and if that has been 
hod... 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Mr. Gavin. Then I think this project ought to be aj 
need to take care of these young men that are coming in 
and if the facilities are not there it is no use of making t , 
America suffer because the Army has not gotten around to makin; 
either permanent or temporary or whatever they want to 


eh bil 


If they need the hospital facilities, then they ought to have ther 


ca 
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Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. Well, the Army testified that the health rate at 
Camp Jackson was one of the highest of all training camps. 

Mr. Riney. I believe the chairman himself will agree that 4 years 
ago he said that they needed a hospital there, after making an 
inspection. 

Mr. Rivers. Because the health is good, Mr. Chairman—it is like 
abolishing the fire department because you did not have a fire. That 
is no help. 

Mr. Mitier. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuamman. Mr. Bray, do you have a question ? 

Mr. Bray. I think the situation about the designation of permanent 
posts—I think shortly after World War II they made a reappraisal 
I am not trying to justify that reappraisal. 

In fact, quite a few of us in the Midwest were in a very embarrass- 
ing situation over that reappraisal. 

But at the Fort Leonard Wood it was the same thing. They named 
them forts during World War II. Then they did make a reappraisal 
and then made the final designation. 

And there were quite a few changes. Now exactly the date of that 
redesignation of all these I do not know, but I just wanted to bring 
out that is what happened in this case, the same as happened at Fort 
Leonard Wood and some others, that they were designated at that 
time as forts. 

I don’t know exactly what brought about the change, but some 
time around 1945, 1946, or 1947 they did make those changes. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Mr, Chairman, that order that you read from 
awhile ago, does it specify that they are all the permanent camps listed 
on there ¢ 

The Cuarrman. All the permanent camps listed, and that is the 
list that we had when we had Secretary Stevens here. 

And of course I have been of the opinion long ago that a great 
many of these camps should be declared permanent, because they ar 
going to be kept for an indefinite period of time and we should have 
permanent installations on them. 

But the Department does not think so. And I do not think we 
would be warranted in spending money to make permanent construc- 
tion on camps that may ultimately be abandoned. 

Mr. Iless. May Lask a question ? 

The Citarrman. Of course the Department has authority to aban 
don them, unless Congress writes in these camps are permanent, and 
of course if we start that we are on ground that we can’t support ow! 
contention on because that is interfering with the running of the Arm) 
and if we embark upon that why there never would be any ending of 
it. 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman. Did I understand you to say the Arm) 
has authority to abandon them ? ; 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Gavin. Why don’t they abandon Forest Glen, that decrepit eye 
sore over here on the Walter Reed Hospital grounds ? 

They have not abandoned that. That should be abandoned. 

Mr. Rivers. That is too close to the Capitol. 

The CuatrmMan. Mr. Hess? 
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{r. Hess. Mr. Riley, are there any permanent buildings on this 
reservation 

They have been renovated from time to time. 

Mr Rivers. And patched up. 

Mr. Riney. And they are in fairly usable shape right now, most of 
them. 

Mr. Hess. No 25-year construction, though ? 

No permanent construction, concrete or brick / 

Mr. Ritey. No. 

Mr. Netson. Mr. Chairman. . 

The CHairMAN. Now in this bill of $214 billion, the only—there is 
only $4,238,000 on bases that are temporary. 

Mr. Netson. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrMAN. That is the policy of the Department. We an- 
nounced—now I did that deliberately because I am trying to make 
them reach a decision and declare some of these camps permanent. 

And we told them at the very outset we were not going to spend 
large sums of money on bases that are temporary, but we were only 
oing to deal with those that are permanent. 

Mr. Netson. Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHarrMaN. And as a matter of fact, it will be only $2 million 
because they announce here that Camp Rucker will be made a perma- 
nent camp. 

There would be only $2 million—$2,238,000 in this bill that will be a 
bases that are temporary, and that is line-item appropriations of suc h 
a character as are absolutely essential to make at this time. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, last year—— 

The CuatrMan. Mr. Nelson. 

Mr. Netson. Congressman, may I ask you where the GI’s that be- 

e ill at Fort Jackson now are treated / 

Me Rirey. They have an old war mobilization hospital there that 

ey are using, but the maintenance and the operation and the number 
of personnel ‘all run the cost up and at the same time it is not very 
satisfactory. 

As you know, one of these old wooden hospitals, running all over 
everything like an octopus. 

Mr. Netson. Do you feel the GI’s are getting adequate medical 
treatment at this time ? 

Mr. Rinry. As far as the personnel and the medical attention, they 
we. But the hospital is woefully inadequate to serve five or six 
hundred people. And they have been maintaining between five and 
six hundred beds there for years to take care of 30,000 troops. 

It is the only station in South Carolina. And they have a number 
of stations in Virginia and North Carolina, Georgia and Alabama, all 
round. If you send out to the field, the people who are actually there 
{aim not at liberty to quote them, but if you will send out and get 

‘r opinion you will find that this:is one of the best stations in the 
United States, in the view of the people who have actually operated 

'T he CHAIRMAN. Elaborating on Mr. Nelson’s question and the 
inswer, the facilities there are all temporary. 

'hey are wooden buildings. They are scattered all over the camp. 
But they meet every requirement of the Medical Corps down there 
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No man is denied the proper care because we do not have a perma- 
nent building, isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Rirey. I think it is as fine a treatment that they can get with 
the facilities they have, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Duruam. Mr. Chairman. 

You do major operations there, do you not ? 

Mr. Riney. Yes, sir; it is a full medical hospital and full staff. 

Mr. Durnam. How about the patients down there in that 
temperature‘ 

Are these just ordinary wooden buildings ? 

Mr. Rivers. That is right, cantonments. 

Mr. Durnam. No air conditioning and no nothing ¢ 

The Cuatrman. They are all air conditioned. 

Mr. Durnam. Are they air conditioned ¢ 

Mr. Riney. As far as I know, they are not, unless somebody has put 
in a few individual units. 

Mr. Duruam. Well, I am thinking of a patient that is right sick 
and who has to be hospitalized days or weeks. 

That is important in this thing. 

Mr. River. That is right. 

Mr. Durnam. You say they have adequate medical facilities. 

Now what do the local doctors at that camp who do the work— 
have they made recommendations for changes in the structure there / 

Mr. Rivers. Fifty times. 

Mr. Ritey. For some reason they do not let their voices get beyond 
the confines of Fort Jackson. But the medical people down there 
want this hospital. 

Mr. Durnam. Has the medical officer in charge come to you and 
asked for it this year ? 

Mr. Rizxy. They are afraid to ask for it, Mr. Durham, but they 
will tell you in private conversation the acute necessity-—— 

Mr. Durnam. I know they are scared of somebody up here. But 
that is not the point. We are not that. If they need, why let’s give 
it to them. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, let’s bring this thing to a head. I 
move—— 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, I want to point out it has been used 
since 1918. It has been used for over 38 years. The Army certainly 
cught to make a decision pretty soon whether it is permanent or 
temporary. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, let’s bring this to a head. I move we 
insert $8 million for construction of a hospital at Fort Jackson. S. C. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Rivers moves that the committee amend the 
bill to authorize the construction of an $8 million permanent hospital 
at Fort Jackson. 

All in favor of it hold up your hands. 

(Show of hands.) 

Mr. Smarr. Eight, Mr. Chairman, have voted aye. 

The Cuatrman. All opposed hold up your hands? 

Mr. Smarr. Eight have voted in the negative. 

The CuatrmMan. That is 16. 
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Well, that means the motion does not carry because it is a tie. But 
[| suggest we wait until we have a full quorum and then we will call 
the vote again. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Now, thank you very much, Mr. Riley. 

Mr. Ritey. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman, a moment ago you suggested we 
hould get a report from the Army. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. As to why this has been declared not a permanent 
station. 

Mr. Chairman—— 

Phe CHarrMAN. That is right. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. And prior it has been. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now members of the committee, we had a - 

Mr. Riley, we will call the roll on Mr. Rivers’ motion when a quorum: 
present and have a recorded vote. 

Mr. Rirey. Thank you very much, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Now, before we have another Member of the House 
to present his views on another matter, I think the facts warrant the 

noval of the headquarters, or rather the establishment of the head- 

arters at Wright-Patterson Field. We hada hearing on that Friday 
nd from all the testimony presented I am forced to reach the con- 
lusion that the headquarters should be permanently placed at Wright- 
Patterson Field. 

ls there any- 

Now members of the committee, that is on page 

Mr. Kettener. Page 41, line 5, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarMan. Page 41, line 5. 

Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio. 

Airfield pavements, training facilities, troop housing and messing 

lities, and utilities, land acquisition, research and development 

‘ilities, and storage facilities, $7,966,000. 

And of the land acquisition and the establishment of the head 
wirters Involve an expenditure of about 6 or 7 million dollars. 

Now we had a thorough hearing. We had various members of the 
Maryland delegation here and had the Air Force here. From my 
ewpoint, the facts warrant the establishment of a permanent head 

rters and justify it being placed at Wright-Patterson Air Force 


\ny objection to approving this item in the bill? 
No response. ) 


The CuarrMan. Without objection, then, the committee approves 


he stablishment of the headquarters at Wright-Patterson Air Force 
ase, 
Now, members, of the committee. we have this morning Mr. Preston, 
colleague from Georgia, who wants to testify in regard to acquiring 
toperty adjacent to Hunter Field in the area of the base near 
il nah, 
\s you will recall it was developed during the testimony that a 
it many homes have been built in the area of Hunter Field and 
~a jet field and it is causing a great deal of noise and damage to 
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property owners, and that one property owner brought a suit in the 
district court of Savannah, or some court, and a settlement was mace 
and when that settlement was made then all other property owners i), 
that neighborhood began to file suits. 

So the question has arisen whether or not it would be the proper 
thing for the Government to acquire all the homes in that area. 

So, Mr. Preston, it will be a pleasure to have you present your views 

Mr. Presron. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

My name is Prince H. Preston, Representative from the First Dis 
trict of Georgia. 

I come before the committee this morning to make a request in the 
sum of $2 million to acquire 123 homes located in the glide path an 
takeoff path of Hunter Field, on the east-west runway. 

And in order to give just a brief background, I might state that 
when the field was originally established the runway was a nort! 
south runway, not involving residential property. 

At a later date, the type of plane located on the field was change: 
and B-47’s were placed there, which you gentlemen know of, being 
jet planes, making a very large amount of noise in their takeoff an 
in landings. 

And it was decided also that for various reasons the north-sout] 
runway was not adequate since a large portion of the time the winds 
were from the northeast and it was necessary for the plane to take of! 
in a different direction. 

So after these homes had been constructed the Air Force built 
new runway running east and west. And the planes of course had 
take off then over this very desirable residential property, consisting 
of homes in the ten and eleven and twelve thousand dollar range 
some eight thousand and nine thousand, some few of them. 

Well, it has made it impossible for the people who live in thes 
homes to endure the noise. 

It is a very active base, as you gentlemen know, without going into 
some classified information, how it operates with certain bases o 
other continents. 

Planes are constantly taking off from that direction, because fr 
quently there is a northeast wind, as you gentlemen who live in that 
section of the country know, coming in toward the shore. 

Now when the suit was filed in the Court of Claims and the Depart- 
ment of the Air Force and the Justice Department settled this su 
and paid off these people, or at least it is in the process of being pai 
off as soon as Congress appropriates the money—and I suppose it 
included in this bill for fiscal 1956 to pay. these people the judgment 
that was agreed on by consent, it certainly justified the other peop 
who had been trying to endure this noise and the nuisance to file su! 
also. 

And the district judge has been delaying these suits as much as 10> 
sible, hoping that the Air Force would be able to do something 
about it. 

So far nothing has been done. I have made repeated requests 0! 
the Air Force to try to solve this problem, but have met with no 
success. 

Now I realize that this involves a matter of policy for the Air Force 
and that there are similar situations existing elsewhere. 
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But I think the time has come when we must face up to the fact that 

. must acquire the property, that we can’t force people to live under 
those conditions, 

It cracks the plaster, it breaks china, it disturbs the sleep of the 
people, the children. 
~ And the people are frantic. They are absolutely frantic in this sec- 
tion where this unbearable noise exists. 

So I think, Mr. Chairman, the time has come when the great Com- 
mittee on the Armed Services of the House of Representatives should 
decide this matter of policy for the Air Force. 

The CHarrMAN. Well, as you stated, this is a very important matter 
of pole vs ‘ 

Now of course the Air Force and the Department of Justice settled 
this ease that had other factors involved around it from what I under- 
stand, and if we approve this now to acquire these homes then we have 
de finitely reached a decision that at other places we would have to do 
like wise. 

Now—— 

Mr. Cote. Mr. Chairman, could I raise one question / 

The CHarrMan,. Yes. 

Mr. Cote. You do not mean to say that this suit against the Gov 
ernment was for the value, full value of the property itself, that the 
Government was to take title to { 

Mr. Preston. No, it was not. It was for damages. 

Mr. Cott. Damages. But what you propose is not compe! 
he other property owners for damages, but to take their 
property ¢ 

Mr. Presron. To acquire the property. That is the only solution 

t, | will say to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. Corr. It would seem to me that the consistent position would 
be that we would make available to the other property owners who 
we equally damaged some compensation for the depreciation in value 
of the property, and not acquire the property. 

The CHarrman. But, Mr. Cole, they want to get 
because the damage will be a continuing damage. 

You would liquidate damages for the past, but it would be continu 
ous as long as the field exists. 

Mr. Jounson. Could you use those houses for some other purpose 
n connection with the field itself ¢ 
Mr. Preston. Well, if anybody wanted to undertake to live in 
them, any military personnel, that would be all right. 
sonally think they are untenable. 

Mr. Gavin. How far from Savannah is the base ? 

Mr. Preston. Approximatey 9 miles from the base. 

Mr. Gavin. Did the people of that particular area object to the base 
when the base was opened there ¢ 
Mr. Preston. No. As a matter of fact 
wut 85 million to acquire the property. 
That figure may be a little high, now. I would not want that to 
be—but anyway the city and the county provided the property for 


a 


Mme Dase, 
Mr. G 


isating 


whole 


away from there, 


But I per- 


hy . the community donated 


win. A friendly cooperative interest on the 


part of the 
ty in the immediate area to bring the base in there. is that 
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Mr. Preston. That is right. 

Mr. Jonnson. That was before jet motors were operating? 

Mr. Preston. That is the probelm. 

The property was constructed before the new runway was built 
and before the jet aircraft were placed on the base. 

Mr. Rivers. You have been having B-29’s down there, is that right / 

Mr. Preston. That is right. 

The CrarrmMan. Now may I say this: You know we are establish- 
ing the policy in this bill to acquire easements and the question o1 
certain Navy bases where we have a particular type of training for 
the carriers. 

Now we were justified and warranted in doing that because as we 
all know they have to learn pattern flying and they have to rotate over 
around before they land. 

But we have not yet embarked upon the policy of going out and 
acquiring easements over a large area on account of the noise that 
is caused by the planes. 

But it is a matter that we have to reach a decision on sooner or later. 

I want to thank Mr. Preston for bringing it to our attention. Ai 
I think the proper way to approach this is to try to work out with 
the Department a policy in regard to such matters. 

Because the noise is going to continue and the damage is going 
to continue and something should be done. Because there can be no 
doubt the noise of these jet planes is very disturbing and causes a goo 
deal of inconvenience to people who happen to be in the area of one 
of these bases. 

But I think before we approve any particular base we ought to 
establish a policy as to what is the right thing to be done about 

Mr. Preston. Mr. Chairman, if I might suggest this. [ think 
would be helpful to the committee if the chairman would agree 
permit the real-estate subcommittee, of which Mr. Rivers is chairm 
to look into that matter. 

The CHatrman. I think it is a matter in which the whole committ: 
should reach a decision, and I think we should reach a decision aft 
consultations with the Air Force and try to work out something 
Because this is just the beginning of this matter, from all over | 
country, because jets are not as welcome in any community as the ol 
conventional type of airplane because the people have found out ho 
much noise they make. 

So I think the thing to do is for the committee to take it up and 
try to reach a policy with the Air Force. I am very grateful to you 
for bringing it to our attention, and we will try to work out something. 

Mr. Preston. Mr. Chairman, might I make this further observatio! 
before I retire from the witness chair ? 

The CuarrmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Preston. It was the desire of the county attorney of the count) 
of Chatham and the city attorney of the city of Savannah to appea! 
in behalf of this request. But as the chairman knows, I was notili 
that the committee would not like to take final action on the matt 
today and it was suggested that we might defer the testimony of thes 
gentlemen until a future date. That is the reason they wer 
notified to appear today. 

The CuatrmMan. That is right. 
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Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask him that question. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Bray. What is that case number? What court was that? 

Mr. Preston. It was in the United States Court of Claims. I can- 
not furnish the number from memory, but I can certainly obtain it. 

Mr. Bray. I would like to have it. 

The CuamrMaNn. There was a great deal written up in the news- 

sapers about it. 

Mr. Bray. I know. I would like to have the numbers and I would 
like to see what the compromise is from a purely legal standpoint. 

The CHatrMaANn. All right. You will see a settlement was made. 

Mr. Bray. Will you get me the cause number and where we can lo- 
cate that 4 

Mr. Preston. I would be happy to do it. It seems to be the fact 
that a little politics got in that case and a rather high Government 
ollicial intervened on behalf of the claimant. 

Mr. Bray. I would like to know that number. 

The CuarrMan. That started the trouble. Thank you very much, 
Mr. Preston. 

Mr. Preston. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman and members of 
the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, members of the committee, the next matter 
now, let’s see, Mr. Kelleher. Oh, while we are here and before we get 
away from the Army. I invite your attention to this. You know we 
had a hearing on Okinawa and as a result of that hearing I prepared a 
statement that I thought might be proper to make when the delegates 
come back here tomorrow to find out what decision we make, if we 
reach this conclusion. 

Mr. Hess. I would just leave things in status quo, until the commit- 
tee Can go Over there. 

The Cuairman. Then, what are you going to do about the additional 
land ¢ 
Mr. Hess. I would acquire the additional land. Certainly you need 
that. 

The CuatrrMaNn. Then you want to acquire it under the same terms 
they are doing now ¢ 

Mr. Hess. ‘ihe same terms. 

The CHarrman. All right. Is that the concensus of the committee ? 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, only one thing it seems to me about that: 
: don’t know, but I have a little hard time of seeing why in the world 

hey have to take so much of that farmland in this new acquisition. 
It looks like to me like it certainly might be able to use a little bit 
more of the land that isn’t the best agricultural land on Okinawa. 

The Cuatrman. You see, the reason why I suggested 10 percent: 
because the record shows the average yield to an individual property 
owner is only $20 a year. 

Mr. Harpy. I certainly agree with Mr. Hess on that, though. 

The CHarrman. Well, the average man when he lease fe roperty 

i America expects at least a net return of 8 to 10 percent, or else 
Le 4 ‘t pay for his property. 
. Harpy. On farmland ? 
Tt eC HAIRMAN. Onany kindof land. Yourentahouse. The renta 


value of a house—— 





A050 


Mr. Gavin. You let the percentage out, though, on a revaluation, 
and it would increase the rental value to the owner. 

The Cuarmman. Well, I guarantee that no man here would eve: 
buy a piece of property that didn’t return him more than 6 percent as 
an investment. 

Mr. Hess. There is a lot of property that doesn’t return you 6 per 
cent net. 

Mr. Cote. Why do you go into the details of it, Mr. Chairman! 
For the purpose of going over there—— 

The Cuarrman. Allright. They say,“ You send a group over there, 
but you don’t acquire the land.” What is the good of going ove 
there ¢ 

Mr. Harpy. Let them wait. And let them wait on acquisition, too 

The Cuairman. You can’t do that. Now, that wouldn't be feasible. 

This is off the record, Sam. 

( Discussion off the record.) 

The CuatrrMan. Well, we will reach an agreement then not to enter 
into a long-term Jease—take the land just as we are taking it now, and 
under such terms and conditions as we are taking it now, and then the 
committee go over there to make an investigation, to see whether the 
rentals are right or to see what? What are you going to see when you 
go over there? What is your objective in going over / 

Mr. Devereux. To resolve the question of how the people are going 
to be compensated for their lands. 

The Cuarrman, All right. Then, Mr. Kelleher, I think everybody 
understands now. 

Now, you prepare this and a brief statement to the effect that the 
committee reached the decision that it is in the interest of the national 
defense and necessary to have the additional acreage acquired for a 
base for the Marines and that in the taking it is to be along the san 
terms and conditions that they now acquire property. 

(Mr. Kelleher nods.) 

The Cuairman. And that a subcommittee will be appointed to make 
a visit to Okinawa to investigate the values and the method of acqui 
sition or method of acquiring—does that cover it ? 

Mr. Smart. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Corr. Mr. Chairman, I would like to suggest that we put in 
there that the committee is determined to accept or adopt the sugges: 
tion of the Okinawans, themselves, who invited that a committee do go 
over there. 

Mr. Smart. Yes. 

Mr. Bennerr. Mr. Chairman, may I say something, Mr. Cole! 

The CuarrmMan. What did you say? 

Mr. Corr. To say that it has been determined that the committee 
will adopt or has adopted and concurs in the suggestion of the group 
of Okinawans that the committee come over and look over thi 
situation. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Without objection, we approve 

Mr. Bennett. May I say just one word / 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Bennett. This is not in the nature of an objection, but I wou 
like to say this, that I have heard no discussion in this whole matter 
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for Okinawa titles and taking of what may be the legal situation with 
regard to the title, international law, the law of occupied territories, 
the law of our own Constitution. 

| think it would be justified if this subcommittee which is appointed 
would in some way get legal counsel to advise them as to the best and 
the most logical way to justify the taking that we take—that it may 
be justified under international law and our own Constitution. , 

The CHarrMan. Well, they will probably take that into considera- 
tion, and other things, too. 

Now, without objection, we approve the item in the bill on page 11, 
line 19: Far East Command, Okinawa. 

And Mr. Kelleher and Mr. Smart, you all shape up some statement 
that we will make when the delegates get here tomorrow. 

All right, now, that finishes I think everybody of the Army, does 
it not, Mr. Kelleher ? 

Mr. Kettener. Yes, it does, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Well, except Camp Jackson. 

Mr. Rivers. That is Fort Jackson. 

The CuatrmMan. Fort Jackson. 

All right, I will have to call the roll on that when a quorum comes in. 

Then we get down to the Air Force now. 

Now—— 

Mr. Rivers. We have General Rodenhauser here this morning. 

The CuatrMAN. All right. 

Now, Mr. Rivers called to our attention the other day, on page 45, 
line 20, Charleston Air Force Base, S.C. 


Mr. Rivers, now, Charleston Air Force Base, Charleston, S. C. 
Airfield pavement, operational facilities, personnel facilities, adminis- 
tration and community facilities, $1,300,000. 

Now, Mr. Rivers proposes to add some new language : $2,373,000 or 


ale 


»2.732,000 to the $1,300,000 in the bill. 

Now, Mr. Rivers, the committee will be glad to have you state your 
Views, 

Mr. Rivers. I would like for General Rodenhauser to testify. 

The CuatrMan. General Rodenhauser. 

General RopennHAuseR. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHamrMan. Yes, sir. 

General RopenHAUsER. Mr. Chairman— 

The Cuarrman. Now, General, Mr. Rivers brought to the attention 
of the committee that this appropriation should be increased from 
1,500,000 to an additional $2,372,000—— 

Mr. River. 732— 

The Cuarrman. 732—. Well, wait, it is in addition ? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

The CuarrmMan. It is $1,300,000, and you are adding to that 
*2,752,000, is that right ? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ketitener. $4,032,000, 

The CruarrM an, $4,432,000. 

Mr. Gavin. This is an authorization and not an appropriation. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

The Cuamman. Yes, an authorization. Of course, this whole bill 
san authorization. 

Mr. Gavin. Right. 
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The Cuarrman. And we expect when we authorize things here fo; 
it to be carried out. 

General Ropennauser. All right, sir. That is correct, Mr. Chair 
man. The amount of money that is referred to here, sir, is to pr 
vide for a runway extension on the primary runway at C harlestor 
Air Force Base and for certain land acquisitions both in fee pu 
chase and in easement. The amount of the runway extension, as best 
we have been able to determine it at this time, would amount to 
$1,821,000 of the amount that Mr. Rivers has mentioned to the 
committee. 

The balance would be for land, for the acquisition of 1,130 acres i) 
fee title and for clearance easements for 655 acres in connection wit! 
the extension of the runway. 

These figures are the best that we have been able to develop in this 
time, Mr. Chairman. These items are under active study by the Ai 
Force, and were not in such shape that they could be included in thi 
program when it was originally submitted to the OSD in October. 

We have planned them, or had planned them for inclusion in next 
vear’s program due to the late acquisition of the easements and the en 
gineering surveys. 

There was a question as to whether the primary runway should b 
extended on the north or the south end. It became relatively less ex 
pensive to extend it on the north end, and that has now been decided 
on as the end that the Air Force would extend. 

Hence these items are now under project planning in the Air Force 
for inclusion in the fiseal year 1957 program. 

I believe that a point would be well taken that the runway must be 
extended and that their inclusion in the 1956 program would give us 
that much better start on improving this runway at this importa 
MATS base. 

I believe that is all, Mr. Chairman, that I could—— 

The CuarrmMan. In view of that last statement, then you woul 
recommend that the 1957 program he included in this bill? 

General Ropennavuser. This much of it only, sir. There are othe! 
items of course that will go in the 1957 

The CuatrMan. I mean this item. 

General Ropennavuser. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say this, to implemen 
what the general has said. 

The Charleston Air Force Base has been changed from a taotacs 
base to a MATS base, when Westover was changed to a SAC base, 
and they expect to handle about 20,000 transients a month at 
Charleston. 

The new Constellations are coming out and they are going to pu 
them at this base, and they require these longer runways. This bas 
has a lot of activity, and at least $25 million already spent there. I 
is one of the very important MATS bases in the Nation now. And 
the Air Force has gotten this firmed up since the original figures, 
the general figures were submitted to the OSD. 

The CuatrmMan. So therefore you recommend to the committee, 
the responsible head of the Air Force on these matters, that this b 
be amended to include $2,732,000, which you intended to bring up 
your next year’s bill, and you want to include in this year’s bill / 

General Ropennauser. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 
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| would like to point out to the committee that the figures that I 
have read off here are the best figures that we have been able to deter- 
mine at this time. 

For instance, in regard to the land items, of course we never actually 

iow What they are going to cost us, plus or minus these figures, until 
ve get down to the business of actu: ully acquiring it. These are esti- 
mates only, Mr. Chairman, and not firm figures at this time. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like to say this. 

Now. a part of this is for the housing which we are preparing to put 

n this base, and it will prevent the community from growing up In 
this installation, and it will give us a well delineated piece of real 
estate for the base. 

It has been planned and I have been discussing it for many months 

th the officials down there. And the general has recently seen it, no 
later than yesterday. He flew over there and inspected it. 

The CHAIRMAN. You recommend it, General ¢ 

General Ropennauser. Yes, sir, these projects must be accom- 
plished, Mr. Chairman, and I believe the earlier we get on with them 
the better our situation will be. 

The Cuatrman. What is the pleasure of the committee / 

Mr. Corte. I would like to know what Mr. Floete’s office has to say 
fanything on this situation. 

General RopeNHAvsER. Mr. Floete’s office has not cleared these pro}j- 
ects as vet, Mr. Chairman. I should inform the committee of that. 
lhey have not had them submitted to them, and normally I would not 

ive them submitted until the 57 program. The subject of course was 

itroduced by Congressman Rivers, as you know, sir, and not by the 
\ir Force in the first instance. 

The CuatrMan. But nevertheless, the Air Force is endorsing it, 
from your statement here now, 

General RopenHAvsER. Yes, sir: they would be items that would be 

cluded and would be requested by the Air Force and would have 

een in the 56, had we had time. 

The CuatrmMan. Mr. Floete, you want to make—will you come 
‘round, please, sir? 

Secretary Fiorre. No; I just wish to corroborate what General 
esses auser has just said. The matter was not submitted to us, so 

‘are not in position to comment. 

“Mr Core. Do you have any objections to it / 

The CHarrman. Have you any objection, Mr. Cole asked, to includ- 

ig this in view of the statement of the general 7 

Secretary Frorre. No. Based on the General's statement, I would 
ivree, 

The Carman. Based on the General’s statement, what 

Mr. Smarr. He would agree. 

Secretary FLorre. I would agree. 

Che CuatrMan. Without objection, the item is included in the bill. 

Mr. Gavin. Before the general leaves, what is your executive ca- 
pacity’ What is your title? 

General Ropennauser. I am the Director of Real P roperty in the 


ae of the Assistant Chief of Staff, Installations, of the Air Force, 
r. Gavin, 


Mr. Gavin. You are not with the engineering branch of the 


Force? 
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General Ropennauser. No, sir. I am in the programing, rea] es 
tate and airbase master planning end of the business, Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. I thought you were an engineer. Then you would be 
on loan from the Army and there wasn’t anything on your uniform 
to indicate that you were with the United States E ngineers. 

General Ropennauser. No; I have never been a Mnember of the 
Corps of Engineers, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. General, as we are on the Air Force items in the 
bill, there are numerous minor amendments of money figures, Has 
that been brought up, Mr. Kelleher ? 

Mr. Keviener. It has not yet, Mr. Chairman. They are very nu- 
merous. I can run through them if you would like. 

The Cuatrman. Off the record. Well, now, those are the items—the 
minuses and additions to different items ? 

Mr. Kev_iener. Yes, sir. Most of them as you see are rather small, 

One of them, at Oxnard Air Force Base, on page 37, line 14, is large 

The CHatrman. Who is here in regard to Oxnard Air Force Base’ 

Greneral RopenHAuseER. Iam, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Now, why are you asking to increas 
that from $435,000 to $2,445,000 ? 

General RopeNHAUsER. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. The pur 
pose of this request is to place on Oxnard Air Force Base a second 
defense command. This location being the next in priority for the 
location of that squadron. 

If you will recall, last year we asked for permission to place this 
unit in the southern California area. We were unable to arrive at a 
solution to this problem, other than that the Navy agreed to take over 
that air defense mission in that area 

Our next priority area is the Oxnard area. We therefore request 
the committee to authorize us to locate this unit on an already existing 
base. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, we increase the amount 

2,445,000, on page 37, line 17 of the bill. 

Now, turn to section 304 of the bill. 

Mr. Ketiener. Lincoln, Nebr.—the section 304 you are referring to 
is not in the bill. It is a proposal by the Department of the Air Force 
to be added to the bill. 

The Cuairman, All right. 

All right, now, I call to the committee’s attention this new sectio! 
to be known as section 304 with reference to conveying to the Air Force 
the veterans’ hospital at Lincoln, Nebr. 

Members of the committee, this is a very important matter. Co! 
gressman Weaver was in to see me the other day, with the two Sena- 
tors. It looked like to me the proper thing to do from all the facts : 
have been able to get is to get the veterans’ hospital still “yn nue 
under the jurisdiction of the Veterans’ Administration and | the 
Air Force have at least permission to use 100 beds at that hosp al. 
Because we won't be warranted in building two hospitals. \) id 
you transfer this veterans’ hospital to the Air Force, then you ar 
interfering with the veterans’ and you had better let the Air Fore 
come in with the veterans. 

Now, what do you have to say ? 

General Ropennavser. Mr. Chairman, I would like to call on M! 
Ferry, the Special Assistant for Installations of the Secretary of the 
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Air Force, to discuss the matter of the Lincoln Veterans’ Hospital 
with the committee, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Come around, Mr. Ferry. 

Mr. Ferry. Good morning, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatRMAN. Good morning, sir. 

Mr. Ferry. The question arose within recent weeks of the avail- 
ability of the hospital, the veterans’ hospital, about 12 miles outside 
cur base at Lincoln, Nebr. 

The original proposal that came to us was that the Air Force would 
uke over and operate this hospital as an Air Force hospital, with a 
proviso that we would accept up to a total of 80 veterans should the 
Veterans’ Administration care to put that number of veterans in there 
for hospitalization. 

We would feel that it would be a very unfortunate and unwork- 
able situation were the Air Force to attempt to put their airmen and 
military personnel in the veterans’ hospital if the veterans’ hospital 
continued operation. 

There are a number of reasons for this: 

One, the Air Force is charged with the responsibility and welfare 
of their men, whether on-base or whether in hospitals. Were they to 
go to the veterans’ hospital, they would lose the control, the super- 
vision, and the responsibility for these airmen. 

Secondly, there would be no provision in the veterans’ hospital for 
caring for Air Force dependents. As vou know, there are frequently 
1 number, a great number of obstetrical cases necessary for Air Force 
families, and there would be no provision for that in the Veterans’ 
\dministration hospital. 

The third thing is that it would introduce unwarranted complica- 
tions in the record handling of the Air Force, such matters as getting 

round to pay the men on payday, the maintenance of the military 
records which are kept in certain forms and which would not be done 
by the Veterans’ Administration. 

And I think it must be clear to all you gentlemen that you cannot 
liave a split operation in a hospital, 

| have with me here to give you some details General MeIInay. 
who is the Director of Planning and Hospitalization for the United 
States Air Force, who will comment upon the necessity of having a 
military staff at the base, regardless of whether the hospital were 
operating by the Veterans or whether it were operated by the Air 
*orce, 

The CHarrman. Of course 

Mr. Ferry. I would like him to explain that, sir. 

lhe CHarMan. Of course there would be a dispensary at the base. 
But your proposition is—and I would like to have it cleared up: 
Why couldn’t you put hospitalized personnel in a veterans’ hospital 
is well as a veteran could be hospitalized there in an Air Force 
hospital? What difference does it make who runs the hospital ? 

Mr. Ferry. First, sir, it is a question of military control. We lose 
that if the Veterans’ Administration were to handle the hospital. We 
would not have control over administrations and discharges. 

Mr. Gavin. What is the capacity of the hospital ? 

Mr. Ferry. The capacity, sir, is about a 300-bed hospital. 

r. Gavin, 300-bed hospital. And how many veterans do we have 
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Mr. Ferry. 285, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. We have 285 veterans. What are we going to do with 
the 285 veterans? . 

Mr. Ke_itener. He means the number of beds is 285. 

The CHarrMan. The number of beds are 285. 

Mr. Gavin. How many veterans do we have hospitalized at the 
present time / 

Mr. Ferry. I can’t answer at the present time, sir, but there have 
been 460 hospitalized. 

The Cnairman. Come around, Mr. Weaver. Is Congressman 
Weaver here / 

Mr. Weaver. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Weaver, can you answer that question? How 
many veterans in the hospital now / 

Mr. Weaver. I can’t answer that question, sir, but I can state that 
this hospital serves approximately 60,000 veterans in Nebraska as 
well as some in Kansas. 

Mr. Core. What is the average occupancy ¢ 

The CuairMan. Sit right down. 

Mr. Jounson. How many beds in the hospital / 

Mr. Corte. What is the average occupancy? Don’t you have thi: 
figure ¢ 

Secretary FLorere. For the last 12 months, ending April 30, it was 
189, with a total capacity of 280. 

The Cramman. Mr. Ferry, what do you want to close up the 
veterans’ hospital for? Why not let the veterans still have thei 
hospital? And if it is necessary, let the Air Force go to the veterans’ 
hospital and have a dispensary down at the airfield?) Why wouldn't 
that give vou all the medical care ¢ 

What difference does it make when a man is sick whether he is i) 
a veterans’ hospital or an Air Force hospital ? 

Mr. Ferry. It makes a very major difference, sir. The military 
control of that man is from the time he becomes sick until he goes 
to the hospital, until the time he is discharged, and then follows up 
after his discharge to watch and see that the man doesn’t have re- 
lapses and such things. We have a continuous responsibility for the 
care of this personnel, which we would have interrupted and lost the 
minute he fell out from under the jurisdiction and care of the military 
surgeon. 

The CHatrrmMan. Well, now, we are up against this proposition. 
Allright. The doctors in the Veterans’ Administration are furnished 
by civilians. They are civilian doctors; isn’t that correct? 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. We are up against the proposition of drafting 
doctors now. And we probably save—and if we put it under Al 
Force, then all of the doctors would not be civilian doctors, but would 
be doctors brought in by the draft; is that correct 

The Cuamman. Exactly. Then if we would use up some doctors 
there and we haven't any we can afford to spare—I can’t see to save my 
neck, if all you want is medical care, you can get medical care from 
the Veterans’ Administration. 

What difference does it make to an airman ? 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, here is the situation you have, too. You 


} 


have 189 veterans there at the present time. It is a 280-bed capacity. 
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They require, the Air Force, 100 beds. There would be another 180 
beds that would be unoccupied. The veterans would want to know 
why they couldn’t occupy them, and you couldn’t explain why they 
couldn’t occupy a hospital that had this capacity and they were not 
being admitted. 

Mr. Minier. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CuarrMan. Then they know the hospital is at full capacity and 
anyone who gets that information will know that they couldn’t go 
there. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman— 

Mr. Miniter. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Excuse me. After you. 

Mr. Mriier. I would like to know if this has been cleared with the 
Veterans’ Administration, and what their attitude is. 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir, the Veterans’ Administration has been in on this 
and they are in accord with this transfer entirely. They want it to be 
made. 

Mr. Mitier. Would it be possible for the Air Force to enter into 
some agreement with the Veterans’ Administration whereby they 
would take over the administration of a certain section of a hospital, a 
floor of the hospital, and put in their own Air Force personnel / 

Mr. Ferry. That, sir, is a practical impossibility, sir, to have a split- 
administration in a hospital. You run into the problems there of a 
-plit kitchen, of a split X-ray facility. of split iaboratory facilities, of 
split attendants in the wards. ‘The thing just wouldn’t work that way. 

The CHarrMan. You have that when you permit 80 veterans to come 
to the hospital, do vou not ¢ 

Mr. Ferry. No, sir. We would take the entire care of those vet 
erans over with Air Force presonnel. 

The CnarrmMan. Now, let’s hear the Congressman who represents 
that district, Mr. Weaver. What do you have to say / 

[ talked to Mr. Weaver, Senator Curtis and Senator Hruska. 

The CHatrMan. He used to be in the House. 

Mr. Weaver. Well, sir, one thing I would like to point out is that for 
25 years this hospital has been an institution in Nebraska, and that a 
very fine staff of civilian doctors from Lincoln have assisted and 
worked closely with the veterans at the hospital there. 

In addition to that, the auxiliaries of the various service organiza- 
tions have poured in thousands and thousands of dollars, television 

s, radios and things of that nature, to make the conditions a little 
ore pleasant for the veterans. 

And the position that I think, in the interest of practicality as well 
as economy, is that the hospitals be retained under the administration 
of the Veterans’ Administration, with the Air Force assigned up to 
100 beds as they are needed, and this opinion of mine and this feeling 
islso the sentiment of everyone in Nebraska. 

he question is whether you want to take care of your veterans or 
tether you want to take the facilities away from them. 

Chat is the question that the members of the committee have to 


COPS der. 


The Cy \IRMAN. That is the viewpoint of you, as representing the 
Viewpoint of your two Senators, is it not / 
Mr. Weaver. Yes, sir. 
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The Cuairman. In other words, to put it in my language, we pro- 
pose to keep the hospital just like it is, under the administration of the 
Veterans’ Administration ? 

Mr. Weaver. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And that the Air Force have made available to them 
100 beds in that hospital ? 

Mr. Weaver. Yes,sir. 

The Cuarrman. And that is what the people want and that is what 
the veterans of Nebraska want and that is what the representative 
and the two Senators want, is that correct 

Mr. Weaver. That is absolutely correct. 

The CuarrMan. Now, we have the issue clear. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ferry. Sir—— 

Mr. Rivers. Wait, now, let me say this. 

Is there any other place in the United States where that condition 
now exists ¢ 

Mr. Ferry. To my knowledge, sir, none. I am going to ask (ei 
eral McIInay to speak on that point. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, the administration would be completely 
impossible, completely impossible. And as the gentleman has said, 
Mr. Ferry has said, the Veterans’ Administration have a different kind 
of bookkeeping. He has to keep a continuing record on his boys. 
The Veterans’ Administration doesn’t do that. 

The cheapest thing to do is to let them do as they have been doing, 
and let them have their own facilities. This thing won’t work. I don‘ 
care What the State of Nebraska says. It can’t work, in all deference 
to my distinguished friend. It can’t work this way. 

Mr. Ferry. Sir, Mr. Rivers has voiced the Air Force position on 
that, and we very forcibly feel it is an impossible situation, 

The Cuairman. How much will a new hospital cost at the perma- 
nent air base ? 

Mr. Ferry. About 200 

The CuatrMan. That isa very important air base. 

Mr. Ferry. About two and a half million dollars. 

Mr. Rivers. Very important. 

The Cuatrman. You can build a hospital down at Omaha—that is 
the 

Mr. Kevtiener. Lincoln Air Force Base. 

The Cuatrman. Isn’t that a SAC base ? 

Mr. Ke.iener. Yes, sir; it is. 

Mr. Rivers. An important base. 

Mr. Ferry. We had it in the bill originally, $2,267,000. 

The Cuatrman. [ think it is sound to do that. 

Mr. Rivers. That is the only thing to do. 

Mr. Weaver. Mr. Chairman— 

Mr. Core. Can we hear Mr. F loete ? 

The CuarrmMan. Come around, Mr. F loete. 

Mr. Gavin. The Congressman wants to say something, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Weaver. I wanted to point out to the member of the committe 
that <his veterans hospital is about 9 or 10 miles from the airbase. 
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Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Mr. Weaver. And were the administration of it to pass to the Air 
Force, probably in time they are going to need a hospital at the base. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Mr. Weaver. Then you disrupted the facilities that the veterans 
have had, in addition to the civilian staff of doctors. 

The CHarrMaAN. Well, if the committee sees fit to include an item 
to build an Air Force hospital near the airbase, that would meet with 
your approval, would it not ? 

’ Mr. Weaver. Yes, sir; it would. 

The CHarrMAN. Mr. Floete, what do you have to say / 

Mr. Ferry. That would be satisfactory to the Air Force, Mr. Chair- 
nian, if we reinstate the item for the hospital that we had in before. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Floete is looking down on your head. 

Let’s hear from Mr. Floete. Mr. Floete, come around and sit down 
and tell us how yeu feel about it. 

Secretary Fiorre. I would just like to explain the background of 
this. 

The bill originally included, the public-works bill, an item of 
<2.667,000 for a new hospital at the Lincoln Air Force Base. 

We knew that there were a number of veterans hospitals in the Lin- 
oln area. I lived in Lincoln at one time. I have been in this par- 
ticular hospital, this veterans hospital. 

The facts are that there is a large veterans hospital at Omaha which 
- 60 miles east of Lincoln, which has a capacity of 486 people, and 
the average last year of occupancy was 375. 

Then 90 miles northwest of Lincoln is another veterans hospital, at 
Grand Island, that has a capacity of 201 and has an occupancy of 106 
last Vear. 

So we thought that there was room there in some way to change this 
round so that we didn’t have to spend all of the $2,600,000. 

The CuHatrMan. Well, now, Mr. Floete, you have to be practical. 
This hospital has been established there and the people want it in that 
irea, and you have a great deal of fuss and trouble on your hands, 
notwithstanding the fact that there might be vacant beds in different 
other places in Nebraska. 

Why isn’t it the sensible thing to do to build an Air Force hospital, 
osting 82 million, as originally put in the bill. 

Secretary Frorre. It is the— 

The Cuamman. I think the sensible thing to do, members of the 
committee—and I am serious about this—is to build for the Air Force 
a hospital for $2,267,000, 

Mr. Ferry. May I correct that, Mr. Chairman? It is $2,667,000, 
Was the original figure. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, we won't split the difference in these small 
projects, 

Secretary Frorre. My point is to put the facts before you. Ac- 
tually, we have three hospitals and, combined, they have 300-bed 

aney, 

Mr. Gavin. But they are veteran hospitals. 

The CHarman. Without objection, it is approved. 

Mr. Weaver. Mr. Chairman, I think Mr. Floete overlooks the fact 
that the load in veterans hospitals in any district is stil] to come. 

Phe Cuamman. That is right. 
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Mr. Weaver. From the Korean war and World War LI, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How much ? 

Mr. Ketiener. We will make it $6,604,000. 

The Cuarrman. That makes the bill $6,604,000. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 51, line 21. 

Mr. Gavin. General, the Air Force wouldn’t object to a new hos 
pital; would they ? 

Mr. Ferry. No, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. I say, you wouldn’t object to a new hospital 

Mr. Ferry. Not at all, Mr. Gavin. 

General McIunay. No, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. I didn’t think you would. 

General McItnay. That was our plan. 

The CuarrmMan. You see, members of the committee, bear this 
mind: They came up here asking for this hospital, and then during 
the hearing they decided to take it out. All we are doing is jus' 
putting it exactly back in this bill. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. And the Air Force—— 

All right, without objection, we approve Lincoln, Nebr.. 
S6.604,000. 

Now, let’s see. 

Mr. Ferry. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and gentlemen. 

Mr. Weaver. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and members of the 
mittee. 

The CuatrmMan. All right, now here is an item: Increase of >»: 
million for B-52 setup. Who is here to testify to that’ 

General RopennaAuser. Iam, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrman. What page in the bill is that ? 

General RopeNuAvsER. It is not in the bill, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

What section in the bill ? 

General RopennAuser. It is not in the bill, sir. 

Mr. Keviener. It would be at various installations. 

General RopennaAuser. It would be in—section 301? 301, 

The CrarrMan. Is this executive session now ? 

General Ropennauser. Not necessarily, sir, unless you get into ce 
tain details. 

The Cuairman. Allright. 

Now, this item is not in the bill ? 

(yeneral RopennaAuser. It is not. sir. 

The Cruarrman. Has this item been cleared by Mr. Floete/ 

General Ropenuavuser. It has not, sir, although— 

The Cratrmman. Now, wait one minute. Now, General, let’s get 
right. I don’t mind doing just a little bit hand running, but when ¥ 
get too much, why, you sort of get me worried. 

Now, here is Mr. Floete, who is the boss down there. In all deft 
ence, how come the Air Force comes up here and asks for $35 milli 
without getting clearance from him ? 

General Ropennavuser. Let me explain. 

Mr. Rivers. The B—52 has been stepped up. 

The Crarrman. I don’t care whether it has been stepped up or ne’ 
Mr. Floete is the boss. It has to come in in the regular way up he! 
We can’t have haphazard legislation. 
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(ieneral Ropennavser. Let me explain, Mr. Chairman, how we hap 
1 to be here with this. 
[he matter has been taken to Mr. Floete’s office. He has not reviewed 
t in detail as to the line items, to the exact final total of those. How 
r his office has backed us in the presentation of this problem to the 
ibe and we do so in the Senate before the Senate Armed Sery 
es Committee, the identical, same thing. We thought the only proper 
thing, before closing up with the House Armed Services Committee, 
vas to also bring it to their attention so it wouldn't look like we, shall 
we say, went around end on you boys, going to the Senate without 
telling you about it, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. That is what you did. When you were over 
vou didn’t mention it at all. W hen you got over to the Senate 
‘lid mention it. We knew all about that. 

General RopENHAUSER. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Now you are asking that we increase the bill $35 

llion, and it hasn't been cleared by the Budget or Mr 
Phat isexactly the position you are in. 

Here is the Air Foree coming in here and asking this commitee 


here, 
~ you 


A Kl vete’s office. 


to 


rite $35 million in the bill, and it hasn’t been approved by the Budg. 
ind it hasn't been approved by Mr. Floete. 

Where would we stand on the floor of the House? Notwithstar.ding 
the merits of 

Mr. Gavin. Have they presented the matter to the Senate 
previously ¢ 

The CnatrmMan. Yes, he went over to the Senate and he presented 


t on the Senate side, and he didn’t present it when he was here. And 
even if he had presented it, we would have been in the same position. 
We can’t approve any item of $35 million unless somebody in the 
executive branch O. K.’s it. Do you think we can? 

(reneral RopeNHAUsER. We thought it our duty, let’s say, Mr. Chan 
nan, to acquaint you with this requirement in view of the B—52 pro 
tuction step-up. 

The CHatrrman. Well— 

(reneral RopENHAUSER. We have to have a place to put these an 
raft. It will mean step-up in the equipping schedule of our units 
ind these items would have been included in succeeding programs, 
nut in view of that step-up, will be required, and these are the mini 
ums that will be required. 

The Crarrman. Now, the proper way for you to proceed is directly 
through the military channels, through the budget and through 
Mr. Floete, and then Mr. Floete speaks to us and then you support 
vhat Mr. Floete says. 

(reneral Rop—eNHAUsER. That is right, sir. 

lhe Cuamman. Now, we can’t have the Air Force, the Army, and 
the Navy try to eut corners this kind of fashion, an item of $35 mil 
on. Now, this will be to build warehouses and to build storage facili 
tes for B-52’s, is that right ? 

(reneral RopenHaAvser. No, sir; this would be to increase runways, 
provide parking aprons, to move the navigational aids that would he 
equired to be moved if the runways were extended. It is an opera- 
tional item that we are for. in the form of pavement, POL, and navi 
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cational aids. There are no storehouses or facilities of that nature 
in this request, Mr, Chairman. 

The CHarrman. Well 

Mr. DurHam. How many bases does this involve ? 

General RopENHAUsER. Eleven bases, Mr. Durham. 

Mr. DurHam. Eleven bases. 

General RopeENHAUSER. Yes, sir; we have 11 bases. 

Mr. Durnam. Mr, Chairman—I don’t know whether this should be 
on the record or not. Are you going to need this in the next 12 months’ 

General RopEN HAUSER. They would not be in place within the next 
12 months, Mr. Durham, but we should get started on it because tly 
step-up in the equipping schedule will give us the additional aircraft 
well ahead of the schedule we had when we brought the 56 up to this 
program, up to this committee. 

Mr. Durnam. May I ask this question: If it is off the record, al 
right. When does your production demands change on your ru 
ways ¢ 

General Ropenuauser. Sir, I believe that this type of informatio 
should be in closed session, 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Now, how—— 

Mr. Duruam. The point in this thing of making a decision on it 
whether or not we do it or not, do you agree with me ? 

General Ropennauser. Yes, sir; and that is the basis on whicl 
was sent to Mr. Floete’s office, sir. 

The Ciuarmman. I think, members of the committee, we will be sub 
ject to a great deal of criticism if we take any item on the floor of 
the House where an increase of $35 million is involved that hasn’t be: 
approved by Mr. Floete, and it hasn’t been approved by the budget 
I think we are in a very embarrassing position. 

Now, we meet here every year, and you can bring this item back 
next year, or if Mr. Floete thinks it is necessary between now and t] 
time Congress adjourns, we can get a separate bill. We can’t leg 
late that way. 

Mr. Durnam. Mr. Chairman, I don’t agree with you on that. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Durnam. I think there is something involved far beyond thiat 
in this thing here, and I think the committee should take a seriou 
look at it before we make any decision on it. Whether or not mei d 
cision made downtown is proper or not, that is beside the point, 
this is delivery business involved here. I didn’t want to get myseli 
into a lot of money in development of other things here, w ithout know 
ing that we have some deliverability. 

The CuarrMan. I can't see to save my neck how we can defend an) 
item in the bill—it doesn’t make a bit of difference what the fact 
are—when it is presented in the kind of shape it is here. 

Mr. Floete hasn’t recommended it, and the budget hasn't recon 
mended it, and the Air Force had an opportunity to go before Mi 
Floete and it didn’t go before Mr. Floete. I can’t go along with ¥ 
on it. I haven't but one vote. Other members can do as they pleas 

General Ropenuauser. Mr, Chairman, I would like to correct 
parently one impression that has been left here. We did go to M1 
Floete and we had his backing to present it. 

The Cuatman. All right. He turned it down for the time bi 

General RopeENHAUsER. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Bares. Why don’t we hear from Mr. Floete / 

The CuHatrman. Yes, Mr. Floete, come around here and let’s h 
what you have to say about this. I am trying to uphold you. I do 
want you to throw me down, now. 

Secretary Fiorre. The matter has not been officially presented to 
yor have we looked at it. So 

The Cuairman. All right. I don’t think the committee is 
ranted—— 

Secretary Fiorre. The most that we said—a representative of ou 
tice said before the Senate committee that if it was the type of ite 
that would be approved in the—if it were in the 57 bill, we had no o 
ection to it being pushed forward to the 56 bill. But that is as mu 
is We Say. 

The CuainMan. Well, I don’t think we are warranted in ineluding 
t now, General. You will just have to wait awhile. What is the 
pleasure of the committee ? 

(No response ) 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, we don’t approve it. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, we ought to have something in the rec 

rd as to the production record of the B—52’s. 

The Cuarrman. All right, you will get that. Now, what is the next 


Mr. Deverrtux. Mr. Chairman— 

The CHarmman. What is the next item that we have, Mr. Kelleher, 

ean it up? 

Mr. Kectener. Mr. Chairman, on page 60, on the United States Air 
Forces in Europe, [ believe that General Rodenhauser wishes to give 
ine testimony on the location of a headquarters. 

General Ropenuauser. That is correct, Mr. Kelleher. 

The CuainMan. Page 602 Wait 1 minute. 

Mi. Smarr. Page 60, line 11. 

Fle CHammmMan. Members of the committee, Air Field pavements, 

forth, it amounts to $248,86 1.000—— 

Mir. Kectener. It is now $234,996,000, Mr. Chairman. 

he CHatrman. How much? 

Mr. KeLLener. $234,996,000, at the present time. This would 
raise it to some extent. 

Mr. Rivers. What page is this? 

Mr. Kettener. This is page 60, line 17. 

lhe CuarMan. It is $234 million now. What do they war 


General RopeENHAUSER. Mr. Chairman, we are not asking for 
r increase. What we are asking for in this area is at present 
eadquarters is carried in the 1956 program with a designation ¢] 
e built at a specifie location. What the Air Force is requesting, 
oncurrence of the Office of the Secretary of Defense, is t 
littee grant us the authority to build it either/or: in othe 
at (otf the record) or the (off the record) area, so that 
roblem is settled, which we hope will be in a matter of a 
onths. we ean get on with the construction of this head 
‘Cramman, The sole question you Want us to pass on 
‘Tionary as to location. 


ral Ropenuauser. That is « 
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Mr. Cote. Why wouldn't it help you in your negotiations if t! 
Congress says it should be at one place / Are you making it easier f 
vourself if you make it possible at either one ‘ 

General Ropennauser. I am afraid if we don’t have this flexibility, 
Mr. Cole, we are not going to put it either place, and we have a maj 
Air Force command with no home. Now the ‘y are occupying tempo 
rary facilities. Now they have to get out of them, and we have 
provide a heacquarters for them within a very short period of tim 

The Cratrman. Now, without objection, we will make it diser 
tionary. 

Now, that finishes the Air Force, does it not, General ¢ 

General Ropenuauser. No, sir. One thing I would like to bring 
to the attention of the committee, Mr. Chairman, is in connection wit! 
testimony previously given here. 

At the time that General Washbourne was testifying he was asked 
a question by Mr. Hardy as to whether we had experienced any fur- 
ther pavement failures in our bases overseas. 

Shortly after that testimony we received a wire from Europe that 
one of the NATO bases, constructed by NATO, with NATO funds. 
was being turned over to the Air Force, and the surface of the runwa 
was spalling. I merely want to correct General Washbourne’s test 
mony before this committee to indicate that that pavement condition 
exists, that we believe that it is going to be corrected by the NATO 
people, but I didn’t want it to stand on the record that there wer 
pavement failures in the world, s6 to speak. 

The CuatrMan. All right. 

Thank vou very much, General. 

Mr. Wickersuam. Mr. Chairman, could I ask him one question 

Mr. Rivers. Was it constructed by vou in the first instance / 

General Ropenuavser. Beg your pardon, Mr. Rivers ¢ 

Mr. Smarr. No, NATO. 

Mr. Rivers. You didn’t construct it ? 

General Ropennavser. No, sir; the French did it. 

The Crarrman. Mr. Wickersham. 

Mr. WickersHam. Generai, I would like to ask you one questior 
connection with your housing, particularly at your Strategic A 
Command bases. 

Just a typical example, at Altus, Okla., and, say, Clinton, Okla. : A! 
Clinton you say vou need about 1,898 houses. In this last request 
you asked for only 195. How are you going to get that amount ) 
need and why was your request not handled through the Department 
of Defense? What are you going to do for the rest of the houses 

General Ropennavser. Well, our request was handled through t! 
Department of Defense, Mr. Wickersham. To the best of my know 
edge, everything we have in this program was cleared by the offi 
Secretary of Defense. 

Mr. Wickersuam. But I understand through the channels 
asked for a total of 1,898 and only got 195. 

General Ropennavser. That is part of our total requirement, s 
We hope to acquire additional houses in succeeding years. We lr 
ceived so many this vear—8,118, I believe—and we had to apportio! 
them out across our bases. So that only one hundred and some ¢ 
be put at Altus and Clinton-Sherman. 
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Mr. WickErsHAM. But you still need the other houses you asked of 
ur superiors, and vou did not get them. You need them at all 
hese bases ? 

General Rop—ENHAUsER. That is correct, based on our estimate. 

The CHarrMAN. Now, members of the committee, that finishes 

Mr. Core. Mr. Chairman, may IL just take a minute to compliment 
the general for the fine manner in which he presented the Air Force 
hase of this bill? I have been very much impressed by it, although 
| have not been here all the time. 

(general Rop—eNHAUsSER. Thank you very much. 

The CuarrMan. I want to underline what Mr. Cole says. The Air 
Force has presented their section of the bill in most magnificent form. 
lhey have an answer and a good valid answer for every question that 
as been propounded. You are to be complimented on the splendid 

anner in which you presented your phase of the bill. 

General RopeNHAusER. Thank you. 

The CoatrMan. Now, that finishes with you; does it not? 

General Rop—ENHAUsER. I have one other item, sir, if | may bring 

ip. 

lhe CHarrMan. Let’s see what your item is. 

General Ropenuauser. The other item, sir, was mentioned in the 

nor adjustment list that we presented to the committee at the very 
eginning of the testimony, but I wanted to point out to you that at an 
urfield in Europe, we have a new total on that, Mr. Kelleher, of 

3,163,000 rather than the $6 million that we originally presented to 
the committee, a reduction— 

The CHarRMAN. We reduced it to $3 million. 

General Ropennauser. Which I wanted to make the committee 

vare of, sir. 

The CHatrMan. Well, that is a good way to leave the witness stand. 

Laughter. | 

With such a fine statement. All right. 

Now, members of the committee, the next matter we want to dispose 
f now is a title to be known as Title IV ; Housing for the Joint Chiefs 
f Staff. 

Now, Mr. Floete, do you present that or who presents that / 

Secretary Fiorre. All right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. What ? 

The Cuatrman. Housing, on the Naval Observatory property for 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 

“This has been requested by the Department, and by everyone up 
ind down Pennsylvania Avenue. It is to build a house for the Chair- 

in, Joint Chiefs of Staff. 

Mr. Rivers. The Chairman, isn’t it ? 

lhe Cuarrman. For the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of cage and 

s assistants, over there off of Massachusetts Avenue, on the Nava] 
Observator y. 

Mr. Rivers. Where the Chief of Naval Operations has his quarters ‘ 

The Cuarrman. We haven't any place for the Chairman, Joint 

hiefs of Staff to live. 

\ll right, who is here to testify about this item 

Admiral Radford came to see me about it, and it has been, I under 
tand, cleared by ever ybody down at the Avenue; is that correct? 

Mr. Core. Well, what is it ? 
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The CuartrMan. It isto build 

Mr. Core. I know. You told us that in a general way, but let’s find 
out what it is. I think we are all for it, but we ought to have a word 
or two of explanation. I assume you know about it, Mr. Floete / 

Secretary Frorre. I know about it, but I must say it is a littl 
fr: agmentary. 

Mr. Coxe. | Laughing. | 

Secretary Frorre. It came to us as a matter of high priority. 
know what it consists of. 

The Cuarrman. That is right, it came to me as a matter of hig 
priority. It was hot, from headqu: irters, that they wanted this dom 
And Admiral Radford personally brought this up. 

Mr. Cote. How many houses will there be ? 

Secretary FLorre. There will be five houses and a communications 
center, and the amount is $300,000 total. 

Mr. Cote. How much ? 

Secretary Fiorre. $300,000. 

Mr. Rivers. That is all, for five houses ? 

Mr. Core. $60,000 a house. 

Mr. Smarr. No, communications center. 

Mr. Barres. How much do the houses total, Mr. Floete ¢ 

Mr. Fuorrr. That is the amount. The $150,000 for the houses a 
$50,000 for a communications center. 

Mr. Coir. Who is going to live in it ? 

The Cuatrman. The Chairman—— 

Secretary Fiorrr. The Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Stati 
certain of his officers that will be associated with him. 

Mr. Coir. Who? 

Anybody that he selects ? 

Secretary Friorre. I don’t know whether they are designated 
not. 

As I understand it, it is stated that it was officers on his staff. 

Mr. Ketieuver. Two officers, Mr. Cole, and two noncommissione 
oflicers. 

Mr. Cote. What officers ? 

Mr. Keitener. I do not know. 

The Cuarrman. Officers that are on the Joint Chief of Staff. «- 
assistants. 

Mr. Coir. Iam all for it, Mr. Chairman. 

But we ought to know what it is. 

The CuatrmMan. You know whoever is the Chairman, Army, Nav) 
or Air Force, he is going to have some top man as his assistant, either 
a general or an admir: al or somebody, and they occupy the same ares 
as he occupies, because it is highly important to have his assistant: 
right there with him. 

Mr. DurHam. No. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

The CuarrMan. Of course. 

Mr. Durnam. It has been operating for 175 years and very succes 
fully. : 

Mr. Core. Well, is one of these to be used by the director of the Jo 
Staff ? 

Secretary Fiorre. The buildings are to be built on the Naval 0 
servatory, where we own 80 acres. 
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Mr. Cote. Yes, we are familiar with where it is to be located. 
we are trying to find out is who is going to use them after they : 
up! ; 

Secretary Fiorerr. Two senior aides and two 

The CuatrMan. All right; tell Admiral Radford to come up 
the morning, And we can meet this afternoon at 2 o'clock, because we 
can sit for 1 hour, and finish this bill. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

The CuarrMANn. Because I have to meet with the Speaker and M: 
Martin—— 

Mr. Coie. I do not care. If you want the $300,000, it is all 
with me. 

The CuarrMANn. Well, as Mr. Floete says, this is top priority, i 
t! 

Secretary Fiorre. That is right. 

The CHatRMAN. (Aside to Mr. Cole.) 

The CuarrMan. If you want todo it it isall right with me. 

Without objection, the language is so written, a new title, that will 
arry $300,000 for building houses there. 

Now what else have we in the bill. We have the general provi 
-ions and we will have to have Mr. Floete to go over those. 

Mr. Ketiteuer. The CIA, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHarrMan. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Dulles wants to build $ $56 million worth- 

Mr. KeLLeuer. $56 million, Mr. C hairman. 

The CHarrmMan. $56 million for a Central Headquarters here in 
Washington City for Central Intelligence. It is all scattered all 
over. 

Now we can hear him at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. Kettener. I am trying to get Mr. Dulles, sir. 

The CHarrMman. Now I want to be frank and candid with the 
committee. 

When we finish that, that will be an explanation of every item in 
the bill except one item. There is one item in the bill that has not- 
carrying a large sum of money—been testified about. 

It is of such nature that they do not want any testimony about 
That is the situation. 

Mr. Cote. How much is involved ? 

The CHarrman. Off the record. 

(Statement off the record.) 

Mr. Rivers. You recommend it, Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Kettener. (Aside to the Chairman. ) 

The CHarrmMan. That covers that. 

Have Mr. Dulles here at 2 o’clock and let’s try to wind that up 

Mr. Core. What happened to the Navy Academy. 

The Cuarmman. Now wait one minute, members. 

I think we ought to change this item on the Naval Academy. 
just—you better do that when Mr. Gavin is here. He brought 
thing up. 

Mr. Ketener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lankrorp. Can we take this up Tuesday ? 

Mr. Cotx. What is involved ? 

The Cuatrman. They ran into a little snag about the land ther 

Mr. Corr. Well, the committee adopted the aviation field. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. Kevitener. That isall set. 

(Further aside to Mr. Cole. ) 

The CuarrmMan. The committee is recessed until 2 o'clock. 

(Whereupon, at 11:55 a. m., the committee was recessed, to recon 
vene at 2 p.m. the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


The Crramman. Let the committee come to order. 

Now, Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. I might say it must be a controversial subject. They 
have our very good and able friend, Admiral Nunn, here today. 

The CrarrMman. Yes. We are always glad to have the admiral 
here. | Laughter. | 

The CuatrMan. Before we go in executive session, there is a matte! 
that I want to call to your attention, that I think we should reconside: 

Now, you recall the other day we approved $16,900,000 for authoriz 
ing an airfield at the Naval Academy. At the same time we added 1 
it for Bancroft Hall, and the acquisition of the filling in of certa 
land. 

Now, a little controversy has arisen over in Annapolis in referen 
to the latter item. 

I am inclined to think, and after talking with Mr. Lankford, he 
is of the same opinion, that it might be wise for the time being not t 
make any authorization for Bancroft Hall and just let the $16,900.00 
for the airfield stand in the bill. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Bancroft Hall—— 

The CHatrman. There are always local matters involved, and thos 
things and it might be wise to do that at this time. 

Mr. Gavin. I am always glad to defer to my chairman. His judg 
ment is usually very sound and good, whatever his recommendations 
are—— 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. I shall acquiesce. 

The CHarrmMan. Without objection, then, the item on page 
Naval Station, Annapolis, Md., personnel facilities—— 

Mr. Kevtitener. No,sir. 

The CHatrMan. Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md., utilities, $182,00 

Mr. Ketiteuer. (Nods) 

The Cuatrman. And next year we hope all the controversy abou! 
Bancroft Hall and the additional land can be worked out. So th 
bill will show that we are authorizing $16,900,000 for an airfield, bu 
nothing for Bancroft Hall or the land and the filling, which is a ver) 
serious problem of shipping over there because they were going 
have to go out in the bay and it has caused a considerable uproar 
Annapolis. 

So we have enough trouble, and we will leave that out for th 
time being. 

Mr. Gavin. But it will come up before the committee next year. 

The CuairmMan. The next session, and we hope it will all be work 
out. 

Mr. Lanxkrorp. Yes, sir, it will come up next year before 
committee. 

The CHarrMan. This is off the record. 
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( Discussion off the record. ) 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make a distinction 
there between the city of Baltimore and southern Maryland. 
| Laughter. | , 

The CHarrMAN. Now, let the committee go in executive session, and 
we want to talk—— 

Sam, you wait on the outside, too. Everybody go out of the room 
except Mr. Dulles and his staff. 

(Whereupon, at 2:10 p. m., the committee went in executive session 
off the record.) 

(The committee resumed in open hearing at 2:45 p. m.) 

The CuatrMAN. So therefore I ask that this item, page 38, line 20 
hat we put in the bill the amount of money that the Air Force asked 
for this base. 

Now, Traverse City area, Michigan: Airfield pavement, fuel dis 
pensing facilities, operational facilities, and so forth. 
~ They ask for $1,881,000. 

In view of Mr. Talbott’s letter, why, they need that to develop this 
center there. Where is Mr. Talbott’s letter ? 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, if nobody objects to that, I wish you 
would put in there a provision that they must get the thing under 
contract before midnight tomorrow so it won't be up before this com 
mittee. 

The CuHatrMan. It won’t come up any more. It is all settled. 

We have a letter from Mr. Talbott winding it up. 

Mr. Rivers. May I ask this: Did Mr. Mahon indicate he was not 


voing to hold it up any longer ¢ 
The CHatrman. Mr. Mahon said that settles it with him. 
Mr. Rivers. I hope they do get started. 
The Cuarrman. All right, without objection we approve that. 
Now, we approved Central Intelligence—here is the letter. He says 


this: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, June 8, 1955. 
Hon. GEORGE H. MAHON, 
Chairman, Subcommittee for Appropriations, DOD, 
House of Representatives. 

DEAR Mr. CHAIRMAN: In February during a hearing before your committee, 
I discussed certain considerations leading to the decision to construct a new Air 
Defense Command fighter base at Cadillac, Mich. At the conclusion of my pres 
entation, Congressman Ford suggested, and the committee concurred, that the 
Air Force should submit a report of the comparative features given consideration 
in arriving at the selection of the Cadillac site in preference to the other two 
sites in Kalkaska and Benzie County. 

I have had a thorough review conducted by the Air Staff and attach a report 
prepared after careful study of the engineering, climatic, and social features 
which bear directly on the suitability of the three sites to meet the Air Force 
requirements. 

[ have eliminated the Benzie County site from consideration because of its 
learness to the Interlochen Music Camp and tremendous increase in cost of rental 
of communication cables and facilities created by the addition of the SAGE 
installation. 

_The remaining two sites are both satisfactory in operational aspects. Although 
the initial construction cost at Kalkaska is estimated at about 9 percent less than 
Cadillac, I feel that the location of Cadillac, only a few miles from the base site 
provides readily available community support that will outweigh this differen 
ial in original construction costs. I believe it is significant to point out that the 
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Cadillac community can take care of the additional Air Force dependents wi; 
existing school and recreational facilities. This is not the case at Kalkask 
since there are not sufficient school or recreational facilities except at Travers 
City, which is approximately 18 miles from the proposed air base site. 

Accordingly, I reaffirm my original selection and request your approval of ¢! 
Cadillac site for the construction of an Air Defense Command fighter base 

Sincerely, 
H. E. Tarsor1 

The Cuairman. Now, “General provisions,” on page 65, line 4. 

rhis is the end of it now. I can’t be here but a few minutes. 

Mr. Gavin. Are we going to approve the bill today ? 

Che CuarrMan. We are going to vote on it tomorrow, 

Mr. Bares. We are all done with Traverse City, Mr. Chairman / 

Che CuarrMan. Yes, we are through with Traverse City. 

Mr. Gavin. It is 12 minutes to 3, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Allright. | Reading:] 


Sec. 501. The Secretaries of the Army, Navy, and Air Force are respectively 
authorized to proceed with the establishment or development of military and 
naval installations and facilities as authorized by title I, II, and III of this Act 
and the Director of Central Intelligence is authorized to proceed with the estal 
lishment of a Central Intelligence Agency Headquarters Installation as author 
ized by title IV of this Act, without regard to the provisions of sections 113) 
3648, and 3734, as respectively amended, of the Revised Statutes, and prior t 
approval of title to underlying land, as provided by section 355, as amended 
of the Revised Statutes. The authority under this Act of the Secretary of 
military department to provide family housing includes authority to acquir 
such land as the Secretary concerned determines, with the approval of the Secre 
tary of Defense, to be necessary in connection therewith. The authority to es 
tablish or develop such installations and facilities shall include, in respect oi 
those installations and facilities as to which family housing or the acquisitior 
of land is specified in titles I, II, III, and IV of this Act, authority to make su 
veys and to acquire lands and rights and interests thereto or therein, including 
the temporary use thereof, by donation, purchase, exchange of Government 
owned lands, or otherwise, and to place permanent or temporary improvements 
thereon whether such lands are held in fee or under lease or under other tem 
porary tenure. 

Mr. Keviener. That isall conventional language. 

The Cuarrman. All right, without objection, that section is ap 
proved. Section 501 isapproved. 

Now, the next section, 502—— 

These are your figures, are they not ? 

Mr. Ke.teuer. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrMan. You will have to readjust your figures. 

Mr. Ke_itener. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Get those ready in the morning. 

Allright. [Reading:] 

Sec. 508. Any of the approximate costs enumerated in titles I, II, and III. 
this Act may, in the discretion of the Secretary concerned, be varied upward D 
5 percentum in the case of projects within the continental United States, and 
percentum—— 


Without objection—that is the same thing—we approve that. 
Mr. Rivers. What page is that ? 

Mr. Ketiiener. Page 67, 

The CHatrmMan. 67, [Reading:] 


Sec. 504. Appropriations made to carry out the purposes of this Act sha 
available for expenses incident to construction, including surveys, administratio! 
overhead, planning, and supervision. 
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That is the same. Without objection, Wwe will approve that. 
Reading: } 


Sec. 505. Whenever 
.) the President determines that compliance with the requirements of Publis 
iw 245, Eighty-second Congress, in the case of contracts made pursuant to this 
with respect to the establishment or development of miiltary installation 
nd facilities in foreign countries would interfere with the carrying out of 1 
visions of this Act; and 
b) the Secretary of Defense and the Comptroller General have agreed upo! 
ternative methods of conducting an adequate audit of such contracts, the 
President is authorized to exempt such contracts from the requirements of Pul 
Law 245, Highty-second Congress. 
Now, what does that do, Mr. Kelleher ? 
Mr. Ketiener. 245 requires the contractors keep their books open 
nd available to the Government for a period of 3 years, after the 
contract is concluded. 
In the case of contracts for work overseas, that is not entirely prac- 
al. So for the last 2 years, I believe, and maybe three—this lan- 
cuage has been inserted, 
The CuatrmMan. All right, without objection, we approve it. 
Mr. Keener. It is conventional in that respect. 
The CHarrman. Now, section 506. [Reading :] 
\ll contracts entered into by the United States pursuant to the authorization 
ntained in this Act shall be awarded, so far as practicable, if the interest of the 
tional security shall not be impaired thereby and if such award is consistent 
ith the provision of the Armed Services Procurement Act of 1947, on a cor 
etitive basis to the lowest responsible bidder. 


All right, without objection, that is approved. [Reading:] 


.. 507. Section 407 of the Public Law 765, Eighty-second Congress, is 

iended to read as follows: 

See. 407. The Secretary of Defense is authorized, subject to the approvy 
the Director of the Bureau of the Budget, to construct, or acyuire by lease 
therwise, family housing, in addition to family housing otherwise authorize 
to he constructed or acquired by the Department of Defense in foreign countr 

vy the expenditure of the $100 million through the use of foreign « 

ordance with the provisions of the Agricultural Trade Develo 
sistance Aet——— 

es : ; 

Well, that is the same thing we have been doing overseas anyh: 
ow, isn’t that it? 

Mr. Ketteuer. Yes, sir, only this is larger than before. 

The CHarrman, That is right. 

Mr. Kentener. It was $25 million before. 

Mr. Rivers. You got a pretty good record on that, Mr. Cha 

lhe Crarrman. Now, section 508, 

Secretary FLoere. Sir, we would like to make a suggestion 

on d07, 

The CHairMan. Yes, sir. 
Secretary FLorrr. As to increasing the amount, the Departm: 
sriculture and the State Department have recently cor 
icreements with Spain for the utilization of $8 million 
jousing, with Japan $17 million, with England $15 million, a 
ioe “ ® ° rn ° HAC “11: 
‘talv S38 million. That is a total of $43 million. 

\nd from the information we get there will be a considerable 

nore of these transactions concluded during the comin 
erefore, that is the basis for our request for an increase 

ion to $100 million in authorization. 


\ 


? 
re 


i} 
i 
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You will note that the method of payment, as provided in the bill, 
requires the Department of Defense to reimburse the Commodit; 
Credit Corporation out of appropriations otherwise available for the 
construction of military public works. It does not make any provi 
sion for payment out of quarters allowances, which was the origina! 
basis on which this was first considered. 

Nor does it make any provision for a case where the military migl 
have to abandon a given location before they had completed thei: 
payments. 

Now, we are in the process right now, and we hoped to have it bi 
fore we came up here this afternoon, to get agreement of the Bureay 
of the Budget as to the language. 

We think it will provide that payment may be made out of quarte: 
allowances for the period which we actually occupy the property. 

And secondly, we don’t feel it is fair for the military to have to se 
cure separate appropri: itions for the maintenance and operation. 

So what we hope will come out of this is a provision that will per 
mit us to first pay for maintenance operation and apply the balane: 
in amortization of the amount we owe the Commodity Credit Cor 
poration. 

The Cuairman. Well—— 

Secretary FLorre. Could we submit that? Do you think we will g 
it tonight or tomorrow morning ? 

Mr. Pike. Tomorrow morning at the latest. 

Secretary Fiorre. Could we submit a suggested change which pro! 
ably would be along the lines I have just mentioned / 

Mr. Kettener. Subject—excuse me. 

The CuairMan. Go ahead. 

Mr. Ketitener. Subject to the approval of the Bureau of | 
Budget that you contemplate getting, is that it? 

Secretary Fiorre. That is correct. 

Mr. Ketiener. And you would inform the committee tomorroy 
whether you had gotten that or not ? 

Secretary Fiorre. Yes, sir. 

The CnarrmMan. And you strike out this language, then / 

Secretary Fioere. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrrmMan. And substitute that. 

Mr. Pixr. Mr. Kelleher, this is being worked out with the Burea 
of the Budget, with their agreement. We have just not settled it 
the exact words. 

The Craitrman. All right, you bring it up. 

Mr. Gavin. I havea question to ask the Secretary. 

Ultimately who pays the bill? 

Secretary Fiorre. It is the taxpayer. 

Mr. Gavin. Right. That is a good answer. 

Correct you are, the American taxpayer. . 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, this Commodity Credit thing. 1) 
Defense Department is doing a very good job on it. And it Is no! 
going to cost anybody anything if you get this Commodity Creat 
thing. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Hardy ? 

Mr. Harpy. I want to see if I understand this a little better. 

Do I understand you propose to reimburse the Commodity Cri 
Corporat ion by the quarters allowance / 
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Mr. Fioere. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. In other words, you contemplate that you will not have 
enough money in the foreign currency built up by the Agricultural 
rade Development and Assistanc ‘e Act to meet your requirements / 

Secretary Fiorre. We won’t have any money 

nut—— 

Mr. Harpy. You propose to put the payments back in that fund 
from quarters allowance, rather than construction funds; is that 
the idea ¢ 

Secretary FLoere. It is to use quarters allowances rather than other 
onstruction funds, because sometimes we have not any other construe 
tion funds. 

Mr. Harpy. Don’t you have any funds for the 
iousing Overseas ¢ 

Secretary Fiore. No, sir. 

The CrarrMan, Wait one minute, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Then the only place you have to get this money is 
from quarters allowances ? 

Secretary Fiorre. That is right: or to use money otherwise not ex- 
ended that has been appropriated for general construction. 

Phe CHairMan. Now—— 

Secretary FLorerr. That is all we got. 

Phe CuarrMan. Mr. Floete, you must excuse me. 

[ have to go and leave with the Speaker right now. 

Before I go I want to ask you this: 

Now the committee can understand that all these items in this bill 

eet With your approval ¢ 

Secretary Firorre. They do, sir. 

The Cuarman,. And that it meets with the approval of Mr. McNeil; 

that right ? 

Secretary Froerr. Well, there has been no difference of opinio 
[. Sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

What I am driving at: The committee can rest assured that as fai 

you are concerned you are gvoine to try to implement what these 
rious items speak for and will try to get construction in accorda 
th this aet ? 

Secretary FLroere. I will indeed, sir. 

The CHamman. Now, Mr. Kilday, will you finish this up / 

And members of the committee, we will have to vote on this bill 
roll call in the morning and every one please be here at 10 o'clock 
use we have an immense amount of work to do and the leadership 
oth sides have agreed to try to adjourn June 50—— 
ir. Hess. June—— 

The Cuarrman. I mean July 30. The subcommittees will have to 
“0 to work. We have been on this bill now about a month and a half. 
We have to get an immense amount of stuff out of the way. So please 
'e here at 10 o’clock tomorrow morning. 

Mr. Gavin. How about the Doctors Draft Act é 

The Cuatrman. The doctors draft bill will get through as soon as 
ve get this bill through. 

I can’t do but one thing at a time. 

Mr. Kinpay (presiding). Mr. Hardy / 


r except by taking it 


construct ion of 
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Mr. Harpy. I would just like to see if I can understand a little }i 
better how you propose to use quarters allowance to pay for cost oj 
construction. 

Now, unless you spread it over a long period of time, certainly \ 
would have to have other funds than those which would accrue fron 
the regular monthly quarters allowance of the people that occupy thes 
quarters ¢ " 

Secretary Fiorre. Yes, it will take a period of time. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, do I understand, then, that your reimbursement 
of the Commodity Credit Corporation is expected to extend over 
long enough period of time that the occupants of the houses would pas 
for those houses from quarters allowance / 

Secretary FLorre. Yes, sir. 

In the absence of any other money that is all we can do. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, then, it is not contemplated that you will rei 
burse the Commodity Credit Corporation within any few years time’ 

Secretary FLorre. That is correct. 

Mr. Harpy. So the Commodity Credit Corporation is going to | 
carrying a due bill from the Defense Department for a long time’ 

Secretary FLorrr. That is correct. 

Mr. Rivers. You relieve them—— 

Mr. Harpy. I certainly had not understood that is what we w 
contemplating here when it was provided that you could use co 
struction funds to reimburse the fund ¢ 

Secretary FLorre. Well. there may be nothing available from th 
They are not directly appropriated for that purpose, you see. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, but I wonder if we are not going to get ourselves 
in a rather awkward situation to have funds appropriated to Con 
modity Credit financing the Defense Department constructi 
program. 

That is what is amounts to. 

Mr. Deverevx. No. 

Mr. Harpy. That isthe only way I can add it up. 

Mr. Deverevx. What happens to the rental allowance / 

Does that go back to the Treasury / 

It is a bookkeeping transaction. 

Secretary FiLorre. No, we will actually have to pay Commodi 
Credit. 

Mr. Devereux. No. 

What I am talking about is: If a person occupies Government qua! 
ters, vou have an appropriation of so much money. 

If they occupy Government quarters, then that money goes bac! 
into the Treasury, booking-wise, is that it ’ 

Secretary Fiorrr. That is right. 

Mr. Kitpay. You do not appropriate it. 

Secretary Fiorre. Yes. 

Mr. Devereux. You do not appropriate it ? 

Mr. Kitpay. In other words, you estimate the total numbe: 
quarters ‘ 

Secretary Fiorrr. That is right. 

Mr. Kintpay. And get enough money for the deficit 

Secretary Fiorre. That is correct. 
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Mr. Devereux. You will estimate you need more money. then, for 
rental allowances under this plan, so that you can transfer that mone) 
then, to the Commodity Credit Corporation to make up / 

Secretary Fiorrr. The only way we can avoid that would be 
make this not reimbursable to Commodity Credit Corporation. 

Mr. Deverecx. Well, in fact, then, we will be appropriating money 
additional money, for rental allowances which in turn will | 
over f 

Secretary Fioerr. Yes. 

Mv. Rivers. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Devereux. So it is as short one way as the other. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, if you get $100 million worth of whe 
from the Commodity Credit. for instance, and you give it to A, B.C, 
b, E, F, G, 5 or 6 countries, they may carry a due bill of $100 million 
hut you will be saving them $100 million worth of renting space 

Secretary FLOEre. "That is correct. 

Mr. Bates. Storage. 

Mr. Rivers. You will leave them with that / 

Mr. Harpy. That is absolutely correct. I go along with that, but 
the thing I have a little bit of difficulty understanding is this: If there 
soing to be an appropriation to take care of financing these sui 
lus commodities that go overseas—that is charged to Agriculture, o 

irged to Commodity Credit. 

| think we are going to be in a rather awkward situation if Com 
wdity Credit is holding a due bill from the Department of Defense 
ver any lengthy period of time. 


to 


ve paid 


We would be better off to go ahead and make the appropriation to 
‘Defense Department and have them pay that obligation off. 
We ought to go ahead and provide more construction funds, i) 


ther words, instead of having this thing charged 
Credit. 


to Commodit 


I don’t believe you can live with that thing. You will have every 
body from the agricultural area fighting probably on the floor 
Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, I wonder 
“ply explained to us. We got the wheat. 

Who gets the money and where does the money go / 
Just briefly give us the transaction. 
Mr. Kirpay. You want to undertake that, Mr. Secretary / 
Secretary Fiorrr. Well, this is all done under Public 
Mr. Gavin, which provides for these kind of transactions. 
The State Department and the Agriculture Department enter into 
egotiations with these countries. 
hey make a deal to sell them so many bushels of wheat, 
les of cotton, cottonseed oil, and tobacco. 
tee those last three are the principal items in the program so far. 
\t the same time they spell out in the transaction exactly how that 
untry is to pay for it. 
Now our interest has been in the housing bill. 
Mr. Gavin. Wait a minute. 
They spell that out, how that country is to pay for it and 
ountry is going to pay for it. 
After the country pays for it, who gets the money ? 


if the transaction could 


Law 480 


so many 
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Secretary Fiorre. So far as housing is concerned they make a de- 
posit in pounds, for instance, in England to the credit of the United 
States Treasury. 

The Treasury advises that this amount of money is available fo) 
use for building housing in England. Then this whole transaction 
starts to work and we have an “obligation to Commodity Credit to 
repay them. 

We have no direct appropriation for that purpose, so we use the 
quarters allowance over a period of years. 

Mr. Gavin. That accumulates and then when you get sufficient 
money you pay the Commodity Credit Corporation / 

Secretary Frorrr. Well, I presume we will pay them annually. 

Mr. Gavin. Any idea how long it will take to possibly consum 
mate this transaction ¢ 

Secretary Fiorre. Yes, it would probably take as long as—if we 
take M. and O., that is Maintenance and Operations out first, it would 
probably take in the neighborhood of 25 years. 

Mr. Harpy. So you are going to have Commodity Credit holding 
a due bill 

Secretary Fiorerr. Wait a minute—there is no interest. That is 
right, I forgot that. 

Mr. Harpy. Allright. Suppose it is 15 percent. 

You have Commodity Credit holding a due bill for 15 years against 
the Defense Department and everybody out in the whole agricul- 
tural area is going to be raising cain. 

Secretary FLiorerr Yes; but suppose we got out of there in 5 years, 
would it be fair that we paid the whole bill ? 

Mr. Harpy. Who is going to pay it / 

Secretary Frorre. The United States. 

Mr. Gavin. The American taxpayer. 

Mr. Harpy. The taxpayer will pay it either way. 

Secretary Frorre. That is correct. 

Mr. Doyie. Who pays if we do not use it for this purpose ? 

Just as a gift? 

Mr. Harpy. I am not talking about not using it for this purpose 

think it is a splendid use for it. The thing that surprises me is 
you are going to have over $100 million over there to use for it. 

I checked on two of the programs. Out of the $25 million progra 
in each case, one of them was 100 percent that went to Yugosla\ 
or bolstering their economic aid and the other one was 95 percent 

We did not get the 5 percent. 

Where you are going to get the $100 million, I don’t know. 

Secretary Fiorre. Well, we already got 42, or 43 million dollars 

Mr. Harpy. I am glad to find you are going to get some of it. 

I have been disappointed as you are it has not worked faster 
we did not get a bigger percent. 

Mr. Rivers. Have you any prospective butter customers / 

Secretary Fiorre. Butter? IT have not seen butter on the list ve 

Mr. Kizpay. Then, subiect to the lan: guage to be presented tomo 
row, this section will be approved. Now, section 508, 

It isa limitation of the size and so forth of quarters and floor ar 

Without further discussion and objection on that, that is approv 


Mr. Devereux. Don’t we have to make an exception in the case 
the Chairman, JCS? 
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Mr. Kectiener. Yes. We have that in the amendment that I read 
about the Chairman of the JCS the other day. His house would be 
eliminated from that restriction. 

Mr. Kitpay. Then we come to section 509. 

Mr. Hésert. Mr. Chairman, in connection with 509, [ will have an 
amendment to offer tomorrow morning providing for condemnation, 
instead of the procedure outlined in this section. 

Mr. Rivers. What section is that ? 

Mr. Hésert. Section 508. 

Mr. Kizrpay. Then you request that this section go over until to- 
morrow ¢ 

Mr. Hésert. Go over until tomorrow morning. 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, it will go over until tomorrow 
morning. And 510. : 

Mr. Ketiener. This is a section, Mr. Chairman, which would re- 
scind authorization granted in Public Law 155 and prior thereto, 
which are not funded prior to July 1, 1956. 

It will pick up something in the order of $1,300 million. It is im- 
possible to tell right now exactly how much it will be. 

Mr. Minter. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kinpay. Has the committee been furnished with the information 
as to the items to be rescinded ¢ 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes; it has. However, I think I should point out 
that some of the items which will be rescinded are not now known, but 
will appear as projects are completed. For example, a building that 
was going to cost 1 million might cost $850,000. 

Automatically, $150,000 under this section will be rescinded. 

Mr. Gavin. This is an accumulation of $1,300,000 that will be re- 
claimed ¢ 

Mr. Kettener. Approximately that, yes, sir. 

Mr. Mitter. Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Krupay. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Mruter. Is that $50 million that we are going to give Mr. 

Dulles, of this money ? 

Mr. Kettener. An old authorization, not appropriation of $38 mil- 
lion would be rescinded. His funds would be unaffected. And he now 
has a new $50 million authorization. 

Mr. Kinpay. The last section is just authorization of appropriations ? 

Mr. Ketiener. I believe the Department has an amendment for 
section d11. 

Mr. Gavin. This is the first dollar we made today. 

Mr. Kettener. I believe the Department wishes section 511 to read : 
_ Sec. 504. There are hereby authorized to be appropriated without fiscal year 
limitation funds for advanced planning, construction design, and architectural 


services in connection with public works projects which are not otherwise author 
ized by law. 


Mr. Mitter. What does that begin with, how does it read ? 
Mr. Keener (reading) : 


There are hereby authorized to be appropriated without fiscal year limitation 
‘unds for advanced planning, construction design and architectural services in 
‘onnection with public works projects which are not otherwise authorized by 
law, 


55066—55—No, 20-75 
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I think Mr. Pike will testify on that, if the commfitee would like 
have testimony on it, sir. 


0 


Mr. CunninGuam. Isn't that an unlimited situation, to go fron 


now on, if you add those words, Mr. Kelleher / 

Mr. Ketiener. No. 

Mr. Pike. The intent of that is to remove these funds from w! 
are called 1-year appropriations and make them no-year appropria 
tions, so that they will continue to be available until expended. 

Which is the situation with respect to construction moneys. 

The intent of this is to put them on the same basis so that we do not 
have to keep a se parate account for these advanced planning moneys 

Mr. Kitpay. This is just for projects upon which you are going ti 
ask authorization in the future ? 

Mr. Pike. Yes,sir. 

Secretary FLoere. It is really planning funds. 

Mr. Kitpay. Preliminary plans and so on. 

Mr. Pixe. Preliminary planning. 


at 


Mr. Kitpay. So you can have another public works bill next year, 


and it will not expire at the end of that year ? 

Without objection, that provision will be approved. 

Is there anything else ? 

That isthe end of the bill. 

Mr. Gavin. Thank you, Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Ketiener. There is—well, this will have to be taken up to- 
morrow. 

A roll call vote on Camp Jackson Hospital. 

Mr. Kitpay. I understood that went over this morning until 
tomorrow ¢ 

Mr. Ketiener. That is right. 

Mr. Gavin. What is that, Mr. Kelleher ? 

Mr. Keiiener. There will be a roll call vote tomorrow, Mr, Gavin, 
on the hospital for Camp Jackson. 

You will recall it was an 8 to 8 vote this morning. 

Mr. Gavin. Isthat the one of Mr. Rivers? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. That is all that it appears is to come before thi 
committee. 

We will adjourn tomorrow until 10 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 3:07 p. m., the committee was adjourned, to reco! 
vene at 10.a.m., Tuesday, June 14, 1955.) 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Tuesday, June 14, 19 

The committee met at 10 a. m., the Honorable Carl Vinson (cha! 
man) presiding. 

The CuatrrMan. Now let the committee come to order. 

This is a continuation of the hearing on H. R. 5700. 

Now members of the committee, the House meets at 11 o'clock. | 
day is Flag Day. I hope we can be able to finish our work and be 
the floor at 11 o’clock, because it is indeed appropriate that we be the 
If we do not, we will have to recess and come back this afternoo! 
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Now I understand yesterday Mr. Floete suggested that he had cer- 
rain language he wanted to change in regard to the commodity method 
by which we give to foreign countries grain and gricultural commodi- 
ries. and then when they are sold the money is put in a fund and the 
housing and the buildings are paid for out of that, and then we reim- 
burse the Commodity Credit Corporation. 

Now. Mr. Floete, have vou an amendment you desire to o.fer ¢ 

Secretarv Fuorre. Mr. Chairman and genilemen of the committee, 
we were not able to secure the necessary clearance from the Bureau of 
the Budget because of certain features of our proposed amendment. 
Therefore, we are in the position of having to stand on the section of 
the bill as it is written. 

The CaHatrman. All right. Then we will let the section— now that 
s section 

Mr. Smart. 507. 

Mr. Kevirner. 507; page 68, line 10, Mr. Chairman. 

The Crarmman. All right. 

Secretary Fioere. Mr. Pike, our attorney, is here, and if you want 
some legal explanation of the matter, we will be glad to submit it. 

The CHatrmMaAn. Well, in view of what you said, why shouldn't we 
stand just where you drafted the bill and sent it up in the first instance ‘ 
And if we can work out something in conference or—we might be able 
to work it out later on. 

Mr. Cotz. Mr. Chairman, why can’t we at least hear what he would 
have suggested if somebody in the Government would have given, him 
permission to say it. 

The CaHamman. All right, go ahead. 


Mr. Core. If it is worth being done and needs to be done, shouldn't 
we hear it? 

The CuHatrrman. We will hear it. 

(Mr. Cole, further aside to the chairman.) 

The CHarrmMan. Of course, I don’t think, in view of what Mr. Floete 
suid yesterday, that he was trying to get a different approach and a dif 
ferent way of handling the surplus commodities that are given these 


countries—he was unable to work it out. Now he did submit a pro- 
posal in the original bill along that same line. It was satisfactory when 
e sent it here in the first instance, but later on he wanted to change 
t. And he is in the rather embarrassing position to override his own 
household. He probably complains to us sometimes when we do it. 
But we don’t want to put him where he is appearing before the commit 
iee and unable to get a clearance from the budget. 
aid before the committee. 
Mr. Corr. Which budget is causing you difficulty, your own budget 
officer of the Office of the Director of the Budget? 

Secretary FLorre. Mr. Cole, the whole problem relates to the method 

reimbursing the Commodity Credit Corporation. We had felt that 
a should pay as long as the military occupies a given set of quarters. 
We didn’t feel that the Department of Defense should carry the entire 
urden if for some reason or other we moved out. 

Now I understand that is the principal objection, and that comes 
'eally from the Agriculture Department, you see ? 

Mr. Durnam. Well, how does the section, as written now, M1 


I loete 


e—it doesn’t carry out what you desire ? 


So he is having it 
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Secretary Fiorrr. Well, we feel that it is mandatory that we pay 
in full from ; 

Mr. Durnam. From now on? 

Secretary FLorrr. From funds otherwise appropriated by the Cov- 
gress, 

The Cuarrman. In other words, if there wasn’t any exchange of com- 
modities, you would still be obligated for the housing under this sec- 
tion 507 ? 

Secretary FLorrr. Well, we would be obligated to continue the pay 
ments whether we were there or not. 

Mr. Durnam. You would? Under this provision now as writtei? 

Secretary Fiorre. Is that right, Henry ? 

Mr. Prxe. We would be in the same position in this bill as now writ- 
ten as we would under the Agricultural Trade Development and Assist- 
ance Act without any supplemental provision in the public works bill. 
In other words, where we te authority to acquire housing in foreign 
countries operating under Public Law 480, we would be required to 
reimburse the Commodity Credit Corporation in full. This in effect 
does the same thing; the present language of section 507 does the 
same thing. 

The CHarrman. I think, members of the committee, in view of what 
Mr. Floete has said, we should stand exactly on the language in sec- 
tion 507 as the Department sent it up here. It may be that you can 
work it out a little bit later on. You may have to have some more con- 
ferences with the Director of the Budget. But certainly Mr. Floete 
doesn’t want to appear before the committee this morning, asking us 
to do something that he was unable to get the Director of the Budget 
to do. So I think the sensible thing to do is just to forget it for the 
time being. 

Secretary Fiorre. Then we will have an opportunity, in case we can 
work it out—— 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Secretary Fiorre. To present it again. 

The Cuarrman. Of course. 

Secretary Froere. All right, sir. 

The CuatrrMan. Without objection, we 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question on another sub- 
ject, if it is proper ? 

We spoke to Mr. Floete some time ago—and maybe the committee 
has taken it up in my absence—about the possibility of getting in here 
a provision to authorize the transfer of some of this housing which is 
available and been foreclosed on by FHA, perhaps already fore- 
closed on and title in the Government, making it available to the De- 
fense Department on a certain basis. 

Did Mr. Floete make any suggestion, some language or some sug: 
gestion, as to what we would put in the bill ? 

Secretary Fiorre. You are referring to title IX and title IIT hous 
ing? 

Mr. Brooks. Yes,sir. Iam referring—— 

Mr. Smarr. Wherry. 

Mr. Brooks. To housing such as FHA housing which is foreclosed 
on and is available to the Government. 

Secretary Fiorre. We have submitted certain language. Mr. Kel- 
leher has a copy. 
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Mr. Brooxs. Fine. Mr. Kelleher has a copy. 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMAN. Now wait one minute. Then, Mr. Floete, section 
507 stands like it is? 

Secretary Fiorere. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Now take up Mr. Brooks’ proposition. What is the language that 
permits the Department to acquire FHA houses? 

Mr. Keviener. That is section 509, on page 69, line 23. 

At the present time it is restricted to title VIII housing, which is 
called Wherry housing. The language that Mr. Brooks is speaking 
of would be an addition to that as a new subsection (b). I will read 
that language, if you would like, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Read itslowly. I want to follow it. 

The CuHarrMan. Go ahead. 

Mr. KetiteHer. Renumber section 509 as section 509 (a), and on 
page 70, following line 15, add the following new subsection (b) to 
section 509; (b) would read : 


When housing units have been constructed, and a mortgage thereon insured 
by Federal Housing Commissioner pursuant to titles VI and IX of the National 
Housing Act, as amended, the Secretaries of the Army, Navy and Air Force, 
respectively, may, upon his determination that the acquisition of the particular 
housing units subject to such mortgage are required in the interest of national 
defense and acceptable for use by military personnel, and upon application by 
the mortgagor, accept on behalf of the Government the mortgagor’s title to or 
leasehold interest in the housing units and underlying land, subject to the out- 
standing mortgage thereon, and assume the payments thereafter becoming due 
under any such outstanding mortgage and the cost of maintenance and operation 
thereafter accruing with respect to such housing units. Such housing units 
shall thereafter be under the jurisdiction of the military department concerned. 
The Secretary of the military department coucerned may utilize appropriations 
otherwise available for construction of military public works for the liquidation 
of any outstanding mortgage assumed by the Government. 

The CuarrmMan. Now, Mr. Floete, does that amendment meet your 
approval ? 

Secretary Fiorre. Mr. Chairman, I would like to point out that 
there are certain deficiencies in this type of housing that do not make 
them entirely satisfactory to the military requirements. 

In the first place, the size of the housing I believe has an average of 
about TSO square feet. 

The Cuarrman. Then in view of that fact, then it being discretion 
ary, the chances would be rather remote as to the Secretary acquir- 
ing any of the FHA property ? 

Secretary Fiorere. That is true, sir. 

The CHatrmMan. So therefore no harm would be done by putting 
this in the bill, if in the opinion of the Secretary he does find a unit 
that meets his criteria ? 

Secretary FLorre. So long as it is permissive only. 

lhe Carman. That is permissive. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question right there? 

In order to avoid any sort of criticism about the price arrived at by 
the representative of the Governmen. and that is the Secretary, why 
shouldn’t we—to avoid that criticism or any allegation of graft or 
corruption—make him go into court and acquire these things under 
condemnation, those that he desires to acquire? That would be settled 

e court. 


apres: 
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The Cuarrman. Well, of course—— 

Mr. Rivers. And there would be no criticism. 

Mr. Héserr. Will you yield to me ¢ 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. Hfserr. Mr. Chairman, in connection with condemnation pri 
ceedings, I announced yesterday afternoon and asked that 509 } 
passed over so I would be able to offer an amendment today whi 
would allow condemnation instead of taking property by mortgag 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

Mr. H&serr. Mr. Kelleher has the amendment, which can be rea 
at the proper time. I have no desire to interfere with Mr. Brooks’ 
amendment. 

The Cuairman. Let’s take up one amendment at a time. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Kelleher, | would lke to ask this question regard 
ing that amendment. I didn’t understand it. 

Does that contemplate the appropriate armed service taking this 
property after they have been foreclosed and are the property of t 
FHA, I guess you would call it 

Mr. Rivers. Mortgagee. 

Mr. Bray. Or that they would buy the mortgages earlier / 

Mr. Keiiener. The latter, Mr. Bray. The project now is in ex 
istence and for some reason or other the one holding the propert 
wants to sell it to a military department. He could do it under this 
authority. 

Mr. Bray. I doubt the wisdom of that a great deal. Because it has 
gone sour or he is not going to be selling it. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Mr. Bray. I know of one instance where it has already been for 
closed. I don’t know how, but I guess the Government could take if 
over from the FHA. They cut the rentals down to where it is a good 
deal. But they were trying to do that. 

Now, if the Government had bought those at that time, they ce 
tainly would have bought a sour deal. 

The Cuairman. Well, here lies the greatest danger: pressure 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

The CuarrmMan (continuing). Will be placed on the Department 

It will be hammered away, hammered away. 

Mr. Brooks. Well—— 

The CuatrMan. So that is where lies the greatest danger. Because 
we are saying to the Government, “Go out and buy these FHA houses 
and we will all try to put pressure on the Department of Defense.” 

Mr. HeBert . Mr. Chairman, may I then offer, in order ot get it 

The Cnairman. No. Wait. 

Mr. Brooks. Just a moment, Mr. Chairman. 

What I had in mind was where the property will have owned to thi 
Government, if the military needed it, that we would then avoid crit 
cism, especially if the Government took losses on the property, 
utilizing it when it is going to be sold to a third person at a loss. 

The Cuarrmman. Well- 

Mr. Brooks. Would the amendment substantially do that ? 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman—— 


rV 





4083 


Mr. Brooks. Mr. Floete, would the amendment do that. substan 
ally ¢ 
Secretary Frorre. I am sorry, I was looking at a note which was 

t passed up to me, and I didn’t get the question. 

Mr. Brooks. I said—what I had in mind—now, I don’t take sole 
responsibility. The chairman brought this up, . Sol don't claim 
this as my thought. But I do know instances oo he FITA may 
have property which it acquired, which the military saa | desire to 
use. Now, would this let the military use the property which other 

se might be sold, in many instances at a loss to the Government ? 

‘he CuarrMAN. I would say, Mr. Brooks 

Secretary Frorrr. I will ask my lawyer to answer that. 
vetting into the legal 

\ir. Brooks. Fine. 

Mr. Pixs. I think we have authority already on the books, a method 

ereby We can acquire property that is owned by the Federal Hous 

Administration. We do have authority generally to take over 
‘itvoauiii from the HHFA. I am not sure whether that would 
apply in this case. But certainly operating under the Federal Prop 

Act 

The CuarrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Pike. We could acquire it. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. You already have the authority. 

Mr. Pike. We could not condemn, however, against another 
agency. 

The (CHAIRMAN. Mr. Floete, | raised the question as to the acquisi 
tion of FHA housing. And after we heard his testimony and after 
we examined the proposal, I didn’t think it was a sound thing to 
write In the bill. Now, as you just said, if it ultimately becomes Gov- 
ernment property by the Government taking it on account of the fore- 
closure of the mortgage, you can get it anyhow. 

Mr. Pike. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Now everybody understands the amendment 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Brooks. Well— 

Mr. Deverevx. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooxs. As far as I am concerned, if they don’t need it, I am 
hot urging it. . 

The Cnarrman. All right. Then the amendment is withdrawn by 
Mr. Brooks. 

‘Now the Chair recognizes Mr. Hébert to offer an amendment to 
section 509, 

Mr. Heperr. Mr. Kelleher will please read the amendment. 

Mr. Kettener. Yes, sir. [Reading:] 

Whenever the Secretary of Defense or his designee shall deem it necessary 
for the purposes of this title, he may acquire by purchase, donation or othet 
means of transfer or may cause proceedings to be instituted in any court ha 
ing Jurisdiction of such proceedings, to acquire by condemnation any unim 
proved land or any housing financed with mortgages insured under the provi 
sions of title VIII of the National Housing Act as in effect prior to the enact 
ment of the Housing Amendments of 1955. Notwithstanding the provisions of 
any other law, except as may hereafter be enacted in express amendments hereof, 
the price paid for any such unimproved land or housing purchased by the See 
retary under this or any other law shall be the fair market value of such land 
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or housing as determined by the Secretary on the basis of an independent ap. 
praisal, and in connection with any agreements to purchase such housing, the 
Secretary of Defense or his designee may assume or purchase subject to any 
such mortgage. Any such condemnation proceeding shall be conducted in ac. 
cordance with the provisions of the Act of August 1, 1888, 25 Statute 357, as 
amended, or any other applicable Federal statute. Before condemnation pro- 
ceedings are instituted pursuant to this section, an effort shall be made to 
acquire the property involved by a negotiation, unless because of reasonable 
doubt as to the identity of the owner or owners because of the large number 
of persons with whom it would be necessary to negotiate, or for other reasons, 
the effort to acquire by negotiation would involve in the judgment of the Secre- 
tary such delay in acquiring the property as to be contrary to the interests of 
the national defense. In any condemnation proceedings instituted pursuant to 
this section, the court shall not order the party in possession to surrender posses- 
sion in advance of final judgment a declaration of taking has been filed and 
a deposit of the amount estimated to be just compensation has been made under 
the first section of the Act of February 26, 19381 (46 Stat. 1421), providing for 
such declarations. Unless title is in dispute, the courts upon application shall 
promptly pay to the owner at least 75 percent of the amount so deposited, but 
such payment shall be made without prejudice to any party to the proceeding. 
Property acquired under this section may be occupied, used and improved for 
the purposes of this section prior to the approval of title by the Attorney Gen- 
eral, as required by section 355 of the Revised Statutes as amended. For the 
purpose of this section there shall be appropriated a sum not to exceed $80 
million. 

Mr. Hénerr. Now. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Hébert. 

Mr. Héserr. Mr. Chairman, what this amendment does: it places 
the owners of Wherry housing in the same position as any other owner 
of buildings or land which is to be taken by the Government. In other 
words, instead of the proceeding under the statute as now outlined in 
the bill, under section 509, whereby the Secretary is allowed on the 
application of the mortgagee to take the property just for the sum of 
the mortgage, it allows him to ge into court and have the property) 
taken under the same processes that other property is taken, namely, 
condemnation if an agreement cannot be reached. 

Now, the language offered here—— 

The CHatrMAN. May I break in? 

Mr. Heperr. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrman. And give him in the end what he would have 
entitled to if it had run through the full life of the mortgage ? 

Mr. Heserr. That would be within the discretion of the court. 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hépserr. Exactly. In other words, the court would decide it. 
rhe man would have his day in court. 

Now, I am not wedded to the particular language of the amendment. 

eis a mores ) é expressing it, I am perfectly willing 
If there is a more simple way of expressing it, I perfectly will 
to accept that. But that is the intent. 

In other words, it is merely giving the owner of the house his op- 
portunity for his day in court and for him to present his claims, and 
the claims would be decided by the court. 

The CHarrMan. Now, members of the committee, there is one way 
to go through life and that is to treat everybody square and equal. 

Now this is an amendment designed to give a preferred status to 
people who have constructed Wherry houses. It will upset every 
method of condemnation proceeding. And it is so drafted and so fixed 
that a person who built a Wherry house gets what he has invested 1n 
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it plus what he would probably make during 
running of it. 

Now we have had that identical question raised on the acquisition 
of land down in Louisiana. We have it on the acquisition of land in 
Okinawa. And of course we know it is against all methods of reach- 
ing fair market value of the property. 

Mr. Kevtener. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CuarrMan. So if you want to just upset the whole statute in 
reference to condemnation and create a special statute for people who 
built Wherry houses, here is an opportunity to do so. 

I don’t think the House would accept it. I don’t think the Senate 
would aecept it. And I certainly hope this distinguished committee 
won't accept it. 

Mr. Héperr. By the same token, Mr. Chairman, the present lan- 
guage of the Act as proposed in 509 puts the owners of the Wherry 
housing not in a preferred but in a detrimental position. 

The CHarrman. No. We treat them exactly like they treat me and 
every other citizen. 

Mr. Héserr. What is wrong with going to court and letting the 
ourt decide what the man gets ¢ 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s hear what Mr. Kelleher says about the preferred 
status of that. He can give us a construction on the statute. 

Mr. Kettener. Well, with respect to the language proposed by Mr. 
Hébert, I believe that the same condemnation proceeding could be in- 
stituted today without this language at all, since the United States 
under its authority in eminent domain can take any kind of property 
or any interest in property. 

I don’t believe that the amendment would have any effect other 
than to cause Wherry housing sponsors to use this as 1 vehicle to get 
it into court where perhaps it shouldn’t be at all. 

Normally Wherry housing sponsors have a very small or zero 
investment in a project. They have a long-term hope—50 years and 
sometimes 75 years—of making a profit. But when this got into court 

and I don’t think the Department would ever institute a condemna- 
tion proceeding on one—I just don’t know what would happen with 
respect to what reimbursement they would get. 

The Cairman. To sum up what you have said, you wouldn’t advise 
this committee to adopt that amendment ? 

Mr. Kettener. I would not, sir. 

The CHarrman. Of course not. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, may I have a word to say on that? 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Devereux. The people who own Wherry housing take this posi- 
tion, that the Federal Government through one of the military de- 
partments can influence whether or not a project will be a success or 
a failure, by either building other housing for the military people 
or channeling them in or out of the Wherry housing. 

Now certainly I do not subscribe to the thought that the Wherry 
housing people should have their anticipated profits over the next 50 
or 75 years. But I do believe that they should have a fair hearing 


and get a fair price for their property if the Federal Government takes 
it Over, 


the 50 years of the 


e 
The Cuarrman. Well, I will say—now, this amendment authorizes 
$80 million, to be authorized and appropriated for this purpose. Now, 
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we all know what this is all about. It is some preferred status for 
Wherry builders. That is all it is. 

Now if the committee wants to do it, it is up to the committee. Ag 
far as I am concerned, I want to treat everybody square and on the 
same basis. 

All in favor of Mr. Hébert’s motion, hold up your hand. 

(Show of hands. ) 

The CmarrmMan. All opposed, hold up your hand. 

(Show of hands.) 

Mr. Smarr. There are 23 nays and 1 , Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. The ame aes nt is not agreed to. 

Now that winds up all amendments— oh, now I recognize Mr. Lank 
ford to lay before the committee what we struck out yesterday y 
reference to Bancroft Hall and the fill in the River Severn over ; 
Annapolis. Some kind of a compromise has been reached with thi 
people in Annapolis, by not doing exactly what the Navy wants done 
but doing something over there that will start the work on Bane roft 
Hall. 

Now, Mr. Lankford, have you an amendment to offer / 

Mr. Lankrorp. Yes, Mr. Chairman. I offer the following amen 
ment: 

On page 26, on the Naval Academy, it will read : 

Navi il Academy, Annapolis, Md. Utilities, cadet housing and fill in Dewe 
and Santee Basins in Severn River, $11,467,000. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the extension of Bancroft Hall is depende 
on the acquisition by the Naval Academy of additional land, becaus 
Bancroft Hall will take wp what little—extension of Bancroft H, 
will take up what little playing space they have now. 

The Navy had two projects in mind for the court’s expansion. (i 
was this fill in the Dewey and Santee Basins in the Severn River. 
which would add 3214 ac res at a cost of $3,785,000, and the other | 
a fill in Spa C rest of Farragut Beach. 

The marine industry of Annapolis was very upset about the Sp 
Creek fill because they feel that it will interfere with the entrance and 
exit of the harbor and will cause a disruption of the marine industr) 
which is the second largest industry in Annapolis, the Naval Acaden) 
being the first. 

They do not want to circumscribe the Naval Academy in its expa! 
sion of Bancroft Hall but they do feel that further study should b 
made of the Spa Creek fill. So therefore, after much backing a 
filling and many conversations, we have come up with this idea, that 
they go ahead with the fill in the Severn River, which would enabl 
them to start on the expansion of Bancroft Hall for muchly need 
housing for the midshipmen. : 

The Cratrman. We can all understand now the development 
not take place exactly in line with what the Navy had in mind. T 
development will take place by dredging and by building acreag 
out in the Severn River. and the local people. the chamber of ¢o 
merce, the yacht club, and others, oppose very vigorously any fill being 
made in the creek. So therefore no fill for the time being is golly 
to be made in the creek if we go ahead with this amendment. 

Is there any objection to tNe amendment being put in the bill. t! 
is, carrying out the recommendation of the Board of Visitors? -\ 
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we brought it up. It has no budget approval. But I do think the 
facts warrant the development at Annapolis, in accordance with the 
recommendation of the committee, that is, of the Board of Visitors 
And I hope the committee will include it. 

Without objection, it is included. 

Now, members of the committee, that gets down to the propos 
tion that was before the committee yesterday in regard to Camp 
Jackson- neat ; 

Mr. Rivers. Fort Jackson. 

[he CHAIRMAN. Fort Jackson. 

Yesterday Mr. Rivers offered an amendment, on page &, line 19, 
to add $8 million for the construction of a hospital at Fort Jackson. 

By a hand vote the committee stood 8 and 8. Of course techni 

y and parliamentarily the motion did not carry. 

| said to Mr. Riley, who appeared before the conimittee on behalf 
of this, that this morning I would ask for a rolleall on the proposition 
i view of the fact that a quorum was not present when t) 
uid vote was taken. 

Mr. Rivers. That is all we want, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. Weask now to call the roll. 

All favor of the amendment to authorize a hospital a 
Fort Jackson vote aye, and all opposed vote no. 

Call the roll. 

(Rolleall.) 

Mr. Smarr. Mr. Chairman 
nav s, 


e raise by 


. the vote on this motion is 21 veas and 


The Cuarrman. The amendment is agreed to, And let the langun 
be added to the bill. 


Now, 
nll. 

Now I will ask for 

Mr. Kelleher, have you your figures so you can advise the committee 
what is the total amount ? 

Mr. Ketytener. Yes, sir. Mr. Chairman, these are subject to two 
recent changes whereby we raiged the bill by $8 million plus $11 mil- 

1, roughly, or $19 million. 

Tn the case of the Army, the new figure—that is page 66, line 
vill be $543,105,000, a deduction of $260,000. 

On line 19, on page 66, the new Navy figure will be $584,855,000. 
Thatisa plus of $3,658,000. 

In the case of the Air Force, on line 23, the new figure will be 
*1,165,453,000, which is a lowering of $8,337,000, 
the $19 million. 

The Cuarrman. What is your total amount of the bill ? 

Mr. Keener. The total amount of the bill is $2,368,990,000 
that may be off a few thousand dollars. [Laughter. | 

The Charman. Now, members of the committee, before we take a 
ote, | want to make this statement, as 1 see the delegates or represent 
tives os Okinawa are here. 


re 


members of the committee, that disposes of everything in the 


That is subject t 


a and 


, | want to thank you for your vigorous and well 
teme nt of the other day. 
don’t need to tell you the importance of Okinawa to the mainte 
ince of a free world. It 1 1S, without doubt 


presented 


, one of our most strateg 
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outposts and one which I feel sure we must maintain for a long time 
to come. 

Now the committee has heard the testimony of the Army and has 
heard your testimony. Like every question, it has two sides, and it is 
part of our governmental processes to hear both sides before reaching 
a decision. 

The Army has urged that the United States acquire the lands it 
requires in Okinawa in what it calls a long-term easement—title to 
the property to remain in the original owner. 

I wish to sugest the following action, at least as a temporary alter. 
native to the Army’s s proposal. 

First, occupancy of the property continue in the same way that it 
has in the past, and that no long-term easement be acquired at this 
time. 

Second, that there be made available to the two-thirds Marine divi- 
sion such land as it reasonably requires in Okinawa to be occupied, for 
the time being at least, under the same circumstances as other prop- 
erty is now oce cupied by United States Armed Forces. 

(It is my further suggestion that the committee give favorable coi 
sideration to the request of the Okinawan people that a duly const 
tuted subcommittee of this committee make an onsite inspection an 
investigation in Okinawa this fall and report back to the full com- 
mittee its findings and recommendations. 

1 will expect the subcommittee to cover all aspects of this important 
matter, including the land requirements of the United States Arme 
Forces, the method of valuation of the property involved, and, in ge 
eral terms, the extent of compensation which the Okinawa landowners 
should receivee. I shall also expect the subcommittee to make recon 
mendations with respect to the type of acquisition which the militar 
departments should engage in; that is to say, whether on a long-tern 
easement basis, or otherwise. 

Now, is there any objection to that position being taken as the poll 
of the committee with reference to this matter ? 

(No response. ) 

The Cuamrman. If not, why, then it stands as submitted in tlus 
statement. 

Now, members of the committee, that brings us to a final vote o! 
the bill. 

Allin favor of this bill and the amendments thereto, when your name 
is called vote “aye,” and all opposed vote “no.” 

Call the roll. 

(Rolleall.) 

Mr. Smarr. Mr. Chairman, the vote is 33 yeas and no nays. 

The Cuarrman. A quorum being present, the committee votes ' 
aye’s and no nay’s. So therefore I will report the bill back and I w 
ask for a rule in the hopes of getting it out just as early as possible. 

Now I want to thank Mr. Floete and his organization and the me 
bers for your kindness and constant attention to the responsibility 
volved on us in reaching a decision on these various items. 

Fs don’t let anybody leave. I have some important matters | 

ce up. 

ie I want to thank all of the service. You presented your | 
well. I think we have a good bill that we can justify, every item, 
the floor. 
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Thank you very much, Mr. Floete. 

Now, members of the committee, before we take a recess. tomorrow 
morning I ask the committee to meet in full session to take up various 
hills from the Department which is noncontroversial, and I think we 
can dispose of them. 

Then on Thursday I will ask Mr. Brooks, Mr. Kilday and Mr. Dur 
ham to call their subcommittees together to take up their bills that 
have been referred to them. 

We must make a most determined effort to get our work finished so 
that we will not cause any delay in the leadership's objective to adjourn 
just as soon as the work is completed. 


Housrt or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Thursday, June 16, 1955. 
(The committee convened at 9:50 a. m., and the following proceed- 
ings were reported :) 
Mr. Smarr. Mr. Chairman, on this rollcall vote there are 34 ayes 
and no nays. 
The CHatrMan. A quorum present, 34 vote aye and no nays. 
The bill is favorably reported, and I will report the clean ‘bill, 
H. R. 6829, in lieu of H. R. 5700. 
Now, fix up your report and let’s try to get it up as soon as we can. 
Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 


STATEMENT OF JOHN K. Evans, CHAIRMAN, NATIONAL AERONAUTICS COMMITTEE 
OF THE NATIONAL SECURITY COMMISSION, THE AMERICAN LEGION, BEFORE THE 
House ARMED SERVICES COMMITTEE, IN CONNECTION WITH HEARINGS ON H. R 
5TOO—CONSTRUCTION AT MInITARY, NAVAL, AND ArR Force INSTALLATIONS 


Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I want to express my gratitude 
to you for extending to me the opportunity of presenting the following statement. 
The American Legion is deeply concerned with the Nation's problem of security 
and desires to be placed on record as supporting the legislation which is before 
your committee at this time. In substantial measure the proposed act will 
accomplish those sections of Resolution No. 46 adopted at the 1954 National Con- 
vention of the American Legion. 

The operational effectiveness of the Air Force is equally dependent on the 
idequacy of its airbase structure as it is on the acquisition of modern aircraft 
ind highly trained personnel. A serious problem facing the Air Force today is 
the need for the construction of new facilities necessary to support the planned 
137-wing program. A failure to achieve the required base structure might well 
prove the limiting factor in providing an operationally ready Air Force by 
July 1, 1957. 

The mission of the Air Force and the operational characteristics of its aircraft 
ind equipment determine the specific requirements for this base structure. 

The mission of the Strategic Air Force is to provide a military force capable 

f hitting any spot in the world at a moment’s notice and under all conditions 
While it is true that refueling techniques have given to the Strategic Air Com 
mand this worldwide operational potential, the existence of overseas bases pro- 
vide greater flexibility and effectiveness. In addition to the operating bases 
the Air Force must have communications and navigational facilities to insure 

il-weather operations around the globe. 

From an air defense point of view, it is necessary that airbases be strategically 
located so that Air Force interceptors can successfully intercept enemy aircraft 
long before they reach their targets. Electronics facilities are required to detect 
hot only the approach of enemy aircraft but also to direct Air Force defenders 
In their interception. 
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To augment and support the requirements of this strategic striking force an 
air defense force, installations are also required for the training of tactieg 
forces or for providing necessary logistical services. These additional facilities 
provide a bonus in that they can be used as strategic backup reserve bases. Tact 
eal Air Forces also still require overseas installations to support theater tactical] 
operations. 

In establishing base requirements consideration must, of Course. be given 
the dispersal of bases as a security measure. Further with the advent of ney 
and high performance aircraft, the Air Force needs new types of facilities capa 
ble of supporting such modern equipment. This not only includes new runways 
but also involves an expansion of maintenance facilities necessary to keep cor 
plex aircraft and equipment in operating condition. One example of how the 
modern Air Force has created a need for expanded logistical support is seen in 
the field of aviation fuels. Modern day jet aircraft as opposed to World War II 
reciprocating engine-type aircraft have a much greater consumption of fuel 
Therefore, the fuel-storage facilities constructed several years ago are totally 
inadequate to store the quantities of jet fuel required today. 

We of the American Legion are convinced that the Air Force has done mucl 
in the past 4 years in its base-construction program. However, we also fee 
that much has vet to be accomplished. 

The American Legion supports the Air Force in its requests for authorizatior 
of funds. We consider the appropriations requested for fiscal year 1956 to be 
the minimum requirements for the continued modernization and expansion of 
base facilities necessary to support the programed increase in Air Force wing 
strength. The American Legion has assured itself that maximum use is being 
realized from present facilities. We are convinced that the Air Force has given 
careful consideration to its additional requirements and has developed its pro- 
gramed public-works program with a view toward economy. 

This proposed construction program is not only essential but is capable of ful- 
fillment. Construction capability has been improved, advanced planning and 
detailed review are all far ahead of the experience of previous years. Despiti 
these successes, however, it still takes time to build the required facilities. Th« 
required items are not off-the-shelf commodities, hence, urgent action by you 
committee is required if the goals of this program are to be achieved within the 
time remaining. 

SECTION IT. HOUSING 


I now would like to discuss the important subject of housing for military pe 
sonnel. While the overall problem is applicable to all services, the specific facts 
that I will outline in the following remarks apply to the United States Air Force 
since my knowledge and the information 1 possess concerns this branch of the 
service. 

Despite the increasing degree of mechanization in modern warfare, I think we 
have all come to realize that our military personnel make up our most important 
military resource. In approving the recent pay raise for military personne 
Congress recognized the importance of attracting and retaining capable an 
experienced people in the armed services. 

Theer is another item, equal in importance to that of pay, that affects the w 
fare of military personnel. It is the question of proper and adequate housing 
This problem of living conditions and the welfare of our service personnel is the 
responsibility of every American citizen. If we try to avoid or limit this respo! 
sibility, we only ignore the fact that the peace of the world and the safety of ou 
country depends on the quality and dedicated spirit of our soldiers, sailors a 
airmen. Above all, our security depends upon the skill of these men responsible 
for the operation and maintenance of atomic-age equipment. Any disregard f 
those human values which our military, the same as you and I, as Americans 
have come to expect and accept can only lead to a continuing and costly turnove 
of personnel. 

I, along with other members of the American Legion, have personaliy inspecte 
the facilities at many of our bases and stations. We have found the lack of ad 
quate housing to be a disgrace and a problem of concern to all of the arme' 
services. It is especially critical for the Air Force because it is a new and e 
panding service. For this reason I would like to place particular emphasis | 
the Air Force's housing needs. 

The expansion of existing Air Force facilities and the construction of new bases 
have created a serious shortage of family quarters for our Air Force officers 
and airmen. It is true that some progress has been made by the Air Force 
reducing this shortage, but a still greater effort is needed in the immediate fut! 
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majority of Air Force families are not fortunate enough to get Government 
rnished quarters. These families must depend on community housing In 
ost instances, such housing is either not available, is too expensive or is too far 

existing airbases. In those instances where it is available. community 
sing is either flimsy or so expensive that quarters allowances fail to covet 
> cost of rent. 

Today there are about 445,000 men in the Air Force who must have housing 
for their dependents. To meet this need the Air Force can only count on 134,000 
adequate family units. 

Thus there are 311,000 men in the Air Force today who do not have adequate 
housing for their families. Is it any wonder that the Air Force is faced with a 
serious reenlistment problem ? 

Since 1947, when the Air Force became an independent service, appropriations 
for new Air Force housing has been sufficient to provide less than 2 percent of 
that required. The first such appropriation to be of any benefit was the fiscal 
year 1955 funding for approximately 2,230 units. Even this appropriation was in 
striking contrast to the fiscal year 1955 authorization for over 6,000 permanent 
family-type dwellings. If this is to be the pattern of future authorizations and 
appropriations, it will take over 60 years to satisfy the need of those airmen 
presently entitled to housing. 

Obviously, dependence on appropriated funds will not meet the urgent needs 
of the Air Force. It is equally apparent that economic and budgetary considera 
tions prevent us from depending solely upon appropriated funds to provide this 
housing. 

Overseas two procedures for obtaining housing are available. Under the first. 
the rental guarantee plan, 410 houses have been obtained by the Air Force in 
ts 5 years of operation; 616 more are under construction. Although the basis 
exists to obtain most of the housing required by the employment of this plan, 
current restrictions on the rental guarantee period have severely restricted the 
plan's operation. These restrictions must be eliminated. 

The other procedure available for the acquisition of oversea housing is covered 


by recent legislation authorizing the employment of certain funds generated by 


the sale of surplus commodities in friendly foreign countries. Unfortunately, 
this legislation, enacted in July 1954, has to date failed to produce any funds 
in any country where our forces have a military housing requirement that come 
inder the category available for such housing. 

The American Legion commends the work of your committee in its interest 
in this vital legislation. We believe the need for military housing has simply 
fallen behind the actual needs generated by the expansion of our military forces 
since the beginning of World War II. The effectiveness of this force is closely 
elated to the morale of its members. Failure to take remedial action will 
only result in a low reenlistment rate, resignation of trained officers and a high 
ncidence in the breakup of service families. 

The issne at stake is not trivial in nature. It is a matter of military life at 
the family level—of those simple and honest things a man must have if he is 
to do a challenging job, under strain, and still hold his family together. I am 
ertain that if the living conditions of these men are raised to the American 
standard, the attractiveness of military service life will be assured 
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SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON S. 1718 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 

CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
SuncommMiTtee No. 1, 

Washington, D. C., Friday, June 17,1956. 

The subcommittee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Overton Brooks, chairman, 
presiding. 

Mr. Brooxs. The subcommittee will please come to order. 

Mr. Ducanper. Colonel Boyer and Colonel Chambers 

Mr. Brooxs. (Aside to Mr. Ducander.) 

Colonel Boyer and Mr. Joe Chambers, both representing the Reserve 
Officer Association, are here today to speak in the interest of H. R. 
2112—no, that is not it—S. 1718, an act to provide certain clarifying 
and technical amendments to the Reserve Officer Personnel Act of 
1954. 

(The bill follows :) 





[S. 1718, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 


AN ACT To provide certain clarifying and technical amendments to the Reserve Officer 
Personnel Act of 1954 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That (a) the second sentence of section 201 
of the Reserve Officer Personnel Act of 1954 is amended by striking out the word 
“two” and substituting in lieu thereof the word “three”. 

(b) Section 205 of such Act is amended by inserting/at the end thereof the 
following new subsection : f 

“(c) (1) A Reserve officer serving on active duty who, on the date he would 
otherwise be removed from active status under sections 325, 327, 411, 522, 524, 
or 611 of this Act, is within two years of qualifying for retirement under either 
title II of the Army-Air Force Vitalization and Retirement Equalization Act 
of 1948 (62 Stat. 1084), or section 6 of Public Law 305, of the Seventy-ninth 
Congress (60 Stat. 27), may, in the discretion of the Secretary, be retained on 
active duty for a period not to exceed two years if he will then be entitled to 
the benefits of such provisions of law and will not earlier attain the maximum 
age at which transfer from an active status or discharge is required by this Act. 
He shall not be removed from an active status so long as he remains on active 
duty. 

“(2) The term ‘maximum age’ as used in this section shall, in the case of any 
officer covered by sections 325 and 327 hereof, be the age authorized by the first 
paragraph of section 326 (a) of this Act.” 

(c) Section 339 (c) of such Act is hereby repealed. 

Sec. 2. Section 333 of the Reserve Officer Personnel Act of 1954 is amended (1) 
by striking out ‘“‘A Reserve” and inserting in lieu thereof “(a) Except as pro- 
vided in subsection (b) hereof, a Reserve’, and (2) by inserting at the end 
thereof the following new subsection : 

“(b) A Reserve officer on active duty who has not completed his period of 
required active duty as a member of a reserve component under any provision 
of law or regulations, and who is recommended or found qualified for promotion, 
may not be promoted until he completes that period of required active duty, or 
until he is temporarily promoted to that higher grade. Upon completing that 
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period of required active duty or upon being temporarily promoted to that higher 
grade, he shall, if he applies therefor, be promoted, be subject to subsection (a), 
and be credited with the amount of promotion service in the higher grade that 
he would have had if he had been promoted but for the provisions of this sub- 
section.” 

Sec. 3. (a) Section 402 (d) of the Reserve Officer Personnel Act of 1954 is 
amended by striking out the period at the end thereof and inserting a comma 
and the following: “except that until July 1, 1960, each such number authorized 
in this section for each grade may, if necessary, be increased by not to exceed 
10 per centum by the Secretary to permit promotions under this title.”. 

(b) Section 403 of such Act is amended by adding at the end thereof the 
following sentence: “Within the number to be selected which the Secretary may 
furnish to a selection board considering Naval Reserve line officers in any grade, 
the Secretary may further specify numbers of officers of stated qualifications and 
experience who are required to meet mobilization needs in the next higher 
grade.”. 

(c) The second sentence of section 405 (b) of such Act is amended by striking 
out “ineligible” and inserting in lieu thereof “eligible’’. 

(d) Section 405 (d) of such Act is amended by adding at the end thereof the 
following new sentences: “An officer whose name is so withheld from considera- 
tion from two selection boards for promotion to the same next higher grade 
shall he deemed to have failed twice of selection. An officer who has met all 
requirements for eligibility for consideration but whose name is omitted by 
administrative error from the list of officers furnished a selection board, shall 
be considered not to have failed of selection by that board and if selected by 
the next selection board to consider for promotion officers of the same grade 
he shall be entitled to the same date of rank and to pay and allowances of the 
higher grade for duty performed from the same date as if he had been selected 
by the board from which his name was withheld by error.” 

(e) Title IV of such Act is amended by adding at the end thereof the following 
new section : 

“Sec. 414. Officers who prior to July 1, 1955, were selected for promotion 
under appropriate Naval and Marine Corps regulations promulgated pursuant 
to subsection 216 (a) of the Armed Forces Reserve Act of 1952, as amended, 
may be promoted under the authority of this Act with precedence and entitlement 
to pay and allowances as prescribed by this Act.” 

Sec. 4. (a) Section 501 (b) (1) of the Reserve Officer Personnel Act of 1954 
is amended to read as follows: 

“(1) ‘Promotion service’ means— 

(A) service in an active status in current grade; and 

“(B) all service in an active status subsequent to June 25, 1950, and prior 
to the effective date of this Act (i) during which an officer was eligible for 
permanent promotion on the basis of service in a higher temporary grade, 
(ii) in an equivalent or higher permanent grade in the same or another 
service, including service in a federally recognized commissioned status in the 
Army and Air National Guard, except that any such service authorized under 
this subparagraph shall be counted but once for promotion purposes.” 

(b) Section 502 of such Act is amended by adding at the end thereof the fol- 
lowing new subsection : 

“(d) To carry out the provisions of this title a promotion may be made effec- 
tive before, on, or after the date accomplished, and the officer shall be entitled 
to pay, allowance, and benefits authorized by law for the higher grade from such 
effective date unless expressly provided otherwise in this Act.” 

(c) Section 504 (a) (2) (B) of such Act is amended by striking out “longest 
service as a commissioned officer (including service in the federally recognized 
National Guard or in a federally recognized status therein prior to 1933)” and 
inserting in lieu thereof “greatest number of total years of service”. 

(d) Section 506 of such Act is amended (1) by striking out subsection (a) 
thereof, and (2) by striking out “(b)” and inserting in lieu thereof “(a)”. 

(e) The last sentence of section 508 (c) of such Act is amended by inserting 
after the word “‘sections” the following : “502 (d), 511 (c),”. 

(f) Section 509 of such Act is amended (1) by striking out in subsection (a) 
thereof “subsection (b)” and inserting in lieu thereof “‘subsections (b) and 
(c)”, and (2) by adding at the end thereof the following new subsection : 

“(c) Whenever the Secretary determines that there are vacancies in the 
permanent grade of first lieutenant, Reserve officers in the grade of second lieu- 
tenant under regulations prescribed by the Secretary, may be promoted to the 
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permanent grade of first lieutenant before completion of three years of promotion 
service.” 

(g) Section 510 (b) of such Act is amended by striking the period at the end 
of paragraph 2 thereof and inserting a semicolon and the following: “and 

“(3) only those Reserve officers of the Air National Guard of the United 
States who must be considered at that time in accordance with the provi- 
sions of subsection (a) of this section.” 

(h) Section 511 of such Act is amended by striking out subsection (b) and 
inserting in lieu thereof the following new subsections : 

“(b) Except as provided in subsection (c) hereof, a Reserve officer on active 
duty who is promoted to a grade higher than that in which he is serving shall 
continue to serve on active duty in the grade in which he was serving imme- 
diately before that promotion, and may be appointed in a temporary grade which 
is equal to that lower grade. An officer who is so appointed in a temporary 
grade is considered to have accepted the appointment upon the date of the orders 
announcing it unless he expressly declines it, and need not take a new oath of 
office upon being so appointed. However, he may decline the appointment within 
six months after the date of the order announcing it, and shall be released from 
active duty. 

“(c) A Reserve officer on active duty who has not completed his period of 
required active duty as a member of a reserve component under any provision 
of law or regulations, and who is recommended or found qualified for promo- 
tion, may not be promoted until he completes that period of required active duty, 
or until he is temporarily promoted to that higher grade. Upon completing 
that period of required active duty or upon being temporarily promoted to that 
higher grade,.he shall, if he applies therefor, be promoted, be subject to sub- 
section (b), and be credited with the amount of promotion service in the higher 
grade that he would have had if he had been promoted but for the provisions 
of this subsection. 

“(d) A Reserve officer who, while he is serving on active duty, is promoted 
to a grade higher than the grade in which he is serving, may not serve on active 
duty in the grade to which promoted, or be entitled while on that period of active 
duty to the rank, pay, and allowances of that higher grade unless he is ordered 
to serve on active duty in that higher grade or is temporarily promoted to that 
higher grade.” 

(i) Section 523 of such Act is amended (1) by striking out in subsections (a), 
(b), and (¢c), the words “date upon” wherever they appear therein and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof the words “last day of the month in”, and (2) by striking out 
in the first sentence of subsection (d) the word “Each” and inserting in lieu 
thereof “Effective five years after the effective date of this Act, each”. 

(j) Section 524 of such Act is amended (1) by striking out in subsection (a) 
thereof ‘two years” and inserting in lieu thereof “five years”, and (2) by striking 
out in the first sentence of subsections (b), (c), (d) (1), and (d) (2) thereof 
the word “Each” and inserting in lieu thereof “Effective five years after the 
effective date of this Act, each”. 

(k) Title 5 of such Act is amended by adding at the end thereof the following 
new sections: 

“Sec. 527. Notwithstanding any other provision of this Act, a Reserve officer 
who becomes a civilian employee of the Air National Guard prior to the effective 
date of this Act may not, before attaining age sixty, while so employed and 
without his consent, be removed from active status by reason of any mandatory 
promotion provisions contained herein, except for cause, physical disability, or 
by reason of being twice passed over for promotion to the grade of captain, 
major, or lieutenant colonel. 

“Sec. 528. Notwithstanding section 701 of this Act, the Secretary is authorized 
to take, prior to the effective date of this Act, such administrative actions, 
including the convening of appropriate selection boards, as may be necessary to 
insure that the Act may be implemented upon its effective date.” 

Sec. 5. (a) Section 606 (b) of the Reserve Officer Personnel Act is amended 
by adding at the end thereof the following new paragraph: 

“(4) If a running mate is retarded in rate of promotion or has attained the 
highest rank to which he may be promoted, the new running mate shall be the 
officer of the Regular Coast Guard who is next senior to the old running mate, 
exclusive of extra numbers, or if there be no such Regular officer then the Reg- 
ular officer of the same grade who is next eligible for promotion. An officer 
shall be considered to have been retarded when another officer in his grade 
junior to him is eligible for promotion ahead of him. If subsequently the old 
running mate is promoted and is restored to the precedence he would have held 
but for the retardation, he shall be reassigned as the running mate of the Reserve 
officer concerned.” 
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(b) Section 608 of such Act is amended by striking out “and shall be allowed 
the pay and allowances of the higher grade for duty performed from the date 
his running mate became entitled to such pay and allowances” and insert in lieu 
thereof “and a Reserve officer so promoted shall be allowed pay and allowances 


of the higher grade for duty performed from the date of his appointment 
thereto”. 


(c) Title 6 of such Act is amended by adding at the end thereof the following 
new section : 


“Sec. 619. Officers who, prior to July 1, 1955, were selected for promotion 
under appropriate regulations may be promoted under the authority of this Act 


with precedence and entitlement to pay and allowances as prescribed by this 
Act”, 


Passed the Senate May 26 (legislative day, May 2), 1955. 
Attest : 


FELTON M. JOHNSTON, 
Secretary. 

Mr. Brooks. This particular act was written last—the year before 
last, wasn’t it? 

Mr. Jonson. Yes. 

Mr. Brooxs. When my colleague, Mr. Johnson, of California, was 
presiding over the subcommittee, and it was held up in the Senate 
for some time, perhaps about a year, following which the Senate ap- 
proved it, with the stipulation that it would not go into effect until 
July 1 of this year. 

Here we are engaged in amending an act that has not yet gone into 
effect, which leads me to the observation that we should perhaps move 
a little slower with Reserve legislation; that we get it in better shape 
so that it won’t need amendments before the law actually goes into 
effect. 

And I think generally that might be the case; if we moved a little 
slower, we would not be in the shape where we w vould have to go back 
and amend for vital reasons an act of this sort, or another bill we 
recently reported out of this subcommittee where amendments were 
required even before it got to the full committee. 

I make those suggestions not in the way of being critical but with 
the thought that we could save ourselves a great deal of time and 
effort and worry. 

Now, here this morning we are pushed for time and we will take up 
S. 1718, an act to provide certain darifying and technical amendments 
to the Reserve Officer Personnel Act of 1954. 

Colonel Boyer, you are the first witness. Do you have a statement 
that you would like to make? 

Colonel Boyer. Yes, sir. These amendments, Mr. Brooks, are all 
technical amendments. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Colonel Boyzr. And Joe Chambers, our assistant executive director, 
has done the spade and shovel work on it. So I am going to, with 
your permission, have Joe Chambers handle it. 

Mr. Brooks. I might say, before Mr. Chambers proceeds, that Mr. 
Johnson I think did a splendid job in handling the hearings on this 
bill. He is entitled to a great deal of commendation for the fine work 
he did. And we also acknowledge with appreciation someone who 
helps the Reserves. 

Mr. Chambers 

Mr. Jomnson. Mr. Chairman thank you very much for your com- 
pliment. I am for the bill. But these men I don’t think should be 
criticized for having some things in there that require correction, in 
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view of the fact that the bill was so terribly complicated and that no- 
body could foresee some of these things. 

Problems have developed, because of other laws, largely, that re- 
quire these minor amendments. 

I don’t think we can thank these two gentlemen enough for the work 
they did and helping to bring the passage of that bill. And we can’t 
blame them for the year’s delay. 

If we get the amendments through now, the bill will spell out and 
do exactly what the Reserve Officers Association had in mind. 

Mr. Brooks. Why not proceed with the bill, then, and let’s try to 
get it to the full committee. 

The chairman of the full committee tells me if we can get it through 
the subcommittee, he will take it up next Wednesday and get it through 
the full committee. I am anxious to speed the matter as much as 
possible. 

Colonel Cuampers. Well, thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

As you know, sir, we are always appreciative of the opportunity of 
appearing on any bill. 

Now, we are particularly interested in 8. 1718 because it does con- 
tain certain technical amendments to the Reserve Officer Personnel 
Act, which was considered very carefully by a subcommittee of this 
committee. 

You will recall at the last session of Congress the Senate finally 
passed, after considerable delay, the Reserve Officer Personnel Act, 
and this subcommittee had spent considerable time in studying the 
bill, and because of its technical nature, I believe both on the House 
side and the Senate side it was agreed that the effective date would 
be made June 30 to permit the development of certain necessary 
amendments. I think it was recognized that there would be a need 
for them. 

Now, our association is deeply appreciative of the fact that the 
Department of Defense has decided not to submit any substantive 
amendments or in fact amendments of any kind and that there is 
every indication that the services are going to exert every effort to 
make this act work. 

There is, of course, no question in our mind but that it will work, 
and its effect will be to give us a much better group of Reserve officers. 

However, there are certain needed technical and clarifying amend- 
ments which are necessary in the act if it is to work efficiently and 
easily. 

Therefore, the association approached Senator Margaret Chase 
Smith and Congressman Leroy F. Johnson, of this subcommittee, and 
both of them took a most active part in the enactment of the original 
act and requested that these amendments now before you be introduced. 

Generally speaking, they are not controversial and they are technical 
in character and they do not broaden the scope of the purposes of the 
original act. 

During the hearings before the Senate committee, the services 
suggested certain additional changes of a similar nature which the 
Senate adopted. 

Generally speaking, the bill before you reflects the thinking of the 
services involved and the Reserve Officers Association. 
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Now, subsequent to the hearings in the Senate, it became obvious 
that there were certain similar types of amendments needed for the 
Army title. Accordingly, the association is recommending today 
certain amendments to the Army title which parallel the amendments 
for the other services. These also are purely technical or clarifying 
in nature. 

It is our understanding that representatives of the Department of 
the Army are present and are in accord with the suggested amend- 
ments. 

It is also our understanding, Mr. Chairman, that the Senate antici- 
pates these amendments to be offered, and it is not believed that they 
will have any objection to their inclusion. 

The amendments to the Army title are before you, sir, and are 
marked “Appendix A.” 

There is one additional amendment to S. 1718 that the association 
strongly recommends. It was found subsequent to the enactment 
of the Reserve Officer Personnel Act that within the United States 
Marine Corps the percentages within grade were too restrictive to 
meet their present and transitory situation. 

The effect of the present law will be, unless these amendments are 
adopted, to stop promotions to the rank of captain and major in the 
Marine Corps Reserve for a period of several years. 

Now, 1718, as introduced, endeavored to solve this problem by 
general language for the Navy as a whole, rather than changing the 
percentages for the Marine Corps. 

As it passed the Senate, it does not solve the problem, and accord- 
ingly we recommend that the committee delete subsection 3 (a) of the 
bill and substitute therefor the following language. 

Now, if I may depart from my text here just a moment, the language 
that we are offering deals only with the Marine Corps, and you will 
notice that we have restricted its application until July 1, 1960. 
We are informed by the Marine Corps that that period of grace should 
permit them to work their way through this particular problem. 

We are recommending that you would amend the period at the end 
of section 402 (c) by changing it to a comma and adding a proviso, 
that: 


Provided, That until July 1, 1960, the per centum in the grade of major may be 22 
per centum, in the grade of captain 45 per centum and in the combined grades 


of first and second lieutenant 25 per centum, if it the opinion of the Secretary 
such increased percentages are required to permit promotions under this title. 

Now, in summary, the main points in the amendments are that, first 
of all, it will give to the Air Force the same 5-year leeway enjoyed 
by the other services before they have to apply the forced attrition 
features of the bill. 

Second, it will give the right to qualified Reserve officers who have 
completed 18 years of active Federal service—that is, full-time duty, 
sir—to be retained on active duty until they have completed their 
20 years for retirement under title II, Public 810, in precisely the 
same way that regular officers have that privilege. 

In fact, in some of the services, a little more generous protection. 

Third, for a temporary period it protects certain civilian employees 
of the Air National Guard who are members of the units of the 
Air National Guard. 
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And finally, it is designed to make the administration of the Reserve 
Officer Personnel Act much more simple and effective. 

Its enactment will be of great benefit in developing the Reserve 
officer structure of our country. 

Now, due to the fact that the Reserve Officer Personnel Act takes 
effect on July 1, 1955, if possible it is most important that the bill 
be enacted and on the statute books prior to that time or that date. 

The association recommends strongly that the bill be favorably 
considered by the subcommittee. 

Mr. Brooxs. Thank you very much, Joe, for your statement. 

Now, do you have any personal observations you would like to 
make ? 

Yolonel CHampers. Well, Mr. Chairman, I don’t know but whether 
it would be helpful to the committee if we went through the bill 
and I give a brief explanation of the sections. I would be happy to 
do that, or handle it in any other way that you desire. 

Mr. Brooxs. Why not first get the general statements and then if 
you are available during the hearing, before going into it, we would 
get you to give a brief explanation of each section. 

Colonel Cuampers. Yes, sir; I will be very happy—— 

Mr. Brooks. Is that all right ? 

Colonel Campers. Yes, sir; I will be very happy to remain here. 

Mr. Brooks. If there is no objection, we will proceed that way. 

Who is the next witness, Mr. Ducander ? 

Mr. Ducanper. Mr. Pratt, the Assistant Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Secretary, we are very happy to have you here 
this morning. 

Secretary Pratr. Mr. Chairman, it is always a pleasure to appear 
before you and this committee. 

Mr. Brooxs. You have a general statement, I believe you said? 

Secretary Prarr. Yes, sir. 

I would like to testify here in two capacities, if I may. The De- 
partment of the Navy has been designated to represent the Depart- 
ment of Defense on S. 1718, and I am appearing as an official rep- 
resentative of the Department of Defense and also in my capacity 
as Assistant Secretary of the Navy. 

The Reserve Officer Personnel Act of 1954—ROPA—has been 
comprehensively studied both by the Department of Defense and by 
the several services since its enactment, preparatory to its being 
placed into effect on July 1, 1955. Although it has become evident 
that certain amendments are desirable, it has been the position of 
the Secretary of Defense that amendments should not be sought by 
him until practical experience as a result of operation under the pro- 
visions of the act indicates the specific areas in which changes are 
necessary. However, as amendments to that act have been proposed 
and are being considered, he welcomes this opportunity to express the 
views of the Department on those changes. 

S. 1718, as passed by the Senate on May 26, 1955, has been reviewed 
by each of the military departments. All amendments contained in 
that bill are acceptable to the Department of Defense and to the 
respective services, with the exception of one to which I shall invite 
your attention in a moment. 

The Departments of the Army and Air Force have no objection to 
the enactment of this bill and do not intend to present a prepared 
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statement. However, representatives of those Departments are pre- 
pared to answer any questions which you may desire to ask them. 

Now, if I may take off by DOD hat and put on my Department of 
the Navy hat and speak as a representative of the Navy: 

The provisions of S. 1718 applicable to the Navy and Marine Corps 
with the exception of the amendment contained in section 3 (a) of 
the bill, are concurred in and their enactment is recommended. 

However, the substitute amendment proposed by the Reserve Offi- 
cers Association, in lieu of the present section 3 (a) of S. 1718, will 
afford the flexibility needed at this time and its adoption by your com- 
mittee is urgently recommended. 

It should be stated at this time that this particular amendment is 
primarily to serve as a temporary expedient in coping with an im- 
mediate problem with which the Marine Corps will be faced when 
ROPA becomes effective next month. It is not necessarily the best 
long-range solution. Further study will be given to the overall 
problem, and particularly to whether the principle is sound of com- 
puting authorized distribution in grade in the Naval Reserve and 
Marine Corps Reserve on the basis of a fluctuating actual strength 
rather than on the fixed authorized officer strength of those Reserve 
components. 


A statement in justification of each of the other provisions of S. 
1718 which affect the Navy and Marine Corps has been prepered, 
but as they appear to be noncontroversial in nature, I shall with 


your permission simply insert that statement in the record at this 
time. 


(The statement follows :) 


STATEMENT OF NAvy POSITION ON AMENDMENTS TO RESERVE OFFICER PERSONNEL 
Act or 1954, APPLICABLE TO NAVY AND MARINE Corps, AS CONTAINED IN §S. 1718 


The amendment to section 205, ROPA, would provide that a Naval Reserve 
or Marine Corps Reserve officer serving on active duty who is within 2 years 
ef qualifying for retired pay under section 6, Public Law 305, 79th Congress, 
at the time he would otherwise be subject to removal from an active status, 
may, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy, be retained on active duty 
for a period not to exceed 2 years if he will not earlier attain the maximum age 
at which removal from an active status is mandatory under ROPA. This par- 
ticular provision, as it applies to the Navy and Marine Corps, was added to 
S. 1718 after departmental witnesses had testified on the bill before the Senate 
Armed Services Committee and was therefore not commented upon in previous 
statements. As this discretionary provision is in consonance with admin- 
istrative policies and practices of the Navy and Marine Corps, no objection 
is interposed to its enactment. 

The amendment to subsection 402 (d) of ROPA would provide that until 1 
July 1960 the numbers of Reserve officers below flag and general officer grade, 
as authorized by the percentile grade distribution specified in section 402, may 
be increased by 10 percent in each grade if necessary to permit promotions 
under title IV of that act. 

The Marine Corps is faced with a situation whereby the grade distribution pre- 
scribed by subsection 402 (c) of ROPA will permit no promotional opportunity 
to officers in the grade of captain, and very little to those in the grade of first 
lieutenant this year. The amendment contained in subsection 3 (a) of S. 1718, 
as passed by the Senate, will not alleviate this situation, particularly as it applies 
to majors. 

Specifically, the problem is this: ROPA provides that of the total number 
of Marine Corps Reserve officers in active status below the grade of brigadier 
general, not more than 12 percent may be in the grade of major. Twelve percent 
of the existing active status strength is 2,181, but there actually are on board 
2,871 majors. Further, 2,193 captains are presently eligible under the provisions 
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of ROPA for consideration for promotion to major. After increasing the author- 
ized number of majors by 10 percent, or 218, as proposed in S. 1718, there would 
still be no vacancies for promotion to that grade. 

In order to afford equitable opportunity for promotion to this and to succeeding 
groups of eligible captains, and to assure an adequate continuing strength of 
Reserve majors in an active status, it is considered that a 70 percent opportunity 
for selection to that grade should be provided. That is, vacancies should be 
sufficient to permit selection and promotion of 70 percent of those eligible each 
year. That could be accomplished this year only if the percentile distribution 
authorized for majors in the Marine Corps Reserve is increased from 12 percent 
to 22 percent. A projection of the promotion picture for majors into the future 
indicates a requirement for an increased authorization over at least a 5-year 
period. 

A similar situation exists in the grade of captain. 

In the absence of authority to exceed the existing ROPA grade distribution 
in the Marine Corps Reserve for captain and major, the attrition provisions of 
ROPA must be applied—that of involuntarily separating an appropriate number 
of Reserve officers in order to provide a steady flow of promotion. This would 
have the obviously undesirable effects of further reducing actual Reserve officer 
strength below planned mobilization requirements; of separating a group of 
officers representing a most important mobilization potential, and of still further 
reducing the base on which distribution in grade is computed. All of the officers 
who would be so separated are within overall mobilization requirements and are 
within mobilization requirements for the grades concerned. Many are Reserve 
aviators—one of the most critically needed categories. Nearly all have had 
combat training and experience and are within the 30- to 35-age bracket, 

This increase in authorized grade distribution is not desired for the purpose 
of perpetuating a hump in grade structure. It is rather a means of coping with 
the practical problem of retaining a valuable group of Reserve officers while 
taking action to achieve overall mobilization requirements by additional officer 
procurement. The unbalanced rank structure now existing among Marine 
Corps Reserve officers is the inevitable consequence of 2 periods of accelerated 
officer procurement within a 10-year span, to meet wartime needs of the Marine 
Corps. By maintaining a steady annual officer procurement rate over a reason- 
able transition period, a symmetrical rank structure can be achieved without 
denying equitable opportunity for promotion to qualified Reserve officers, and 
without resorting to drastic and harmful attrition procedures. 

The following amendment, which would provide needed flexibility in the 
grade distribution for captain and major in the Marine Corps Reserve over a 
5-year transition period, is recommended. 

Delete the present subsection 3 (a) of S. 1718 and substitute therefor the 
following: ; 

“The first sentence of subsection 402 (c) of the Reserve Officer Personnel Act 
of 1954 is amended by changing the period at the end thereof to a comma and 
adding the following: Provided, That until July 1, 1960, the per centum in the 
grade of major may be 22 per centum; in the grade of captain, 45 per centum; 
and in the combined grades of first and second lieutenant, 25 per centum, if in 
the opinion of the Secretary such increased percentages are required to permit 
promotions under this title.’” 

The amendment to section 403 of ROPA would authorize the Secretary of the 
Navy to furnish to a Naval Reserve selection board specific numbers of officers 
of particular qualifications needed to meet mobilization requirements, Although 
many Naval Reserve line officers are in fact specialists, there is no statutory 
distinction between general service line officers and specialists in the Naval 
Reserve. At present, all such line officers, regardless of specialty, compete with 
each other for selection. A selection board, in recommending the total number 
of officers authorized for promotion, may select all unrestricted line officers or 
all engineering-duty officers, without regard to mobilization needs. This amend- 
ment will give selection boards more guidance, will permit the Navy to attain a 
Reserve more nearly in consonance with mobilization requirements and, in a 
sense, relieves specialists of having to compete directly with general service line 
officers for selection. Approval of this amendment is recommended. 

The amendment to section 405 (b) of ROPA is to correct an obvious typo- 
graphical error. Its enactment is recommended. 

The amendment to section 405 (d) would provide that an officer of the Naval 
Reserve or Marine Corps Reserve who has twice failed to establish eligibility 
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for promotion shall be regarded as having twice failed of selection. This 
amendment is considered desirable since section 405 (d) of ROPA as now 
written is silent as to the status of an officer whose name is repeatedly withheld 
from consideration as a result of his failing to establish eligibility for promotion. 
This amendment would also protect an officer whose name is withheld from a 
selection board as the result of an administrative error. I recommend approval 
of this amendment. 


The amendment adding a new section 414 would serve as a savings clause to 
authorize the promotion under ROPA after its effective date of those Naval 
Reserve and Marine Corps Reserve officers who had been selected under present 
law but whose promotions had not been accomplished prior to that date. This 
amendment is considered highly desirable and is concurred in. 

These are the only amendments in the bill which affect the Navy and Marine 
Corps. Subject to your acceptance of the proposed amendment to section 402 (c), 
ROPA, in lieu of the present section 3 (a) of this bill, the enactment of S. 1718 
is recommended by the Department of the Navy. 

Secretary Prarr. I should state further, Mr. Chairman, that the 
amendments proposed by the Reserve Officers Association just now 
have previously been submitted to the various services for their com- 
ments, and speaking for the Department of Defense and to the various 
services, we concur in those amendments and urge you to enact the 
bill with them in the legislation. 

I appreciate very much, sir, the opportunity to appear before you 
and I would be glad to answer any questions if you have them. 

Mr. Brooxs. Thank you very much, Mr. Secretary. 

Now, I think that one of the things that we ought to be prepared 
to meet is the necessity of the amendment of the law before it 
actually goes into effect. 

Now, tell us now why it is better to amend it before it goes into 
effect than to await a period of time until you have had an oppor- 
tunity to use it and gain some experience in the use of it ? 

Secretary Prarr. It was my understanding, Mr. Chairman, that the 
very reason for the July 1, 1955, effective date of the act, well after 
the date of its enactment, was so that the ver y complic: ated provisions 
could be studied by the military departments, and if any bugs were 
found in the act as a result, that they could be ironed out before the 
act became effective. 

One such example is the case of Reserve officers who have been se- 
lected for promotion prior to the effective date of the act but have 
not yet made their number and therefore have not actually been 
promoted, will not have been promoted, until the effective date of the 
act. 

Under the technical provisions you would have to reselect them all 
over again and go through a completely unnecessary bit of machinery. 
That is a type of technical defect which I think 

Mr. Brooks. Why couldn’t that be done under the terms of the 
act in advance? Why do you have to select them knowing that you 
are going to have to reselect them, why couldn’t it be done properly 
in the first instance? 

Secretary Pratr. Well, the actual language of the act would not 
permit that, sir, and there is an amendment before you which will 
cure that obvious error in drafting. All of the amendments are of 
that nature. I think they are the ‘type of amendments the Congress 
contemplated might be offered at the time the act was passed originally. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, we thought we had a good bill. It went to the 
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Senate; I am sure, I don’t think Mr. Johnson would have put out 
anything less than a first-class bill. 

But you feel, do you, Mr. Secretary, that the year that you have 
had—or really it is a year and a half that you have had—has given 
you an opportunity to study in advance the application of the act 
and caused you to feel that it is desirable to amend it even though it 
kasn’t yet gone into effect? 

Secretary Prarr. Yes, sir. I should point out, also, Mr. Chairman, 
that the Department of the Navy, and I think the other services, have 
some substantive changes which they think might be desirable. They 
have not proposed those to you because they feel that it is not fair to 
do so until the act has been given a chance to actually go into opera- 
tion, so we can see how it works out by experience. 

Mr. Brooxs. Therefore, they are not presenting those at this time? 

Secretary Prarr. Those have not been presented to you. 

These are in the nature of technical amendments to cure errors in 
language. I don’t know whether they occurred in the House side 
or the Senate side. I would rather not be cross-examined on that. 
| Laughter. | 

Mr. Brooks. General Devereux? 

Mr. Devereux. These amendments are corrective so far as you can 
see them as of the moment; is that not true / 

Secretary Prarr. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. The others, which you may or may not offer in the 
future, will depend upon experience ? 

Secretary Prarr. Correct. 

Mr. Devereux. Thank you. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, any further questions ? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Brooks. If not, we thank you very much, Mr. Secretary. We 
will file both statements, Mr. Ducander. 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. Will you see that they are both filed in the record? 

Now, who is the next witness ¢ 

Mr. Ducanper. We have no further witnesses, inasmuch as Mr. 
Pratt was speaking for all of the Departments. 

Mr. Brooxs. Oh, yes. 

Why not, then—we will call Mr. Chambers back and get him to go 
over the bill section by section. 

Colonel Cuampers. Mr. Chairman, may I add one reason 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Johnson wants to make an observation. I would 
suggest that you take the center chair. You will be closer to the 
microphone and your voice will have better carrying qualities. 

Mr. Johnson. 

Mr. Jounson. You mentioned the fact that when a man had served 
18 years, then he would be permitted to serve 2 more and get the 20 
years required in Public Law 810 for retirement pay; isn’t that 
correct ? 

Colonel CuAampers. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. JoHnson. You also mentioned there was still in some areas 
more liberal treatment being accorded officers. You mean by that 
that an officer who served 17 years would be allowed to serve out 
3 more? 
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Colonel Cuampers. Mr. Johnson, there are various laws governing 
the retirement of Regular officers. 

Mr. Jonnson. Well, the point I wanted to find out about was were 
these things done by orders of the departments or—I am not a believer 
in permitting the Department, by administrative decrees to vary a 
statute that is very plain, and Public Law 810, I think, is very plain, 
that they must serve the full 20 years. 

Colonel Cuampers. That is correct, sir. The point that I made and 
which I will endeavor to clear up here in a little bit of detail is simply 
this: The Officer Personnel Act, which governs the promotion and 
retirement of Regular officers, spelled out, and the Congress enacted 
it, the terms under which Regular officers served and became eligible 
for retirement. 

Now, unfortunately, in my opinion, Mr. Johnson, those are not 
uniform across service lines and there are many variables. I think 
Mr. Pratt in his testimony pointed out one of the things that is dis- 
turbing them concerning the distribution within grade. 

Now, in the Officer Personnel Act, in the Army and in the Air 
Force, a Regular officer who fails of selection, who has 18 years of 
service, is retained on active duty until he qualifies for retirement 
under title II of Public 810, sir, and not title III, of course. 

In the case of the Navy, depending on the rank to which he was 
being considered when he fails of selection, an officer will be retained 
until he gets his 20 years in. 

And broadly speaking, I think the Navy’s law in that regard is 
a little more liberal than the Army and the Air Force. 

Then as a man goes up the ladder and fails of selection for a higher 
rank, having in his 20 years, he is guaranteed additional years of 
active service before his elimination by forced retirement due to 
failure of selection takes effect. 

There are at the present time, sir, as I am sure you gentlemen are 
aware, approximately 80 percent of the officers working full time for 
the Air Force and the Army that are reservists, and many of them— 
they have no protection in the law at the present time. Many of 
them are being separated, up until just recently, with as long as 
perhaps 19 years of service or even—I have seen some cases where 
they were being separated, qualified officers, mind you, with 19 years 
and many months of service, just short of their reaching retirement 
under title IT of Public 810. 

Now, all this section does, sir, is to write into law what the Secre- 
taries have done by administrative action, which certainly did not 
change the law, sir, but by administrative action, all the services now 
retain on active duty an officer who has completed 18 years of active 
Federal service. And what we are endeavoring to do, sir, is to make 
a little more specific by letting the Congress spell it out. I am sure—— 

Mr. Brooks. Of course I think that is a good thing. The moment 
we do it, however, there is going to be a problem of this sort arise, that 
a man who has had 18 years feels like he is over the hump. But here 
comes a man with 1714 years and he gets in difficulty. He is going 
to make the plea that he has only 6 more months. 

Mr. Jounson. That is the very point I wanted to make. No matter 
where you draw the line, you are going to have some cases that might 
look like they are unjust. 
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Colonel Cuampers. I think that is certainly—— 

Mr. JoHNsON. We discussed that thoroughly during the time when 
we listened to the testimony on Public Law 810. 

Colonel CHAMBrErs. Well—— 

Mr. Jounson. And we had numerous people come to us. But all 
we could tell them was that the law is so and so, and we have to adhere 
to the law. 

Colonel Cu4ampers. Mr. Johnson, as I am sure, sir, you recognize, 
this is not changing the number of years that he has to have to be 
retired. He still has to get his 20 years in. All this is, is saying 
that he will be retained on active duty, if qualified, to be given the 
opportunity to earn that, and I certainly agree with you. 

Mr. JouHnson. Yes. 

Colonel Cuamsers. That no matter where you cut off, you are 
going to always have the man who is just under your borderline. 

On the other hand, sir, I would like to underline the fact that it is 
now in the law for the Regular officers, the Reserve officers—they 
served the same number of years, sir, and they are some 80 percent 
of your on-board strength at the moment in the active forces. And 
certainly they are entitled, I believe, to the opportunity, if qualified, 
to earn this retirement. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Devereux. 

Mr. Devereux. That is simply the law as far as the Regular officers 
are concerned, and I think we are on sound ground in saying that 18 
years is the date. 

Mr. Brooks. I think that is true, too. 

Mr. Devereux. I mean, that is the law. It has been operating that 
way over a number of years. We simply put these career reservists 
in the same category. 

Mr. Brooxs. And they should be. But nonetheless, you have that 
problem in the Regular Establishment, too. 

Colonel CHampers. That is correct. 

Mr. Brooxs. That a man feels if he can make the 18 years, he is 
all right. If he has 1714 years, and he has a problem, he feels like 
he just has to make it 6 more months. 

Mr. Jounson. Of course, I think the whole complication comes 
about because you have so many Reserve officers on extended active 
duty, and they are really Regulars, almost, because that is what their 
life has been. 

As I say, I have no particular objection to it, but we have to recog- 
nize, like the chairman says, that there has to be a stopping point 
somewhere, and the man that is right next to it and doesn’t attain it— 
it may be a hardship, but we just can’t warp the law to fit every single 
individual case. 

Colonel Cuampers. We agree with you, Mr. Johnson, and all we 
are asking is that this be made uniform with the practice with the 
Regular oflicers. 

Mr. JouNnson. I think that is very reasonable. 

Mr. Devereux. I don’t know whether this is the place to bring it 
up or not, Mr. Chairman, but it is true that a Regular officer, who is 
not selected and has 18 years of service, does get a severance pay. | 
don’t believe that the Reserve officer, who knew he was coming in 
under a rather chancey thing, should be treated the same way as a 
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Regular. But I think some consideration should be given to severance 
pay for these people after they have completed maybe 10 years of 
service, I mean Reserve officers who are on active duty for a certain 
period of time. 

Now, has your association given any thought to that at all? 

Colonel Cuampers. Oh, yes, sir; we have given considerable thought 
to it. As a matter of fact, some members of your committee have, 
and there is presently pending before this committee legislation de- 
signed to solve your problem. It is in consonance with your remarks, 
sir. It is not as broad or as liberal as that for the Regular Establish- 
ment, but it is designed to ameliorate the shock of a man who has 
worked 15 or i8 years for the same boss and suddenly, through no 
fault of his own, is out of a job. 

Mr. Devereux. | have just been informed by counsel that that’ bill 
is pending. I was not aware of that. 

Colonel Cuampers. We are most hopeful, sir, that there will be 
early hearings on it, due primarily to the reduction in force of the 
Army, and the Marine Corps has also recently had a very heavy reduc- 
tion in force of Reserve on active duty. We are anxious to get this 
relief for them. And it is my understanding, sir, that this bill is up 
here as an administrative bill, with the blessing of the Department 
of Defense, and I believe of the President. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, now, let’s go ahead with the next section. Be- 
cause we have two more bills after this one. We don’t have much time, 
either, this morning. 

Colonel Cuampers. No, sir. I will go just as rapidly as you will 
permit, Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. Sure. 

Colonel Cuamerrs. If I go in too much detail, please check me. 

Section 1 (a) of this bill merely corrects, I believe, what was a 
typographical error. It gives the same constructive service to 
veterinarians in the Reserve that you have written into the Officer 
Personnel Act for regular officers. 

Mr. Brooks. Which is that, now ? 

Colonel Cuampers. That is section 1 (a), sir, immediately follow- 
ing the enacting clause. 

Mr. Brooks. Line 

Colonel Cuampers. Changing the word “two” to “three.” 

Mr. Brooks. Oh, yes. 

Colonel CHampers. A veterinarian gets 3 years of constructive serv- 
ice in the regular establishment. I am sure that is what was intended 
in the bill as originally passed. This corrects it. 

Mr. Ducanper. Joe, excuse me. As you go through, use page and 
line numbers. It is much easier for the committee to follow you. 

Colonel Cuampers. Very well. Thank you. 

Mr. Devereux. We haven’t a copy of the bill ? 

Mr. Ducanper. ( Hands.) 

Mr. Brooks. That, then, is just a clerical error. 

Let’s proceed to the next. 

Colonel Campers. The next one, sir, starting on line 9, or starting 
on line 7, I guess: That is the amendment we have just discussed con- 
cerning the retention of Reserve officers on active duty who are quali- 
fied and who have been on duty for 18 years. It will permit them to 
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be retained until such time as they have qualified for retirement under 
existing law. 

Mr. Brooks. Fine. We understand that, now. 

What about subsection (2), page 2, line 12? 

Colonel CHampers. Page 2, line 12, subsection 2 there, starting on 
line 12, is merely a technical amendment to make the present language 
in the act conform with the subsection which precedes it. 

Mr. Brooxs. All right. 

Now, how about (c) then? 

Colonel Cuampers. (c)—I have to go a little slow on this one my- 
self, sir. 

Mr. Ducanper. It is repealed because it is no longer necessary. 

Colonel Cuampers. Oh, section 339 is repealed because it is no 
Jonger necessary, if the other amendment is adopted, and that is (a). 

Mr. Brooks. All right. 

Colonel CHampers. Now, your section 2, appearing on line 17 of 
page 2, requires a Reserve officer who has a period of obligated serv- 
ice—in other words, a doctor who has been drafted perhaps or some- 
one who is serving with obligated service. It requires him to stay on 
active duty and does not give him a right to request relief solely be- 
cause of the fact that under the terms of this bill he must be given a 
higher Reserve promotion if he becomes qualified for it. It does not 
permit him to use that as an excuse to come in and ask for relief from 
active duty. It is a protection to the present officer serving under 
obligatory terms. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, I didn’t quite follow you on that. 

Mr. Ducanper. Use the case of the doctor. 

Colonel CHAmsers. Well, let’s use the case of the doctor, sir, who 
is drafted, and let’s say for the sake of argument, that he comes in 
with constructive service and he is serving on active duty with what- 
ever his tour is. What is it, 2 years, Duke, that he is required to 
serve 4 

Mr. Ducanper. It is 2 years. 

Colonel Cuampers. He comes up under the terms of the Reserve 
Officer Personnel Act for promotion to a rank higher than that which 
he is serving on active duty. Now, he must be considered for a pro- 
motion and he must be promoted if he is entitled to be. 

However, he may elect to continue to serve on active duty in the 
earlier grade. This amendment would prevent the doctor or any 
other officer who has obligatory service from requesting relief from 
active duty and going back to serve on inactive duty in his permanent 
Reserve grade. If he did not have a tour of obligatory service on 
him, he could request relief. 

In other words, he could make the election to go off active duty 
and accept his promotion in the higher grade and no longer serve 
in the lower grade in which he is actually serving. 

Mr. Brooks. Any questions on that? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Brooks. If not, let’t take up the next one, then. 

Colonel Cuampers. The next section, 402 (d), is the section which 
we have suggested be amended by substituting the language concern- 
ing the Marine Corps. 
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Now, we have already covered that, sir. I will be happy to repeat it 
if you so desire. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, make it very brief. 

Colonel Cuamepers. Well, the Marine Corps cannot make promo- 
tions in their Reserve officers in the ranks of captains and majors for 
about 4 years unless they have a slightly higher percentage than they 
are presently allowed under the law. The amendment we propose as 
contained in our statement is that we would add a proviso to the 
present section in the law until July 1, 1950, permitting the Marine 
Corps to increase the percentum in the grade of major to 22 percent 
and in the grade of captain to 45 percent, with a corresponding reduc- 
tion in the combined percentages in first and second lieutenants. 

After about 4 years, this problem is out of the way, and this law is 
specifically limited to the necessary period. This is the amendment 
which Secretary Pratt recommended be adopted. 

Mr. Brooks. All right. Any questions on that? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Brooks. Take the next one, 3 (a). 

Colonel Cuampers. That was 3 (a), sir, we were discussing. 

Mr. Brooks. 3 (a) there. 

Colonel Cuampers. 3 (b), appearing on line 18, would authorize the 
Secretary of the Navy, when giving precepts or instructions to his 
selection boards, to be more definitive es just telling them to select a 
certain number of officers. There are a great many officers within the 
Navy who are general line officers but who in fact are specialists. 
They might be electronics men or they might have a specialty of some 
kind. 

This would permit the Secretary to indicate to the selection board 
that within those being considered, “I would like to have,” for 
the sake of example, “15 electronics specialists selected.” 

It permits not only the Navy to better meet its mobilization re- 
quirements, but also it will give the specialists in competition with 
general line officers a little better opportunity for promotion because 
they have a difficult time. 

Mr. Brooxs. That ought to be very easily understood, to me at least. 

Colonel Campers. On page 4, line 1—that is (c)—is strictly a 
typographical error in the law. It changes the word “ineligible” to 
“eligible.” That was a typographical error. 

Mr. Brooxs. All right. 

Colonel Cuampers. On line 4, subsection (d), it does two things, 
sir: It permits, in case of an administrative error resulting in an offi- 
cer’s name not going before a selection board, that when his name 
subsequently does go to a selection board, if selected, he will be pro- 
moted and given the same seniority that he would have had had his 
name not been withheld due to administrative error. 

The second part of that particular section says that if the Secre- 
tary, as he is entitled to do, would withhold a man’s name for cause, 
for two times, that that man would have been deemed to have failed 
of selection. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, now, hold on there. Suppose, then, through ad- 
ministrative error a man is not selected for promotion and then you 
correct that by giving him the promotion, how about his pay? You 
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admit you made an administrative error. Isn't he entitled to back 
pay, too? 

Colonel Cuamerrs. Well, sir, it says that he shall be entitled to the 
same date of rank and to pay allowances of the higher grade per- 
formed from the same date as if he had been selected by the board from 
which his name was withheld in error. 

Mr. Brooks. So that gives him back pay ¢ 

Colonel CuHampers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, are there many cases of that sort? 

Colonel Cuampers. Sir, I cannot speak to that, but there have been 
cases and they have been called to our attention, and that is why the 
language is suggested. It merely clarifies the language in the law 
now so that if it does happen, it can be taken care of. 

Mr. Devereux. What else did you say there about the Secretary 
withheld his name for cause and it was not presented to the selection 
board and if that were done twice, he would be considered as not hav- 
ing been selected 7 

Colonel Cuampers. If you will bear with me just a minute, here, 
I want to refresh my memory here. 

The subsection—I am reading from the Senate report at the moment 
on this particular point. This subsection also provides that an officer 
whose name is withheld from consideration from two selection boards 
for promotion shall be deemed to have failed twice for selection. 
The existing law provides that the name of any officer otherwise 
eligible for promotion or consideration for promotion may be with- 
held from consideration if the officer has failed to meet eligibility 
requirements described by the Secretary of the Navy. 

It is the business, sir, of earning points to entitle you to go before 
a selection board for promotion credits. It is the things which are 
written into law and regulations now. His name does not go up. 
This simply says if he doesn’t meet those requirements and his name 
is not sent up twice because of his failure to meet those requirements, 
then he will be deemed to have failed of selection. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, isn’t that first sentence in the present law? 

Colonel Cuampers. No, sir. As I understand it, Mr. Chairman— 
and perhaps someone from the Navy here can help me out on this par- 
ticular point—the fact that they don’t send his name up before the 
selection board for failure to meet their standards for consideration 
does not or is not deemed to be a failure of selection. So conceivably, 
you might have a man who does not meet their standards to go to 
the selection board. He would just be carried along almost indefi- 
nitely, even though he is not even eligible under their standards for 
consideration for selection. 

Mr. Brooks. Why should the Secretary withhold his name? Why 
shouldn’t that be left to the selection board ? 

Colonel Chambers. It is very seldom that a Marine turns around 
and says, “I need help from the Navy,” but with your permission, sir— 
can someone from the Navy give me a hand on this? 

Commander Ropinson. Yes: I can. 

Mr. Jounson. Can I ask a question right there, which you can an- 
swer at the same time, Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Brooks. Yes, 
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Mr. Jounson. I think we should understand just what this selec- 
tion process is. Who picks out the people that are to appear before 
the selection boards? Is that the Chief of Personnel or who is it? 

Colonel Cuampers. Well, the Reserve Officer Personnel Act, sir, for 
the Reserves and the Officer Personnel Act, for the Regular Estab- 
lishment, establishes not only the number but the time in which officers 
go before a selection board. That is the basic and general law. 

Now, in the case of Reserve officers, the Reserve Officer Personnel 
Act permits the Secretary to establish certain criteria 

Commander Rosrnson. That is right. 

Colonel] Cuampers. Which I think are called promotion credits or 
something of that nature, that they have to meet before they are 
deemed to be ready to go before the selection board. 

Now, there is no way that anybody sits down and says, “John Jones 
and Bill Smith and Mary Brown are going to go before a selection 
board.” There is not that choice, sir. That is prescribed in the law, 
as to when they must go. But there are certain standards in the case 
of the Reserve that they have to meet before they become eligible. 
Now, I would like—— 

Mr. Jounson. That is out of their efficiency 7 I suppose ¢ 

Commander Ropinson. My name is Commander Hugh Robinson, 
attached to the Bureau of Naval Personnel. 

Sir, every Reserve officer on inactive duty, before becoming eligible 
for consideration under regulations established by the Secretary, must 
earn an average of 24 promotion points a year, not to exceed a total 
of 144 points over the span in a particular rank before he can come up 
for consideration. 

He earns those points through participation in drills and through 
taking correspondence courses. 

Now, if he does not earn one-half of the total number of points 
prescribed, he cannot come before the board for selection. The law, 
I believe, takes care of that in stating that a person becomes eligible 
for consideration following the particular regulations prescribed by 
the Secretary. If the individual does not earn this half of his total 
required promotion points——- 

Mr. Brooks. In other words, 1214 points? 

Commander Rozinson. Twelve points per year; yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. Twelve points? 

Commander Ropinson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. If he earns more than 12 points, he goes before the 
board ? 

Commander Rortnson. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. If he earns fewer than 12 points, he doesn’t ? 

Commander Rorinson. That is correct. 

Mr. Brooxs. Now, a mistake may occur where the Secretary makes 
a mistake in tabulating his points; is that right ? 

Commander Rorirnson. That is a possibility. 

Mr. Brooks. If the Secretary makes a mistakes and tabulates 11 
points instead of 12, he doesn’t go before the board ? 

Commander Rorrnson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, would you correct that sort of error? 

Commander Ropinson. We would correct that sort of error. 

Mr. Devereux. I just want to make it clear, then, that the Secretary 
is not in fact a selection board ? 
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Commander Rortnson. No, he is not arbitrarily withholding the 
name of any person. The name of a person would be withheld only 
if he fails to make his required number of points. 

Mr. Devereux. That is clear enough, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Jounson. In other words, he sets the minimum that the man 
must attain to have his chance for a promotion ? 

Commmander Rosinson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jonson. That is what it amounts to? 

Mr. Brooks. You are selecting men now with as low as 12 points? 

Commander Ropninson. We are considering them for selection, Mr. 
Brooks. They then go before the board 

Mr. Brooks. Well, is the board selecting them ? 

Commander Rorprnson. The board selects them on their record. It 
looks over their entire record. 

Mr. Brooks. A man with only 12 points earned per year, average, 
is he seriously considered now for selection ¢ 

Commander Ropinson. He is given the same consideration, Mr. 
Chairman, that anybody else would have. 

Now, if he has not participated actively in Reserve programs, he 
naturally would probably not have the same chance of being selected 
as someone who had participated actively. 

Mr. Brooks. That is what I am asking you now. Is the board 
selecting people for promotion with as low as 12 points? 

Commander Rorinson. According to our latest statistics, they are, 
I believe, in some cases; yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. All right. 

Mr. Jomnson. In other words, a very brilliant young officer could 
have only 12 points, but certainly his record and what he did would 
show that he would be entitled to a promotion. 

Commander Rosrnson. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. Even though he participated the minimum amount 
in drills. 

Mr. Devereux. His civilian occupation might be such as to pre- 
vent him—— 

Commander Rorinson. That is right. 

Mr. Devereux. From participating 

Mr. Brooks. The point I was trying to establish was not the justice 
of it but what was happening. 

Commander Roprnson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Let’s go ahead with the next one. 

Colonel Campers. There is only one other section, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Colonel Campers. Dealing with the Navy, and that is the section 
which would validate—that appears on the bottom of page 4, line 
20—the actions of the selection boards that have met during this 
calendar year. : 

It is my understanding that in all the services, with the exception 
of the Army, where it was taken care of in the basic legislation, the 
lawyers believe that if we do not validate the action of those select 
boards, it will be necessary to reconsider the same officers. 


Mr. Brooks. That is the matter that Secretary Pratt was talking 
about ? 


Colonel CuAmpers. That is correct, sir. 
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Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Colonel CHamepers. Starting at the top of page 5 and line 3, you 
go into the technical amendments for the Air Force, which ‘are 
generally of the same character. 

Now, what has happened under the law as passed is simply this, 
that there is no recognition given toward a man who is serving in 
a higher temporary grade toward qualifying for permanent promo- 
tion to the next higher grade. In the case of the Army and the 
Air Force, very frequently you will have an officer cone in the 
AUS or AFUS structure in a higher temporary grade. this will 
simply allow that service to count toward qualifying him for the next 
higher rank in his promotion grade. 

After the effective date of this law, this problem does not occur. 
This will merely allow it to go back and give credit for such service 
in the past. 

And subsection 2 of that same section covers specifically the 
National Guard. 

Mr. Brooks. Any questions? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Brooks. Take the next one, now. 

Colonel Cuampers. On line 18, section 4 (b), due to the adminis- 
trative load that comes when you are considering large numbers of 
Reserve officers on inactive duty, it is necessary to have some leeway 
when an officer in effect, effects his promotion. 

This is a clarifying amendment to make it clear that if, due to 
administrative delay and whatnot, he does not meet the effective date 
of his promotion at the time which would let him keep the same 
relative standing, that he can be put back and made whole on the 
promotion list. 

Mr. Brooxs. You mean for some reason he delays in accepting pro- 
motion, he can correct the delay 4 

Colonel CHampers. Sir, that is just to overcome some of the diffi- 
culties that occur when they have a large volume of promotion in a 
given rank at a given time. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, give an instance of an officer who fails to accept 
his promotion, who would be entitled to help under this. 

Colonel Cuampers. Well, it would appear to be—again, I want to 
refer to the report, because they have some specific cases in there, 
J think. 

It would appear to be the type of case where they might have as 
many as 10,000, 15,000 Reserve lieutenants going to Reserve captains. 
In processing this thing, it might be many months before they finally 
get out, until they get to Bill Jones. Now, some of the others they 
might have gotten to quicker because a man could come in, take his 
examination and get accepted for promotion. 

Another man, however, who is in a more isolated station, cannot go 
through the necessary administrative detail to get it. This merely 
keeps him in the same relative position. 

Mr. Brooks. You mean to say he is not notified of promotion? 

Colonel Cuameers. He might be notified, but unable to accomplish 
the administrative steps to accept it. 

Mr. Brooxs. What does he have to do administratively to accept 
the promotion ? 
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Colonel Cuampers. As I understand it, sir, it is a question of in 
some cases physical examination or establishing the fact that he has 
met their requirements subsequent to his selection for promotion. 

Mr. Devereux. This would also take care of prisoners of war? 

Yolonel Cuampers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. Which I personally had a little trouble with. 
[ Laughter. | 

I couldn’t accept my promotion, Mr. Chairman. Therefore I did 
not get it. 

Mr. Brooks. Would this cover General Devereux? 

Colonel Campers. Yes, sir, except that this applies only to Re- 
serves. I don’t know whether it would or not. [Laughter.] 

Colonel Cuampers. But that situation did develop with Reserve 
officers, sir, during the war. 

Mr. Brooks. I think we understand that. 

Colonel Cuampers. Now, on page 6, starting on line 3, in the 
present definitions of the law it does not give clear enough recognition 
for constructive service. This does not change the intent of the 
present law but makes it clear that when you are talking about the 
service of an officer, it includes the constructive service that was given 
him by virtue of having been a doctor, for instance, or having been in 
the professions where you give constructive service toward total 
service. 

It is my understanding that that one is a purely technical thing, to 
satisfy some of the legal questions that have arisen. 

Mr. Brooxs. What is the next? 

Colonel Cuampers Now, on line 9, the act is being amended to make 
it clear that second lieutenants may be promoted to first lieutenant 
if vacancies exist. You can promote a second lieutenant to that unit 

vacancy or that vacancy if he has served his 3 years. 

Mr. Brooks. Which are you talking about now? 

Colonel Cuampers. On page 

Mr. Brooks. 6, line 9. 

Colonel Cuampers. On page 6, line 12—no, line 9. 

Mr. Brooks. 9? 

Colonel Cuampers. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Where does it say second lieutenant on page 6? 

Colonel Cuampers. Well, we have to go to the bill for that, sir. 
That is amending section 506. 

Mr. Brooks. Striking out subsection (a) thereof and striking 
out (b). 

Colonel CuAmpers. 506 (a), the way it reads at the present time, 
sir, says a Reserve officer in the grade of second lieutenant may not 
be promoted to or federally recognized in the next higher grade until 
he has completed 3 years of pr omotion service in the ‘grade of second 
lieutenant. That is the way the law reads at the moment. 

Now, this particular technical amendment here, taken in connection 
with the one that appears on line 15, provides that a Reserve officer 
in the grade of second lieutenant may be promoted to the permanent 
grade of first lieutenant prior to the completion of 3 years of promo- 
tion service where vacancies exist in the unit and under regulations 
to be established by the appropriate secretary. Because there are 
going to be many times where you have a job for a first lieutenant 
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within the units. This would merely give the Secretary authority 
to fill that vacancy. 

Mr. Ducanver. Actually, this language is on line 19, isn’t it? 

Colonel Cuampers. There are two amendments that deal with this, 
9 and 10, as I recall, Duke. It is the amendment appearing on 9 and 
15 that have to be taken together to accomplish this purpose. 

Mr. Brooxs. You mean line 15? 

Colonel Cuampers. Yes, sir, line 15, on page 6, and line 9, on page 6. 
Those are the two amendments taken together to accomplish this 
particular purpose. 

Now that, you see, sir, that same type of authority exists for the 
Regular Establishment, too, the ability to advance a second lieutenant 
ahead of his completion of 3 years service. 

Mr. Brooks. All right. 

Now, let’s take that (e). 

Colonel Cuampers. That is a drafting change, sir, following that 
same line. 

Now, let me check that one for you, sir, what it is doing. 

The purpose of this particular change is to give effect to subsection 
4 (b), which we have already considered up there. That is the busi- 
ness of protecting a man to make sure that he doesn’t lose out in his 
relative standing. This change is a technical change to bring the 
section references in line with the change we have already considered 
in 4 (b). 

Mr. Brooks. All right, what is the next one? 

Colonel CHamperrs. The next one, sir, is—— 

Mr. Brooks. (c). 

Colonel Cuampers. Right down at the bottom of the page, 4 (g). 

Mr. Brooks. How about (c)? We didn’t cover (c). 

Colonel Cuampers. That comes under 4 (f), starting on line 15, 
sir. 

Mr. Brooks. That is part of (f) ? 

Colonel Cuampers. Yes, sir, that is part of (f). 

Mr. Brooks. All right. 

Colonel CHampers. Now, the next amendment starts on line 25, 
and this amendment, sir, is an amendment suggested by the Air 
National Guard to make sure that the provisions in the existing law 
which provide for accelerated promotions where there is a need for 
it does not apply to the Reserve officers of the Air National Guard. 
They are afraid that you would promote their pilots—their lieutenants 
who are pilots—too fast and that they would be losing the benefit of 
those lieutenants for the period of time that they want them in their 
Air National Guard s Ae Baty 

This was not in the bill as introduced. It was suggested by the Air 
National Guard and the Air Force and was put in by the Senate. 

And in our explanation on it, sir—well, I think I have given it 
clearly enough. 

It is a device to see that the accelerated promotion procedures, as 
unlike the normal promotion procedures, are not applied to the pilots 
of the Air National Guard. 

Mr. Devereux. Well, is that to take care of the fear that pilots 
might be promoted out of a squadron ? 

Colonel CHampers. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Ducanper. This is the Reckord amendment. 

Colonel CHampers. Congressman Devereux, not—Well, the Air 
National Guard wants their pilots to be considered as a part of the 
normal promotion procedures. They don’t want to have a lot of 
people who are losing ground to their contemporaries in other services. 
But there are features in ROPA that permit accelerated promotion 
under certain circumstances. This takes the Air National Guard out 
from under that accelerated promotion program so that they will not 
have their pilots promoted out too fast. 

Mr. Devereux. This meets with the approval of the Air National 
Guard ¢ 

Colonel Cuamprrs. It was suggested by the Air National Guard, 
sir, and recommended by the Air Force. 

Mr. Jounson. They want the same pattern of promotion as the 
regulars, that is all, isn’t it ? 

Colonel Cuampers. No, sir, this is a little different. It is the busi- 
ness of retaining an Air National Guard squadron—their pilots, 
that they have great difficulty coming by, that is, protecting them 
against any sudden accelerated promotion program in the Reserves 
generally, which could happen, which could come. 

To be quite candid, sir, 1 would suspect that academically the 
Reserve Officers Association would oppose this on theory, but as a 
practical expedient to meet the problem of the Air National Guard, 
we have no objection to it at all. We o along with it. 

Mr. Brooks. You say the Reserve Officers Association opposes this? 

Colonel CHamprrs. No, sir. I say as a matter of theory, we be- 
lieve that all Reserve officers, sir, and the Air National Guard are a 
part of the Reserve officer structure, spelled with a small “r”—we 
would think that all Reserve officers should be under the same general 
laws governing promotion. Conceivably, theoretically we would op- 
pose this, but we are not doing it because the Air National Guard 
has convinced us that the immediate effect of it might be to promote 
out of the Air National Guard at too rapid a rate some of their pilots. 
So we think it is a very proper amendment to the bill that we sug- 
gested originally. 

Mr. Brooxs. All right. Go ahead with the next one. 

Colonel Cuampers. Now, sir, this next one, starting on line 7, is 
an amendment to ease the administrative load within the Air Force— 
and we have a similar amendment for the Army that we will dis- 
cuss later—to make it clear that where an officer is serving in a rank 
lower than his rank to which he is promoted in the Reserve—that 
that officer does not have to be contacted by the Department and get 
an affirmative decision that, “Yes, I want to stay on active duty in 
this lower grade.” He gets his Reserve promotion all right. But 
under the law as it is now written, the Air Force has to write every 
one of these officers and go through a lot of administrative procedures 
in order to have him say that he wants to stay on active duty. 

This merely reverses it and says if he is promoted to a higher rank, 
unless he comes in and says, “I want to go off active duty,” and they 
have a 6-month period in here, they will give him 6 months to do 
it, that he will be deemed or he will be actually considered to have 
accepted an appointment in the lower rank. 
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Now, that lower rank is actually the grade in which he is serving at 
the time he gets a Reserve promotion out here on the inactive list. 
It is an administrative device pure and simple, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. Let’s take a specific example. 

Colonel CHampers. Yes, sir. There might be a man who has had 
a permanent rank of captain in the Air Force Reserve serving on active 
duty as a captain. And he is a captain, an AUS rank. He is pro- 
moted. He comes under the mandatory promotion provision of this 
bill, and he is promoted to major in the Reserve. However, the Air 
Force doesn’t have a slot for him as a major on active duty. 

Now, at the present time he can elect whether he wants to leave the 
service, go off active duty, give up his job, if you will, go back and 
accept his Reserve commission, or continue to serve on active duty 
as a captain, unless temporarily promoted at a later time. But in 
order for the Air Force to ascertain that, Mr. Chairman, they have 
to write him and go through a great deal of administrative difficulty 
to get an affirmative answer out of him. 

ll this does is reserve the procedure. A man gets his promotion 
in the Reserve. He is notified of that promotion. Now, unless he 
comes to the Air Force and says, “I want to go home,” and they give 
him 6 months to do that, he will be considered to have accepted a new 
appointment as a captain on active duty in the AFUS, the Air Force 
of the United States. 

Mr. Brooks. In the Reserve appointment as major ? 

Colonel Cuamepers. Yes, sir. 

Now, this problem, as you know, applies only to the Army and Air 
Force. The Navy does not have the different ranks. 

Mr. Brooks. Don’t you go back, then, to the dual rank? He is a 
major and a captain, too. That is one thing we have been trying to 
find ourselves clear on. Doesn’t that get us right back into it? 

Colonel CHampers. No, sir; this does not go right back into it. 
We have it now, Mr. Brooks. And there are thousands of officers, 
as you know, who are serving on active duty in less than a Reserve 
hank or maybe promoted in their Reserve rank to a higher grade. 
The business of dual ranks stems from very basic personnel laws per- 
taining to the Army and the Air Force. Someday, I am sure, they 
will be coming in for an overhaul, and when that time comes I am 
sure the Reserve legislation will be modified accordingly. 

Mr. Brooxs. You may make it easier here to have the dual rank, 
though, don’t you think? 

Colonel Cuampers. No, sir; no, sir. The dual rank he is going to 
have anyway, under the law now or under this change. This merely 
makes it easier for the Air Force to determine what his wishes are 
about staying on or going off active duty. It does not change the 
substantive matter at all. 

Mr. Brooxs. What is the next one? 

Colonel Cuampers. The next one, starting on line 23, is an amend- 
ment similar to the one we have previously discussed for the Army 
in section 33, which would prevent a doctor or somebody with obli- 
gated service going or using the device of being promoted given a 
higher promotion in the Reserve and of using that as a device to be 
relieved from his obligated service. We have already discussed that 
for the Army section, sir. This is a similar thing. 
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Mr. Brooks. All right. What is the next? 

Colonel Campers. Now, the next one, starting on line 11 of 
page 8—— 

Mr. Devereux. Wait a minute. May I say 

Colonel Cuampers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. You say “obligated service.” Now, that refers ver 
specifically to the doctors, or how about those people who have made 
a contract to serve? 

Colonel CuHampers. It would cover the contract man, too, sir. In 
other words, anybody who has an obligation to serve may not use the 
fact of the other features of this law, that he has been given a higher 
promotion in Reserve status, that he may not use that as an excuse 
to be relieved of his contract or to cut his obligatory time short. 

Mr. Devereux. Thank you. 

Colonel CHampers. On line 11, sir, page 8, the purpose of that 
amendment is to make certain that a Reserve officer in the Air Force 
who exercises this 6 months’ delay in making a decision—that if he at 
the end of 5 months or 514 months decides that he is going to go back 
home in order to take advantage of his higher Reserve grade—this 
makes it clear that he is not entitled to the pay and allowances of 
the higher rank, which in fact he has never accepted. But it just 
makes it clear that he has no claim against the Government for 


nigee Rey. 
r. Brooxs. Allright. Let’s take the next one. 

Colonel Cuampers. Mr. Chairman, the next two amendments I want 
to call particularly to your attention. 

The one starting on line 19, page 8, and line 1, page 9, you earlier 
asked Mr. Pratt why there was urgency back of this bill. Unfortu- 
nately, when the Reserve Officer Personnel Act was considered, the 
Air Force did not ask for the same time to work out this business of 
establishing what amounts to a forced attrition program for their 
reservists. I am sure, sir—I will be very greatly surprised if all 
Members of Congress haven’t had something in writing from some 
of their constituents on this particular point. The Army seeks—the 
Navy and Marine Corps are taken care of in a different way. 

The Army section has 5 years leeway before they go to the very 
restrictive aspects designed to improve your Reserve structure, which 
is a forced attrition program. . 

The Air Force did not ask for that leeway when the bill was being 
enacted originally. These two amendments merely give to the Air 
Force 5 years to work out these problems. It delays, just as the Army 
has been, and the Marine Corps and the Navy, for 5 years the time 
when these forced attrition things have to go into effect. 

Now, it is my understanding, sir, that if this is not on the books by 
June 30 or if there is not some type of saving clause worked in in the 
event we conceivably do not get it through the legislative process, 
that there will be many thousands of rather well-qualified Reserve 
officers forced out of the Reserve. 

Mr. Brooks. That applies to not only the Air Force but the other 
services, too. 

Colonel Campers. But they have this 5-year saving clause, sir, 
in the other sections. 

Mr. Brooxs. Yes. 





55066—55—No. 21——4 











4118 


Colonel Cuampers. But the Air Force unfortunately did not ask 
for it, and now it is our understanding that they are very anxious to 
have it. They already had notices of separation out, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooxs. Well, will this help other than Air Force officers? 

Colonel Cuampers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. It will? 

Colonel Cuampers. Oh, this particular section ? 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Colonel Cuampers. No, sir. The others are covered by specific lan- 
guage in the original law. It is only the Air Force title that did not 
have this section in it. 

Mr. Devereux. How about the Air National Guard and the Na- 
tional Guard ? 

Colonel Cuampers. Yes, sir; that is taken care of by this amend- 
ment, because the section it is amending in the original act covers 
both the Air National Guard and the Reserves. 

Mr. Devereux. That was another point that Reckord brought up. 

Mr. Ducanper. I didn’t know about that point. But it definitely 
does cover the Air National Guard. 

Colonel Cuampers. Yes, very definitely. 

Mr. Brooks. All right. 

Colonel Cuampers. Now, on page 9, the amendment starting on 
line 8 is the one I mentioned earlier that was recommended by the 
Air National Guard, and for a temporary period of time it protects 
those civilian employees of the Air National Guard who are handling 
maintenance matters and things of that kind for the air squadrons. 
It permits them not to be forced out by the compulsory promotion 
features. They will be forced out for cause or for physical disability 
or if they fail of selection. But the age and grade features are not 
going to apply to that group of civilian employees who are on the 
rolls of the Air National Guard at the time of the enactment of this 
act. And this amendment was suggested by the Air National Guard 
and approved by the Air Force. It was an amendment to the act that 
was considered originally by the Senate, and we are completely in 
accord with it. 

Mr. Devereux. I don’t quite follow you. Can you give an example 
of that? 

Colonel Cuampers. Yes, sir, I believe so. Within the Air National 
Guard there are in each of the squadrons people who are a member of 
that squadron. They are part of the Air National Guard. But they 
are performing civilian duties. They are hired as civilians by the 
National Guard Bureau, and are within the State and they are work- 
ing as civilians in maintenance matters and other matters dealing 
with the work of the squadron. If that squadron were mobilized, 
they would go right with the squadron. 

Now—— 

Mr. Devereux. As an officer? 

Colonel Cuampers. Well, whatever their rank is. This particular 
bill deals only with officers, sir, but the same principle is applicable of 
course to your enlisted men. 

We have established in the basic bill mandatory provisions to keep 
your flow of people through your reserve structure. This takes those 
civilians, most of them who are highly skilled, out from under those 
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mandatory eee if they were in the employ of the guard at the 
time the bill is enacted. 

Now, in the future the guard will hire those people with these pro- 
visions in mind and they don’t worry about it. They just don’t want 
to be forced to lose a lot of people simply because they are a little over- 
age in grade at the peopent time. 

Mr. Derverrux. They couldn’t take them along now. I mean in 
case of mobilization, they would have to have military status. 

Colonel Campers. That is correct, sir. If we forced them out of 
the guard, sir, then they could not be mobilized unless there is some 
ledgerdemain at the time of a general mobilization. I believe you 
will find that—well, it is the Air National Guard, primarily, but I 
think General Reckord also had some interest in this one. 

Mr. Brooxs. These are officers, you say ? 

Colonel Cuampers. This particular group, yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. Yes. And they are serving as civilians? 

Colonel Cuampers. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. Now, how did they come in—as a civilian ? 

Colonel Cuampers. Well, the chances are, sir, that they were com- 
missioned in the National Guard, earned their commission in the 
National Guard in the normal way. One of them might for the sake 
of argument be an aviation engineer or a top maintenance man or 
something of that kind or a radio man. He might be a lieutenant or 
he might be a captain. 

Mr. Brooks. If you are going to commission them, why do you em- 
ploy them as civilians? 

Colone! Campers. Well, sir, that is their civilian job. But what 
they do, Mr. Brooks—that is what they do for a living. What they 
do is hire these people as civilians. Then they also have to be qualified 
and be in the guard. Then when that squadron is mobilized, these 
civilians are mobilized right along with the squadron. 

Mr. Jounson. Well, during the time they are working as civilian 
specialists or whatever they are, they still go to the guard meeting once 
a week or whenever it is / 

Colonel Cuampers. Oh, yes, sir, weekend training, I would imagine 
of the squadron. 

Mr. Brooks. Why would the age in grade force them out of civilian 
employment ? 

Colonel Cuampers. No, sir, you are not forcing them out of civilian 
employment, sir. You are forcing them out of the guard, which 
means they are no longer in that squadron if it is mobilized. 

Mr. Brooks. Why does that effect their civilian status? 

Colonel Cuampers. It doesn’t, sir. It affects their status within 
the National Guard squadron, and if that squadron is mobilized, they 
want to have civilians working for them who are a part of the squad- 
ron, you see, and will go right with them. If they are forced out 

Mr. Brooks. They won’t be able to draft them, I mean, figuratively 
and not actually, but call them in event of mobilization on active duty 
as a military man? 

Colonel Cuampers. No, sir, if they have been separated and are 
out of the Reserve or put on the retired list, if qualified by failure of 
selection—well, they will still be covered on that. Because they hit 
the mandatory age requirements. 
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Mr. Brooxs. Well, that is why they will lose their military status, 
perhaps? 

Colonel Cuampers. That is right. 

Mr. Brooxs. But that wouldn’t affect their civilian status? 

Colonel Cuampers. That is right. They could continue to work 
there, but the guard doesn’t want that, sir. They want that man 
working there to be a member, an active member of the squadron, so 
when it is mobilized, he will go right with them. 

Mr. Brooks. It seems to me they ought to be in as military men. 

Mr. Devereux. That is what they want. 

Mr. Brooks. No, they don’t. They want to continue their employ- 
ment as civilians. 

Colonel Cuampers. I think I see your point, Mr. Brooks. What 
you are saying is it might be better if they were ordered to active duty 
and paid as military men? 

Mr. Brooks. Correct. 

Colonel Cuampers. Perhaps that is so. But that is a solution 
apparently that the military has never taken on this. We had this 
in the National Guard ground forces, I know, also, that type of man. 

Mr. Brooks. You are employing them as civilians and yet you are 
giving them a commission because they are employed as civilians. 

Colonel Cuampers. I think, sir, it may be the reverse. I think it 
may be that the man already had his commission but he is also qualified 
to do the civilian job that needs to be done and they hire him because 
of that reason. 

Mr. Brooks. At least we are now—I don’t know whether the chicken 
followed the egg or the egg the chicken, but the two could go together 
here, it seems to me. 

Colonel Cuampbers. I agree. I do think, sir, that this particular 
provision which is not designed to do anything other than to protect 
that particular group—and in the future whatever the change the 
Congress might make in that setup will not be affected by this. 

Mr. Brooxs. This is temporary anyway. 

Colonel Cuampers. Sir? 

Mr. Brooks. This is temporary anyway. 

Colonel Cuampers. That is correct, sir. 

It will run out as these people who are presently in their employ 
retire from their civilian occupations or their military status, one 
or the other. 

Mr. Brooks. What is the next one? 

Mr. Devereux. Well, may I ask one more question, Mr. Chairman? 

Supposing they had a National Guard officer that they wanted to 
keep on. He would be facing separation from the service because 
of age. Could they then hire him as a civilian and bring him in under 
this provision ? 

Colonel Cuampers. This particular individual, sir, is already hired 
as a Civilian. 

Mr. Devereux. Already? All right, thank you. 

Mr. Brooks. But they would have to fire him unless we put this 
here ? 

Colonel Cuampers. That is correct. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Allright. What is the next one? 
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Colonel Cuampers. Well, the next one, sir—it is the business of 
validating prior selection boards, which we have already discussed, 
for the Air Force. 

It is the same problem we discussed in connection with all services, 
as Mr. Pratt mentioned. 

On the bottom of the page 9, starting on line 25, the next 3 amend- 
ments pertain to the reserve of the Coast Guard. 

The first amendment, which appears on page—it actually starts 
there on line 25 of page 9, but the substance of it starts on line 3 of 
page 10. 

Within the regular Coast Guard they have general officers and spe- 
cial duty officers. 

The special duty officers frequently under the laws pertaining to 
the Coast Guard are retarded or may be retarded in ghey asc 

Frequently they are former enlisted men who can’t go above a cer- 
tain rank. 

In some cases they are in lines of duty where the promotion comes 
slower than their general line officers. 

This section is to make sure that a general line officer of the Reserve 
is not tied to an officer who is in a retarded promotion status within 
the Coast Guard. 

It was suggested to the Senate committee by the Coast Guard. It 
was recommended to the committee by the Coast Guard. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Is there a Coast Guard representative here this 
morning or are you representing them ? 

Colonel Cuampers. Apparently, Mr. Van Zandt, all I am trying 
to do is explain each of the sections of the bill, but I think if you 
will check the Senate record, sir, you will find that they recommended 
all three of these amendments. 

I don’t think that, sir. I know that. 

Mr. Brooks. Is there anybody here from the Coast Guard? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Brooks. I see nobody at all. 

Mr. Ducanper. No, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. All right. 

Colonel Cuampers. I have a copy of the Senate record, sir, if you 

would like for me to refer to it. But I can assure you this was in 
writing submitted to the Senate committee as suggested amendments 
by the ‘Coast Guard. 
On line 16, page 10, this is to make sure that a man must accept 
his appointment to a promotion before he becomes entitled to pay. 
The Qoast Guard feels that the present law is a little cloudy on that 
and they call this a clarifying amendment to make sure that this situa- 
tion prevailed. 

On line 23, page 10, you start the amendment validating the selec- 
tion boards of the Coast Guard. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in addition to those amendments, there are 
five amendment that we have suggested for the Army and which 
Mr. Pratt testified had been cleared by the Army and which they 
desire. 

These amendments unfortunately were not received or considered 
early enough by the Senate to be included in the bill. 
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They are practically identical in purpose with those we have dis- 
cussed for the Air Force. They are before you in a mimeographed 
sheet marked “Appendix A.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like to call your attention to the fact 
that there is one typographical error on that sheet. 

The first amendment reads: “Section 302 (f).” 

It should have following that “(1).” 

Now that first amendment suggested is to refine or make clear the 
promotion service proposition for the Army. 

They say that they have in their administrative setup delays that 
might run as long as 2 years before a man, who has been selected 
actually gets promoted. 

Now in order to make sure that this man eventually gets his promo- 
tion, and in the case of the Army he gets it as of a proper date, they 
give him what they call promotion eligibility. 

They give him a date which establishes his promotional eligibility. 
So he does not lose any relative standing when he is finally promoted. 

However, in the meantime, you see, they want—and this amendment 
will make it possible to do it—to let that credit or that service count 
toward the service he has to put in in order to be considered for his 
next rank when it comes along. 

So in effect what they frequently do administratively is to give a 
man a delayed promotion with the same date of rank. 

This will merely permit that time to be counted toward his eligi- 
bility for a promotion to the next higher grade. 

It also—— 

Mr. Brooks. It would be better to just speed up the process 

Colonel CHamperrs. Yes, sir. 

But I have a great deal of sympathy for some of these promotion 
problems of the Army where at one time they might have as many as 
20,000 or 25,000 cases to process in a very short period of time. 

That is the only reason, sir, I understand. It is due to the admin- 
istrative delays. 

We would like to see them, of course, be handled more expeditiously. 
But we do believe this will make it possible to clean up one of the 
situations which is plaguing them at the moment. 

And this amendment also permits them to credit service in other 
branches of the military service, which now they can’t do under the 
law as it stands. 

Mr. Jonnson. Sir, what was that correction—302 (f)—what was 
the number you gave? 

Colonel CHampers. It is 302 (f) (1). 

Now their second amendment would give the Secretary of the Army 
authority to withhold the promotion of an officer who is under investi- 
gation or against whom there are court-martial proceedings in process 
and if as a result of that investigation or the court-martial action the 
Secretary deems that this officer’s name should be removed from the 
recommended list, this would give him authority to do it. 

They do not believe they have that authority at the moment and 
it would appear that they certainly should have. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Is there a precedent for this? 

Colonel Cuampers. Sir? 

Mr. Van Zanor. Is there a precedent for this? 
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Colonel Cuampers. It can be done in the regular services. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. That is the reason I asked the question. 

Colonel Cuampers. That is right. 

What we are trying to do, and we are all trying to do, is get this 
pattern as nearly as possible after the Regular Army. 

Mr. Van Vanpt. That is the practice of the regular service? 

Colonel Cuampers. The Secretary has the authority to remove from 
the recommended list a man who is under investigation or a court- 
martial. 

Now the third amendment that they suggest : Insert the words 
“Other than the Judge Advocate General’s Corps.” 

After the words “Special Branch” and then they change a lot of 
section numbers. 

Now the reason for that, sir, is this: When the Reserve Officer 
Personnel Act was enacted, within the Army the JAG Corps had 
separate promotion procedure and a separate promotion list. 

ow subsequent to the adoption of Ropa last year that has been 
changed. And the Judge Advocate Corps is considered right along 
with line officers for promtion. 

This merely again puts the procedure for the Reserves in the same 
operating procedures as for the Regular officer. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, may I ask him a question ? 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Mr. Devereux. To go back to that other proposition where a person 
who is under investigation or court-martial—his name is removed 
from the promotion list, but if the charges are not substantiated then 
he does go back into his regular position ? 

Colonel Cuampers. Yes, sir. tt is my understanding that his name 
is either submitted to the same board if it is still in section or to a 
subsequent board and if he is selected he maintains his same relative 
standing. 

Is that correct, sir? 

Colonel Cutrer. That is correct. He would be removed until after 
the court-martial proceedings had been completed and then if the 
results of the court-martial investigation indicates in the opinion of 
the Secretary that he should be removed from the list, then he will 
have the authority to remove him under this provision. 

Mr. Devereux. Well, he would not have been promoted, then ? 

Colonel Cutter. No, sir. 

The Secretary would have authority to delay him while he is under 
investigation and then after the investigation or court-martial is 
completed then he might remove him if it was considered desirable. 

Mr. Devereux. But if the charges were not substantiated and he 
had been selected, then he would go right back to his regular place 
on the list ? 

Colonel Currer. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. Thank you. 

Colonel CHampers. The next amendment. or No. 4 recommendation 
for the Army, deals with officers who have failed and are required to 
be separated, that is after failure of selection the second time. 

This snecifies that they may have 90 days to remove an officer from 
the Reserve if he is within the Zone of the Interior or if he is not on 
active drty. and normally he is in the Zone of the Interior, and if he is 
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on active duty it gives him 120 days before he has to be put out of the 
Reserve, because many of these will be Reserve officers who are on 
active duty serving overseas and they want at least 4 months to get him 
home and get him « out in an orderly ‘fashion, which I understand is the 
same that they are doing for Regular officers at the present time. 

Now the last amendment, ‘except for a deletion to make it con- 
sistent, is their No. 5, which is designed for the Army to make their 
administrative procedures more simple, just like we did for the Air 
Force, in the case of an officer who is given a promotion higher—who 
is given a promotion in the Reserve higher than the rank in which he 
is serving on active duty. 

The Army will deem that man to have accepted the appointment in 
the lower rank unless he tells him to the contrary. They do not give 
him the 60 days to make the election. 

It is slightly different from the Air Force in that regard. 

Again, ‘it is a matter of, as Mr. Brooks pointed out, of not making 
it easier to have dual status, but to merely clarify the administrative 
procedures to determine what his decision is. 

And the second part of that amendment is the same matter of ob- 
ligatory service, making sure that a man who has or an officer who 
has obligatory time may not use the time that he has received a higher 

temporary promotion as an excuse not to discharge the balance of his 
obligatory service. 

Mr. Devereux. You mean a higher Reserve ? 

Mr. Brooks. Is that permissible ? 

Colonel Cuampers. You see, under the Reserve Officer Personnel 
Act, he must be considered for promotion when he has certain time in 
grade and meet certain standards. 

Now he gets a promotion. Now we do not want—and he is per- 
mitted to make an election as normally he would be permitted to make 
an election, whether he wants to continue to serve on active duty in a 
lower rank or go off active duty and then have his permanent rank in 
the Reserve. 

Already certain officers—your doctors, again, and those under con- 
tract and people of that kind—who have this obligated service. 

This is to make certain that they can’t use this same device as a 
means of discharging that obligated service and going home before 
they served all their time. 

Mr. Brooks. Suppose you have a Reserve officer on contract ? 

That is permissible now, is it, that you still use contracts? 

Colonel Cuameers. Well, it certainly is permissible. 

In fact, it is the law. It is also a fact that only two of the services 
are doing it. 

Mr. Brooxs. Suppose he is on contract and he fails in selection for 
promotion ¢ 

Then is he relieved of the obligation of his contract and released 
from service ? 

Colonel Cuampers. No, sir. That will make it impossible for him— 
wait a minute. I want to be careful on that. 

What would happen—of course you do not have contracts in the 
Army. You have what you call categories. 

Colonel Currer. What we are referring to there is the contractual 
agreements of ROTC graduates. 
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Colonel Cuampers. That is right. 

Colonel Currer. They have an agreement under law to serve 2 years 
on active duty. Under present procedures they may not be called to 
active duty immediately upon graduation, if they volunteer to defer 
such active duty for a period of a year or 18 months or up to 24 months. 

Now, under that situation, it is possible whereby a second lieutenant 
who has graduated from ROTC could come on active duty and be con- 
sidered for promotion in his permanent grade 1 year after he has come 
on active duty, but he is not yet ready for his AUS promotion, his 
temporary promotion in the active forces. 

Now this would simply say or prevent him from requesting and 
getting relief from active duty. 

He would have to complete his obligated period of service. He could 
still be promoted in the Reserve. 

We are not going to keep that from him. He will still get that. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, he has an obligation in the Reserve. 

If he is not promoted in the Reserve, would you select him out # 

Colonel Currer. No, sir. 

If he has the obligated period of service, he would have to continue 
for 8 years, unless he is removed for cause or some other reason. 

Mr. Brooxs. Regardless—these selection boards may be all right for 
the promotion, but if you fail to promote him what do you do with 
that officer ? 

Colonel Currer. This person with an 8-year obligated service? 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Colonel Currer. He is retained in active status, sir, and he may be 
retained on active duty as long as he meets active duty 

Mr. Brooxs. Under this law don’t we permit them to get out 
whether they fail in selection ? 

Colonel Currer. Not if he has this obligated period of service. 

Mr. Brooks. What rank does he serve in? 

Colonel Currer. He will continue to serve as second lieutenant. In 
the case, extreme case, he would have to serve possibly 6 more months 
before he would get his AUS promotion to first lieutenant, at which 
time he would be immediately promoted—well, then he would be 
serving in his Reserve grade. 

He would have his Reserve grade all along, first lieutenant. 

Mr. Brooks. So an officer like that in the Reserve with an obligated 
period of 8 years, if he is not selected for promotion he continues to 
serve in the same rank, then? 

Colonel Currer. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Now under ROPA, aren’t we trying to insist that they 
go up or be released ? 

Colonel Cuampers. Excuse me, sir. 

Perhaps I am confused. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Colonel Cuampers. Yes. But I believe there is a little confusion 
here and it could well be with me. I believe that what the chairman 
is talking about: have his 8 years obligated service, that is active duty 
and Reserve service combined. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Colonel Campers. The obligated service we are referring to here, 
sir, in this bill and what this amendment is aimed at is that period 
that he has to serve on active duty. 
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Mr. Brooks. Obligated active service ? 

Colonel CHampers. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. Yes. But I was trying to reach, too, a little further, 
since you brought that point up, to find ont what really is his status. 

We are trying to build up a system of promotions here which 
requires the elimination of those that are not eligible for promotion. 

Now what happens to a man with an obligated period of Reserve 
service who is not selected for promotion ? 

Colonel CHampers. Well, correct me if I am wrong on this, Colonel, 
that there is no selection from second to first lieutenant. 

In other words, that is based on 3 years, and in the Regular service 
as well as the Reserve, a second lieutenant unless otherwise promoted 
for other reasons, will be promoted at the end of 3 years’ service. 

So there is no failure of selection. 

Then he comes up for his captaincy, when, at the end of his seventh 
year. 

Colonel Currer. That would be 7 years. 

Colonel Cuampers. All right. 

So at the end of a total of 7 years, Mr. Brooks, he would be con- 
sidered for the first time for promotion to captain. That is the first 
time he comes under the gun for selection. 

Now if he fails of selection the first time, then he gets one more 
shot at it. 

Mr. Brooks. That is another year? 

Colonel Cuampers. By that time there will be 8 or 9 years have 
passed. So his obligated service is out of the way. 

Mr. Brooks. You do not face that with that type? 

Colonel CuAmpers. No, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. You might face it, though, with a man whom you 
‘alled into active service under contract? 

Colonel Cuameprrs. Well, that is correct. A man who has con- 
tracted to serve on active duty—and this amendment, sir, is intended 
to bea restriction. It is intended to prevent the man who under other 
aspects of ROPA is entitled to his promotion. 

It is intended to say that he cannot use that as an excuse to cut 
out his obligated active duty service—reduce it. 

Mr. Brooks. And he will continue at his same rank? 

Colonel Cuampers. That is correct. 

Mr. Brooks. If he is not selected for promotion ? 

Colonel Cuampbers. That is right. Now, Mr. Chairman, that ends 
the amendments. The next one is merely a deletion of a paragraph 
to make it consistent with the amendment to section 303, it, I believe, 
it was that we have already considered. 

I would expect, Mr. Chairman, you would have had a much more 
lucid and complete explanation of these various sections had the service 
representatives covered them, but I hope that the somewhat general 
explanation I have given will be helpful. 

Mr. Brooks. Now are there any further witnesses? 

Mr. Ducanpver. No, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. The Secretary left. 

If there are no further witnesses. The bill is clear to everybody. 

Mr. Van Zanvt. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 
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What is the status of the Department of Defense proposal for some 
kind of a separation pay for this group of officers ? 

Colonel Cuampers. The bill was introduced, sir, and is presently 
pending before this committee. I do not know which subcommittee 
it has been referred to. Is it your committee, Mr. Ducander? 

Mr. Ducanper. Which one is that? 

Colonel Cuampers. This is rehabilitation and readjustment pay. 

Mr. Ducanper. It will go to Mr. Brooks’ subcommittee. 

Colonel Cuampers. It is before this subcommittee, sir, and we 
earnestly hope 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Why couldn’t we attach it to this bill? 

Colonel Cuampers. We had a practical problem, sir. This bill has 
passed the Senate and there are at least two features in our opinion 
und in the opinion of the lawyers have to be on the books before 
June 30. 

It is our understanding that the Senate, who is thoroughly con- 
versant with the amendments suggested here, are not going to ask 
for a conference. So that I would suspect that we might seriously 
affect these amendments, if we tacked it on. But I certainly could 
not fail to take advantage of the opportunity of urging the fastest 
possible consideration of that legislation. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, thank you very much, Mr. Chambers. 

What is the pleasure of the committee in reference to this? 

We have two more bills, by the way, and we have to adjourn at noon. 

Mr. Devereux. I move its adoption as amended. 

Mr. Jounson. I second it. 

Mr. Brooks. You heard the motion and duly seconded. Any 
objection ? 

If not, so ordered. It will be reported to the full committee. Mr. 
Ducander will explain it to the full committee. [Laughter.] 

(Whereupon, at 11:45 p. m. the committee proceeded to further 
business. ) 























FULL COMMITTEE HEARINGS ON H. R. 46, H. R. 1459, S. 1139, H. R. 
5623, S. 107, H. R. 4717, H. R. 1151, S. 800, S. 804, S. 802, S. 933, H. R. 
4218, S. 1137, H. R. 4886, H. R. 5000, H. R. 5269, H. R. 5270, H. R. 
6601, S. 2078, H. J. RES. 251, H. R. 6726 


Houser or REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., June 15, 19568. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman, 
presiding. 

The CHatrMan. Let the committee come to order. 

Members of the committee, as you know, the House meets at 11 
o'clock. We have some important business to attend to, and I hope 
we can dispose of a great deal of it before we have to go to the floor. 

Now, ‘yesterday the committee voted out the Public Works bill. 
In. going over it this morning, there are 65 amendments to it. So 
if it meets with the approval of the committee, I will have Mr. 
Kelleher fix up a clean bill, and I will introduce it this morning, or 
rather as soon as he gets it fixed up, and try to have a rolleall vote 
on the new bill tomorrow. 

We are all for the bill as it passed yesterday. But we must have 
a rolleall vote to keep it from being subject to a point of order on 
the floor. So I trust each one of you will be here for a vote on that 
bil tomorrow. Now—— 

Mr. SHort. We will have copies available in the morning ? 

The CHAIRMAN. You will have copies available in the morning. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Is everybody for the bill, including the amendments? 

The CuarrmMan. Including the amendments. It was voted out yes- 
terday unanimously. 

Mr. Suorr. Thirty-three to nothing. 

Mr, Smart. Thirty-four. 

‘The’ Cuarrman. Yes, and we will have a rolleall vote on the clean 
bill tomorrow morning. 

Now, I am asking Mr. Rivers’ subcommittee next Wednesday to go 
to New Mexico to have a hearing in regard to Army acquisition proj- 
ect No. 86, which will acquire some 778,000 acres of land. I am going 
to ask Mr. Short, an exoflicio member, to try to arrange it so he 
can go. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

The CuarrMan. I hope every member of the subcommittee will go, 
and Mr. Kelleher will accompany the committee. All] arrangen ents 
will be made. The Department of the Army is very anxious that 
a final decision be reached on this matter. 
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Now, the committee has before it now some 55 very important bills 
sent up by the Department and introduced by various Members, and 
have been referred or will be referred to the subcommittees. 

After the vote tomorrow, I am asking the three chairmen of the 
subcommittees to continue hearings and to take up the bills that have 
been referred to them. 

Now, this morning we have 21 bills that have been fixed up by the 
staff. I am hoping we can dispose of them. If we can’t dispose of 
them, we will just refer them to subcommittees. 

Now, all of these 21 bills have been approved by the Department. 
There are a great many of them introduced by different Members. 
There is no objection on the part of the Department to any of these 
bills. 

So we will try to get right down to business, and we will have the 
sti * present these bills. 

Each one of you have a copy of the bills right before you. 

The first bill is H. R. 46, a bill introduced ‘by Mr. Roberts, of Ala- 
bama, to authorize the conveyance to the city of Anniston, Ala., of 
certain real property within Fort McClellan, Ala. 

(HI. R. 46 is as follows:) 


[H. R. 46, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 
A BILL To authorize the conveyance to the city of Anniston, Alabama, of certain real 
property within Fort McClellan, Alabama 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembicd, That the Secretary of the Army is authorized, 
after he determines that such real property is excess to the requirements of the 
Department of Defense, to convey to the city of Anniston, Alabama, all right, 
title, and interest of the United States in and to the real property described in 
section 2 of this Act, subject to (1) the condition that the real propery conveyed 
under authority of this Act shall be used only for a cemetery, and, if such real 
property shall ever cease to be used for such purpose, all the right, title, and 
interest, in and to such real property, shall revert to, and become the property 
of, the United States which shall have the immediate right of entry thereon, and 
(2) subject to such other terms and conditions as he may prescribe. 

Sec. 2. The real property referred to in the first section is a parcel of land in 
the northeast quarter of the northwest quarter of section 32, township 15 south, 

range 8 east, and a parcel of land in the southwest quarter of ‘section 29, township 
15 south, range 8 east, and lying west of the Anniston-Fort McClellan Highway, 
more particularly described as follows: 

Beginning at the point of intersection of the Anniston city limits line and the 
west right-of-way line of Anniston-Fort McClellan Highway, said point being 
740 feet east of and 253 feet south of the southwest corner of the southeast 
quarter of southwest quarter of section 29, township 15 south, range 8 east, thence 
northerly along said west right-of-way line of said Anniston-Fort McClellan 
Highway, 2,715 feet, more or less, to a point on the south boundary line of 
the Old Anniston-Jacksonville Road, thence southwesterly along the meanderings 
of the south boundary of the Old Anniston- Jacksonville Road to the point of 
intersection with the south boundary line of the northwest quarter of southwest 
quarter section 29, township 15 south, range 8 east, thence east along aforesaid 
south boundary line of said northwest quarter of southwest quarter section 29, 
township 15 south, range 8 east, 455 feet more or less, to the southeast corner of 
said northwest quarter of southwest quarter of said section 29, township 15 
south, range 8 east, thence south along the west boundary line of the southeast 
quarter of southwest quarter of section 29, township 15 south, range 8 east, and 
the northeast quarter of northwest quarter section 32, township 15 south, range 
8 east, 1,428 feet more or less to the intersection cf the Anniston city limits line, 
thence easterly along the Anniston city limits line 765 feet agg or less, to the 
point of beginning, containing 38.2 acres, more or less, in Calhoun Connty, 
Alabama. 
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The Cuarrman. Now, Mr. Roberts, the committee will be glad to 
hear you briefly in regard to this. 

Mr. Roserrs. Mr. Chairman and members of tle committee, I real- 
ize you have a lot of work before you and it will take me just a very 
few minutes to present my testimony in support of this bill. 

It isa very simple bill. Several years ago, when Quintard Avenue 
was extended out to Fort McClellan, a four-lane highway, certain prop- 
erty was cut off from the reservation. That is the property that we 
are dealing with here today. There are roughly around 881% acres. 

The property might be considered in two sections. There is the 
first section that is contiguous to the cemetery of the city of Anniston, 
Edgemont Cemetery, and there is another section which is not con- 
tiguous, and the reason that section was put in was so that this com- 
mittee could have jurisdiction. 

The other land had been declared either excess or surplus. So that 
is the reason that was put in. 

Now, all this bill does is to give the Secretary of the Army the 
authority to sell this property to the city of Anniston at its fair value. 

We have used up all the land there is in Edgemont Cemetery, and 
we wish to extend that cemetery. It is used for both white and col- 
ored. It is a nonprofit endeavor on the part of the city. 

There is no objection, as far as I know, to the bill, except on the 
part of GSA. The Army is not objecting to it. They do suggest 
an amendment, and that amendment is that we pay for the property 
after the Secretary declares that it is excess to the requirements of the 
Department of Defense; that we pay for it at the then fair market 
value of the property. 

The Cnatrrman. Now, Mr. Kelleher, have you the amendment that 
was suggested by the Department ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. And the Department recommends the bill with the 
amendment ? 

Mr. Ketienrr. Yes, sir. It has no objection to it. GSA is the 
only one objecting. 

The Cuairman. And GSA wants to have it declared as surplus? 

Mr. Ketiener. The basis of GSA’s objection is that if this property 
is not needed by Defense and if GSA determines that it is not needed 
by any other Federal agency, it may be disposed of under existing 
law by negotiated sale to the city after submission to the Government 
Operations Committees of the Senate and House, of the plan to do 
just that. 

The Cuatrman. Well, the GSA wants—if the Department doesn’t 
need it—they want it declared surplus and then they want to dispose 
of it themselves ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir; under existing law. 

The Cuarrman. Existing law. 

Mr. Kevrieuer. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. And this proposal is for the Secretary to be per- 
mitted to sell it at the fair market value direct to the city of Anniston ? 

Mr. Keiiener. When it does become excess. 

The CuHarrman. When it does become excess. 

Mr. Ketiener. Not surplus, but excess. 

The Cuairman. That is right. And is it excess now? Do they 
need it? j 








4132 


Mr. Keivener. Part of it is. There are 38 acres, and 9.5 are now 
used as a borrow area for the making of roads in McClellan; 18.2 are 
now actually excess to the Department of Defense needs; and 10.8 are 
over in GSA as surplus to all Government needs. 

The CHarrmMan. Well 

Mr. Ketiruer. So the latter two could go at this time. 

The Cuarrman. Well now, I think the facts would warrant us to 
go ahead and permit it to be sold by the Secretary when it becomes 
excess to the needs of the Department, with this amendment in. there. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Any objection from any members of the com- 
mittee ? 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Cuamman. Is a quorum present? 

Mr. Rivers. In addition to that, it will strengthen the relations be- 
tween the Department of the Army and Anniston, for them to deal 
directly. Because they are getting along fine. It will help them in 
their fine relations with the city. 

The CuHatrman. Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 
Without objection, the bill is reported. And, Mr. Rivers, report the 
bill. 

Call the next bill, then. 

Mr. Keviener. The next one, Mr. Chairman, is H. R. 1459—— 

Mr. Roserts. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrman. Thank you, Mr. Roberts. 

(H. R. 1459 is as follows:) 


[H. R. 1459, 84th Cong., 1st sess. ] 








A BILL To provide for the conveyance of a tract of land in Orange County, New York, to 
the village of Highland Falls, New York 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Army is authorized 
and directed to donate and convey to the village of Highland Falls, New York, 
all of the right, title, and interest of the United States in and to a tract of land 
in the town of Highlands, Orange County, New York, containing approximately 
6.4 acres and more particularly described as follows: 

Beginning at a point on the westerly side of the right-of-way line of United 
States Route 9W running between Fort Montgomery and West Point in the town 
of Highlands, Orange County, New York, where the projection of a line almost 
due west from the northerly end of an abutment for a culvert leading under the 
said highway would strike said right-of-way line running in a westerly direction 
and which said point of beginning is approximately 30.0 feet southerly from a 
southerly side of a roadway leanding into the within-described site, and running 
from said point of beginning in a westerly direction 309.0 feet more or less to a 
knob of rock on a high ledge; running thence north 425.0 feet to a point near the 
top of a ledge of rock; running thence in a northeasterly direction 650.0 feet to 
a point on the easterly side of a high ledge of rocks: running thence east 185.0 
feet toa point which point is northeast of a shallow pond on the within-described 
premises ; thence in a suuthwesterly direction 520.0 feet along the westerly slope 
of a high ledge to a point which is almost 25.0 feet from the easterly edge of 
the road leading into the said site; running thence in a southerly direction and 
approximately 25.0 feet from said road for a distance of 100.0 feet to a point: 
running thence in an easterly direction approximately 60.0 feet to the right-of- 
way line aforementioned ; and running thence in a southerly direction, crossing 
the said roadway leading into the said site 75.0 feet to the point or place of 
beginning. ; 

Sec. 2. (a) The conveyance to the village of Highland Falls of the tract of land 
described in the first section of this Act shall be made upon condition that such 
land be used by the village only as a trash rump or incinerator (and for purposes 
appurtenant thereto), and that such land be used by the village in sueh manner 
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as will insure that its use does not interfere with the use of property of the 
¥ederal Government located in the vicinity. 

(b) In the event that the village of Highland Falls shall at any time cease to 
use the tract of land conveyed to it under the first section of this Act as a trash 
dump or incinerator (and for purposes appurtenant thereto), all right, title, and 
interest in and to such tract of land shall revert to the United States. 

Mr. Keuiener. H. R. 1459 would authorize the Secretary of the 
Army to convey to the city of Highland Falls, N. Y., 6.4 acres within 
the city of Highland Falls, to be used as a trash dump or incinerator 
and under conditions which would not interfere with other Federal 
property in the vicinity. 

The property cost $1,000 in 1948. It is low and marshy. It is part 
of 12,000 acres that were acquired at West Point between 1938 and 
1945 for the general expansion of West Point. 

The 6.4 acres are excess to the Department of Defense needs. 

The bill does not provide for any consideration. The bill would 
not involve the expenditure of any Federal funds. 

The Army recommends a clarifying amendment which would re- 
quire use of the property as a trash dump or an incinerator, and 
reversion of the title to the United States if not so used. 

Also, the amendment would give the Secretary of the Army au- 
thority to place in the deed of conveyance any other terms or condi- 
tions which he deems necessary. 

The Army interposes no objection to the bill as amended. 

The Bureau of the Budget opposes the bill on the basis that it is 
unnecessary in that if the land is surplus to the needs of the Federal 
Government, its administrative transfer for a refuse disposal on the 
basis of a health facility could be made under section 203 (k) of the 
GSA Act and regulations issued by the Department of Health, Educa- 
tion, and Welfare. 

The CHarrman. I think the facts—from what you stated—war- 
rant favorable consideration, with the amendment. 

Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 

Without objection, the bill is favorably reported. 

And Mr. Hess, will you please report the bill ? 

Now, take the next bill. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. The next one has already been passed by 
the Senate. Our bill was H. R. 4111. The Senate version, which we 
are considering, is S. 1139. 

(S. 1139 is as follows:) 


[S. 1139, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 


AN ACT To extend the existing authority for the loan of a small aircraft carrier to the 
Government of France 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That section 2 of the Act of August 5, 1953 
(67 Stat. 363), is hereby amended by striking out the remainder of the sentence 
after the word “until” and inserting in lieu thereof “June 30, 1958.” 

Passed the Senate April 13, 1955. 

Attest: 

FELTON M. JOHNSTON, 
Secretary. 


Mr. Keiieurr. The act of August 5, 1953, authorized the lean of 
a light aircraft carrier, Bois Belleau, formerly known as the United 
~ ° * _ 
States steamship Belleau Wood, to the Government of France. 
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This act limited this authority until 6 months after the cessation of 
hostilities in Indochina, as determined by the President or for 5 years 
ofter the date of the act, whichever is earlier. 

The French Government has requested permission to retain the 
carrier until completion of the carrier Clemenceau, which was esti- 
inated by them to be late in 1958 or early in 1959. 

The French request was a part of that Government’s program to 
organize and train an antisubmarine group which will be committed 
to the NATO forces. 

While no proclamation has been made by the President terminating 
hostilities for the purposes of that act, open hostilities have in fact 
ceased. As a consequence it becomes desirable that a clean-cut and 
definitive authorization be provided by the Congress for the retention 
of the carrier Bois Be/leau on loan to the French Government. 

The bill proposes to provide such definite authorization, and the 
termination date would be June 30, 1958, under the bill. 

The Cuatrman. Well, we all understand that. That is a good 
statement, 

Without objection, the bill is favorably reported. 

I will ask Mr. Philbin to report that bill. 

Now, take the next bill. 

Mr. Ketiener. All right, sir. 

The next bill is H. R. 5623. This bill would authorize the nomina- 
tion of 40 cadets for the United States Air Force Academy from 
among members of the Civil Air Patrol. 

(H. R. 5623 is as follows:) 


[H. R. 5623, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 


A BILL To authorize the nomination of certain members of the Civil Air Patrol as cadets at 
the United States Air Force Academy 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That notwithstanding section 1 (b) of the Act 
of June 30, 1950 (64 Stat. 303), as amended (10 U. 8S. C. 1092a (b)), forty cadets 
may be nominated for the United States Air Force Academy from among members 
of the Civil Air Patrol, in lieu of the forty who may be nominated from among 
honor graduates of honor military schools. 

Mr. Keviener. The Army and Navy each have honor schools and 
may nominate 40 students from among the honor graduates of these 
honor military schools. 

The Air Force doesn’t have any such school and wishes to utilize 
the Civil Air Patrol as its comparable source. 

The CAP is a nonprofit corporation created by act of Congress in 
1946, and in 1948 it was established by law as a civilian auxiliary of 
the Air Force. 

At the close of 1954 CAP had 36,000 senior members and 43,000 
cadets. Thirteen thousand of these are pilots, and they own about 
4,000 privately owned planes. 

During the first 6 months of 1954, over 17,000 classroom hours of 
aviation instruction were given in 200 high schools participating in the 
coordinated CAP high school aviation education program. 

During the same 6 months’ period in the regular cadet training pro- 
gram, instructors devoted over 26,000 hours to classroom instruction. 
In addition, CAP pilots flew 18,500 hours, giving flight orientation 
rides to approximately 16,000 CAP cadets. These flights served as a 
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practical laboratory for the theory which each cadet receives in the 
classroom. 

In addition to search and rescue missions and community emergency 
projects, cadets attend summer encampments at Air Force bases to 
familiarize themselves with military life. 

Upon completion of one summer encampment and passing a written 
examination, cadets are awarded a certificate of proficiency. 

The selection process for the Air Academy would be as follows: 

Wing commanders of the CAP will nominate members meeting all 
eligibility requirements established by the Air Force. 

Regional directors of the CAP will select from these the number of 
nominees allocated to their regions and submit their names to national 
headquarters, CAP. 

The national commander of the CAP will notify the Air Force 
Academy Appointment Branch of the Air Force. Headquarters, 
USAF, will receive not more than 10 nominations for each annual 
appointee or not more than 100 nominations each year from the CAP 
when the Air Force reaches its full strength, which will be the same as 
the Military Academy, 2,496 students. 

The CuarrMan. It does not interfere in the slightest degree to the 
congressional appointments ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Not at: all, sir. 

Mr. Suorr. And, Mr. Chairman, I think this is one of the finest 
things that we can do. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Mr. Snort. It is long overdue. And while I am not a prophet, I 
predict some of our greatest fliers of the future will come out of this 
school. 

The CuHamman. Without objection, the bill will be favorably 
reported. 

We will ask Mr. Short to report that bill. | Laughter. | 

The Cuatrman. Now, the next bill 

Mr. Suorr. I will keep quiet. [| Further laughter. | 

The CHatrMan. Senate 107. 

(S. 107 is as follows :) 


[S. 107, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 


AN ACT To preziee for the conveyance of a portion of the Fort Devens Military Reserva 
tion, Massachusetts, to the Commonwealth of Massachusetts 





Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Army is authorized 
to convey to the Commonwealth of Massachusetts all the right, title, and interest 
of the United States in and to a tract of land comprising sixty-six acres, more 
or less, together with buildings and improvements thereon, being a portion of 
Fort Devens Military Reservation and being the same property now utilized by 
the Massachusetts National Guard under a license granted by the Secretary of 
the Army, subject however, to reservation in the United States of all mineral 
rights, including gas and oil, in the land authorized to be conveyed by this Act. 

Sec. 2, The conveyance of the property identified in section 1 of this Act to the 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts shall be made without consideration therefor 
and upon condition that it shall be used for training of the National Guard and 
the Air National Guard and for other military purposes, and in the event it 
shall not be used for such purposes title thereto shall immediately revert to the 
United States, and, in addition, title to all improvements made by the Com- 
monwealth of Massachusetts during its oecupaney shall best in the United States 
without payment of compensation therefor. The deed of conveyance shall also 
provide for such reservations and joint use of facilities as the Secretary of the 
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Army determines as necessary for the use and maintenance of Fort Devens and 
contain the further provision that whenever the Congress of the United States 
shall declare a state of war or other national emergency, or the President 
declares a state of emergency to exist, and upon the determination by the Sec- 
retary of Defense that the property so conveyed is useful or necessary for 
military, air, or naval purposes, or in the interest of national defense, the United 
States shall have the right without charge to reenter upon the property and use 
the same or any part thereof, including any and all improvements made by the 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts, for a period not to exceed the duration of such 
state of war or national emergency plus six months and upon cessation of such 
use, such property shall revert to the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, to- 
gether with any or all improvements thereon and appurtenances appertaining 
thereto. 

Sec. 3. The cost of any surveys necessary as an incident of the conveyance 
authorized here in shall be borne by the grantee. 

Passed the Senate June 6 (legislative day, May 2), 1955. 

Attest : 

FELTON M. JOHNSTON, 
Secretary. 


Mr. Ketienrr. Yes; Senate 107. This bill has passed the Senate. 

It would authorize the Secretary of the Army to convey to the Com- 
monwealth of Massachusetts some 66 acres of land with its improve- 
ments for use by the Massachusetts National Guard. 

The property that would be conveyed by the bill has been used since 
1947 by the National Guard under a license from the Army. It is now 
obvious that Massachusetts has a long-range requirement for the prop- 
erty, and the Army favors the conveyance. 


The Cuarrman. Without objection, the bill will be favorably re- 
ported. 


The Cuamrman. Mr. Philbin will report the bill. 
Mr. Keviener. All right. H.R. 4717, Mr. Chairman. 
(H. R. 4717 is as follows :) 


{H. R. 4717, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 


A BILL To authorize the Secretary of the Army to quitclaim all right, title, and interest 
of the United States to certain lands, to the village of Sag Harbor, New York 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Army is authorized 
and directed to quitclaim to the village of Sag Harbor, New York, all of the right, 
title, and interest of the United States in and to that portion of the former Sag 
Harbor Military Reservation, Sag Harbor, New York, more particularly described 
in section 2. 

Sec. 2. All that piece or parcel of land situate in the incorporated village 
of Sag Harbor, town of Southampton, county of Suffolk, and State of New York, 
being more particularly bounded and described as follows: 

Beginning at a drill hole placed in the southerly line of Union Street and the 
northwest corner of the premises herein described, said drill hole being south 
78 degrees 30 minutes 30 seconds east a distance of 84.03 feet as measured along 
the southerly line of Union Street from a drill hole set at the point of tangency 
on the southerly line of Union Street near its intersection with the easterly line 
of Madison Street; running thence south 78 degrees 30 minutes 30 seconds east 
a distance of 15.50 feet as measured along the southerly line of Union Street to a 
point; running thence south 01 degree 31 minutes 20 seconds west along an 
existing fence a distance of 45.94 feet along land of the incorporated village of 
Sag Harbor through premises known as “Arsenal Lot” to a point; running thence 
south 80 degrees 43 minutes 30 seconds west a distance of 13.00 feet along the 
Old Burying Ground to a point; running thence north 01 degree 16 minutes 30 
seconds west a distance of 51.12 feet along land of Leonard M. Ferrara, and 
through an existing structure, to the point or place of beginning. 

Said deseription being in accordance with the survey of Edward T. Archibald, 
licensed land surveyor numbered 23420, of Sag Harbor, New York, which survey 
was made November 1953, and said premises contain an area of 0.0156 acre, as 
shown by said survey. 
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Mr. Kenxtener. In 1924 the village of Sag Harbor received from the 
Department of the Army 3,000 square feet of land to be used only for 
park purposes. After acquiring the property, for which the village 
paid $150, it erected a fence and planted a hedge on a line 13 feet in- 
side its actual property line, by mistake. A private individual erected 
a two-story dwelling which encroaches on this strip. 

The village has adopted a resolution agreeing to convey one hundred 
and fifty-six ten-thousandths of an acre [laughter] 

To this private individual, but requires the release of the limitation 
of the property that it be used only for park purposes. The rest of 
the property is still being used for park purposes. 

The Department of the Army suggests that section 1 of the bill be 
amended to indicate on its face the underlying purpose of the bill. 

The amendment would in no way change the substance or actual 
intent of the bill. 

The CHatrman. Is the amendment written out? 

Mr. Kettener. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. What does the amendment say ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Section 1 would read: 





That the Secretary of the Army with respect to the land described in section 2 
of this Act is authorized and directed to release by quitclaim deed to the village 
of Sag Harbor, New. York, the express conditions and limitations provided in 
section 3 of the Act of Congress approved June 4, 1924, and set forth in the deed, 
dated February 3, 1926, by which the Secretary of War conveyed said land and 
other land comprising that portion of the Sag Harbor Military Reservation, 
known as the Arsenal Lot, situate in the port of Sag Harbor, South Hampton 
Township, Suffolk County, New York, to the trustees of the village of Sag Harbor. 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 

And without objection, the bill is reported as amended. 

And we will ask Mr. Cole to report the bill. 

Mr. Doyir. Mr. Chairman, as I understood that amendment read, 
it said, “as set forth in section 3.” 

Mr. KeLtiener. Section 2, sir. 

Mr. Doyie. I think you said section 3. 

Mr. Keiiener. If I did, I was in error. 

The CHarrman. All right. 

The next bill is H. R. 1151. Now, Mr. Kelleher, you go get the bill 
so I can introduce it and so we can have a rolleall vote on a clean pub- 
lic-works bill in the morning. 

Mr. Keniener. Yes, sir; I will. 

(H.R. 1151 is as follows:) 


{H. R. 1151, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 
A BILL For the relief of Lieutenant (Junior Grade) Svend J. Skou 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Act entitled “An Act for the relief 
of Lieutenant (Junior Grade) Svend J. Skou,” approved March 414, 1944, is 
amended to read as follows: “That effective as of December 1, 1935, the retired 
pay of Lieutenant (Junior Grade) Svend J. Skou, United States Navy, retired, 
shall be three-fourths of the highest pay of his grade.” 

Sec. 2. The additional retired pay for the period from December 1, 1935, to 
March 138, 1944, both dates inclusive, to which the said Lieutenant (Junior Grade) 
Svend J. Skou is entitled by such Act of March 14, 1944, as amended by the first 
section of this Act, shall be paid to him in a lump sum, out of appropriations 
currently available for payment of retired pay of naval officers, within sixty days 
after the date of enactment of this Act. 


55066—55—No. 22-2 
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Mr. Buianprorp. H. R. 1151 is for the relief of Lt. Svend J. Skou, 
who had 42 years in the Nay, 15 years commissioned service. He was 
retired mandatorily for age, and as a result in 1935 could not count 
any of his enlisted service in the computation of his longevity pay. 

In 1944 Congress enacted a law giving him total service creditable 
after 1944 in the computation of his pay, but not making it retroactive 
for the period 1935-44. Had the man been retired voluntarily, he 
would have been entitled to it. 

This bill would entitle him to $3,750. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. How much? 

Mr. Bianprorp. $3,750, the amount that he would have been en- 
titled to during that period had he been retired voluntarily. 

The CuHairman. Without objection, the bill is favorably reported. 

Mr. Bates will report this bill. 

The CHairman. The next is 8. 800. 

(S. 800 is as follows:) 


[S. 800, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 


AN ACT To repeal the Act of January 19, 1929 (ch. 86, 45 Stat. 1090), entitled ‘“‘An Act 
to limit the date of filing claims for retainer pay” 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Act of January 19, 1929 (ch. 86, 45 
Stat. 1090), is hereby repealed. 

Passed the Senate April 13, 1955. 

Attest : FELTON M. JOHNSTON, 

Secretary. 

Mr. Bianprorp. 8S. 800 is to repeal the act to limit the date of filing 
claims for retainer pay. In fact, it limits the law which now precludes 
individuals from filing for uniform gratuities after 3 years. There isa 
10-year general statute of limitations applicable to all people except 
people of the Naval and Marine Cor ps Reserve. This will put them 
all on the same footing. 

The CHairman. Without objection, the bill is favorably reported. 

Mr. Hébert will report the bill. 

Mr. Bianprorp. S. 804 is to provide advance payments of certain 
pays and allowances. 

(S. 804 is as follows:) 


[S. 804, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 


AN ACT To amend section 201 (e) of the Career Compensation Act of 1949, as amended, 
to provide for advance payments of certain pay and allowances of members of the 
uniformed services, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Career Compensation Act of 1949, 
as amended, is further amended by adding at the end of subsection 210 (e) the 
following provision: “Any pay and allowances authorized by this Act which will 
lawfully accrue to members for their return home incident to release from active 
duty or training duty may be paid to such members prior to their departure from 
their last duty station incident to such release, without regard to the actual per- 
formance of such travel.”’. 

Passed the Senate March 2S (legislative day, March 10), 1955. 

Attest : FELTON M, JOHNSTON, 

Secretary. 


Mr. BLanprorp. It is a Department of Defense measure. 
What the bill actually does is permit individuals to be paid for 
their travel time and their pay during travel at the time they leave 
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their post, without having to make out a new voucher at the time they 
arrive home. It actually will save money in the long run. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, the bill is favorably reported. 

[ will ask Mr. Durham to report the bill. 

Mr. BLanprorp. 5S. 802 is to amend the Universal Military Training 
and Service Act with regard to the final physical examination given 
to those who are separated from service. 

(S. 802 is as follows:) 


[S. 802, 84th Cong., Ist sess. ] 


AN ACT To amend the Universal Military Training and Service Act,'as amended, to 
remove the requirement for a final physical examination for inductees who continue on 
active duty in another status in the Armed Forces 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 

of Amcrica in Congress assembled, That the second sentence of subsection 9 (a) 
of the Universal Military Training and Service Act (62 Stat. 614), as amended, is 
amended by changing the final period to a colon and adding at the end thereof 
the following proviso: “Provided further, That, if upon completion of training 
and service under this title, such person continues on active duty without an 
interruption of more than seventy-two hours as a member of the Armed Forces 
of the United States, a physical examination upon completion of such training 
and service shall not be required unless it is requested by such person, or the 
medical authorities of the Armed Force concerned determine that the physical 
examination is warranted.”’. 


Passed the Senate March 28 (legislative day, March 10), 1955. 


Attest: FELTON M. JOHNSTON, 


Secretary. 

Mr. Buanprorp. This will save money, approximately $80,000 a 
year, because many people who are inducted decide to go into the 
regular service. Under the law they must take a physical examina- 
tion. ‘This removes the necessity for it, although preserving the right 
to take it if they want to. 

It is a little bit ridiculous to give them a final physical examination 
after they have been in the service 3 or 4 months in orde: 
to go into the regular service. 

The Cnatrman. Without objection, the bill is favorably reported. 

I will ask Mr. Huddleston to report that bill. 

Mr. Bianprorp. 8S. 933 is for settlement of accounts of deceased 
members of the service. It isa long, complicated looking bill. Actu- 
ally, it is a bill introduced at the request of the Comptroller General 
and will allow an individual to designate the individual that he wants 
to receive any accrued pay that he has to his credit in the event that 
he should die. 

(S. 933 is as follows :) 


* for them 


[S. 933, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 


AN ACT To facilitate the settlement of the accounts of deceased members of the uniformed 
services, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That fer the purposes of this Act 
the term “Department” shall mean the Department of the Army, the Depart- 
ment of the Navy, the Department of the Air Force, the Deparment of the 
Treasury, the Department of Commerce, or the Department of Health, Educa- 
tion, and Welfare, as the case may he, and the terms “uniformed services,” 
“member” and “Secretary” shall have the respective meanings given those 
terms in section 102 of the Career Compensation Act of 1949 (68 Stat. 804), 
as amended, on the date of enactment of this Act, except that “the Secretary of 
Health, Education, and Welfare” shall be substituted for “the Federal Secu- 
rity Administrator” in the definition of the term “Secretary”. 
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Sec. 2. In the settlement of the account of any deceased member of the uni- 
formed services or of the National Guard or the Air National Guard, the amount 
found due therein from the uniformed service of which the decedent was a 
meniber shall be paid to the person or persons surviving at the date of death 
in the following order of precedence: 

First, to the beneficiary or beneficiaries named to receive any such amount 
in a written designation executed by the member and received, prior to his 
death, in the place designated for such purpose in the regulations of the De- 
partment concerned ; 

Second, if there be no such beneficiary, to the widow or widower of such 
member ; 

Third, if there be no beneficiary or surviving spouse, to the child or children of 
such member, and descendants of deacesed children, by representation ; 

Fourth, if none of the above, to the parents of the member, or the survivor 
of them; and 

Fifth, if there be none of the above, to the duly appointed legal representative 
of the estate of the deceased member, or if there be none, to the person or 
persons determined to be entitled thereto under the laws of the domicile of the 
deceased member. 

Sec. 3. Subject to such rules and regulations as may be prescribed by the 
Comptroller General of the United States, amounts payable to beneficiaries 
designated by the member under section 2 of this Act shall be paid by the 
Department or uniformed service concerned. All other payments under this 
Act shall be paid upon settlement by the General Accounting Office. Any pay- 
ment made under this Act shall be a bar to recovery by any other person of 
any amount so paid. 

Sec. 4. Designations of beneficiary under this Act, and changes therein, shall 
be made under regulations promulgated by the Secretaries concerned, and such 
regulations shall be uniform for all services in so far as practicable: Provided, 
That any designation of beneficiary made for the purposes of any six months’ 
death gratuity (including any designation of a person whose right to the gratuity 
would not depend upon such designation) and heretofore or hereafter received 
in the Department concerned before the effective date of the payment provisions 
of this Act shall be considered as a designation of beneficiary for the purposes 
of this Act, in the absence of a designation of beneficiary under this Act, unless 
the member making the designation shall have been missing, missing in action, 
in the hands of a hostile force, or interned in a foreign country during any part 
of the period between the date of enactment of this Act and the effective date 
thereof as prescribed in section 5 of this Act. 

Sec. 5. The payment provisions of this Act shall be effective only in cases 
wherein the member’s death occurs on or after the first day of the sixth month 
followed the month in which this Act is enacted. The following statutory pro- 
visions are repealed as of the effective date of the payment provisions of this 
Act, except with respect to the deaths of members occurring prior to such ef- 
fective date: 

(1) The paragraph of the Act of June 30, 1906 (34 Stat. 750), which relates 
to the settlement of accounts of deceased officers and enlisted men of the Army, 
as amended by the Act of December 7, 1944 (58 Stat. 795), and section 4 of the 
Act of February 25, 1946 (60 Stat. 30, 10 U. S. C. 868). 

(2) Section 1 of the Act of February 25, 1946 (60 Stat. 30), as amended by 
section 18 of the Act of August 4, 1949 (63 Stat. 560, 34 U. S. C. 941a). 

(3) The paragraph in section 1 of the Act of August 4, 1949 (63 Stat. 531), 
which relates to the settlement of accounts of deceased officers and enlisted 
persons of the Coast Guard (14 U. S .C. 466). 

(4) Section 507 of the Public Health Service Act, approved July 1, 1944 (58 
Stat. 711), as amended by section 2 of the Act of February 25, 1946 (60 Stat. 
30, 42 U. S. C. 225). 

Passed the Senate April 28 (legislative day, April 25), 1955. 


Attest : FELTON M, JOHNSTON, 
Secretary. 
The Cuatrman. I will ask—Without objection, the bill is favorably 
reported. 
I will ask Mr. Gavin to report the bill. 
Mr. BLanprorp. S. 1137 is to extend the authority for the enlistment 
of aliens in the Army, a Department of Defense measure—12,500 aliens 
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can be enlisted in the Army. They want to continue this authority 
to enlist aliens to 1957. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Is this the Lodge program ? 

Mr. Buanprorp. This is the original Lodge law, and this will extend 
the authority to 1957 to enlist aliens in the Army. 

Mr. Smarr. He has a bill. 

Mr. Devereux. What number is that? 

Mr. Smarr. You jumped over, Duke. 

Mr. Rivers 1137. 

Mr. Ducanper. That is 1137. We jumped one. 

Mr. Smart. 4218. 

The Cuatmman. Well, all right, we wili take 1137, which is known 
as the Lodge amendment, to permit aliens to be enlisted in the Army. 
And this extends it to 1957 ? 

Mr. BLanprorp. Yes, sir. 

(S. 1187 is as follows :) 


[S. 1137, 84th Cong., Ist sess. ] 
AN ACT To extend the authority for the enlistment of aliens in the Regular Army 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the first section of the Act of June 30, 
1950 (ch. 443, 64 Stat. 316), as amended, is further amended by striking out the 
words “June 30, 1955”, and inserting in lieu thereof the words, “June 30, 1957’’. 

Passed’ thesSenate April 13, 1955. 

Attest : FELTON M. JOHNSTON, 

Secretary. 

The CHairmMan. Without objection, the bill is favorably reported. 

I will ask Mr. Johnson to report that bill. 

Mr. Buanprorp. All right, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Now, go back to 4218, House bill 4218, Mr. Wig- 
zlesworth’s bill. 

(H. R. 4218 is as follows:) 


[H. R. 4218, 84th Cong., 1st sess. ] 


4 BILL To authorize the Secretary of Defense to lend certain Army, Navy, and Air Force 
equipment, and to provide certain services to the Girl Scouts of the United States of 
America for use at the Girl Scout Senior Roundup Encampment, and for other purposes 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 

of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of Defense is hereby au- 

thorized, under such regulations as he may prescribe, to lend to the Girl Scouts of 

the United States of America, a corporation created under the Act of March 16, 

1950, for the use and accommodation of the approximately five thousand Girl 

Scouts and officials who are to attend the Girl Scout Senior Roundup Encamp- 

ment to be held during the period beginning in June 1956 and ending in July 1956, 

at the Highland State Recreation Area in the State of Michigan, such tents, cots, 

blankets, commissary equipment, flags, refrigerators, and other equipment and 
services as may be necessary or useful. 


The purpose of this bill is to authorize the Secretary of Defense 
to lend to the Girl Scouts of the United States of America equip- 
ment such as tents, cots, blankets, commissary equipment, flags, re- 
frigerators, and to provide such services as may be necessary or useful 
during their Girl Scout Senior Roundup Encampment. 

This is similar to Public Law 363 of the 82d Congress, which au- 
thorized the loan of equipment to the Boy Scouts. 

The CHamman. Without objection, the bill is favorably reported. 

I will ask Mr. Price to report the bill. 
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Mr. Ducanper. Mr. Chairman, I have two Department amend- 
ments to the bill. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Ducanper. The first amendment would authorize the equip- 
ment to be delivered and returned but at no expense to the Gov- 
ernment. 

The second amendment would require the Girl Scouts to give a good 
and sufficient bond for the safe return of the equipment. That is 
similar to what was in the Boy Scout’s bill. 

The CrairmMan. Without objection, the amendments are agreed 
to. 

The bill, as amended, without objection, is favorably reported. 

Mr. Price will report 4218 as amended. 

The Cuairman. Now, the next bill is 4486. 

Mr. Ducanper. 4886. 

The CHarrMan. 4886. 

(H. R. 4886 is as follows:) 


[H. R. 4886, 84th Cong., Ist sess.] 


A BILL To provide that active service in the Army and Air Force shall be included in 
determining the eligibility for retirement of certain commissioned officers of the Navy, 
Marine Corps, and Coast Guard. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That section 6 of the Act entitled “An Act 
to authorize the President to retire certain officers and enlisted men of the 
Navy, Marine Corps, and Coast Guard, and for other purposes”, approved 
February 21, 1946 (34 U. 8S. C., sec. 410b), is hereby amended by inserting im- 
mediately after “Navy, Marine Corps,” the following: “Army, Air Force,’. 

Sec. 2. Section 232 of title 14 of the United States Code is hereby amended 
by inserting immediately after ““Navy,” the following: “Army, Air Force,’’. 

Mr. Ducanver. The purpose of this bill is to amend present re- 
tirement law to permit Navy, Marine Corps, and Coast Guard officers 
to credit all active service in the Army and Air Force in the compu- 
tation of service toward voluntary retirement after 20 years of active 
duty. 

At the present time the Army and the Air Force can include all 
active service for their 20-year retirement of the Navy, Marine Corps, 
and Coast Guard can only count naval service. 

The Cuarrman. This makes it uniform. 

Mr. Ducanper. Uniform. 

The CHarman. Without objection, the bill is favorably reported. 

Mr. Bennett will report the bill. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Buanrorp. H. R. 5000. 

(HH. R. 5000 is as follows:) 


[H. R. 5000, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 


A BILL To authorize voluntary extensions of enlistments in the Army, Navy, and Air 
Force for periods of less than one year 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the fifth paragraph under the heading 
“PAY, MISCELLANEOUS” of the Act of August 22, 1912 (ch. 335, 37 Stat. 331), 
as amended, is amended by deleting the word “either” and substituting therefor 
the words “less than one year or for a period of”. 

Sec. 2. The term of enlistment of any enlisted man in the Army, Navy, and the 
Air Force may, by his voluntary written agreement, under such regulations as 
may be prescribed by the Secretary concerned, be extended for a period of less 
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than one year from the date of expiration of the then existing term of enlist 
ment, and subsequent to said date such enlisted men as extend the term of en 
listment as authorized in this section shall be entitled to and shall receive the 
same’ pay and allowances in all respects as though regularly discharged and re- 
enlisted immediately upon expiration of their term of enlistment, and such 
extension shall not operate to deprive them upon discharge at the termination 
thereof of any right, privilege, or benefit to which they would be entitled at the 
expiration of the former term of enlistment. 

Mr. Bianprorp. H. R. 5000 is a bill to authorize voluntary exten- 
sion of enlistments for less than 1 year. 

Under the law today, individuals can extend for periods of more 
than 1 year. In many cases ships want to leave the harbor with their 
full crews for 6, 8, 9 months’ cruises. Individuals would lke to 
extend for that period, but they can’t under the law extend for a 
lesser period of time than 1 year. This will give all the services the 
authority to authorize enlistments, extension of enlistments, for 
periods of less than 1 year. 

The bill needs an amendment because of a GPO error in includ- 
ing the words “Navy and” in section 2. It should only apply to the 
Army and the Air Force, since the first section gives the Navy the 
authority. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 

Without objection, the bill is reported favorably as amended. 

Mr. Doyle will report this bill. 

Mr. Smart. H. R. 5269. 

(H. R. 5269 is as follows :) 


[H. R. 5269, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 


> 


BILL To increase the number of cadets that the President may personally select for 
appointment to the United States Military Academy and the United States Air Force 
Academy 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That section 1 of the Act of June 30, 1950 
(64 Stat. 303), as amended (10 U. S. C. 1092a), is further amended by— 
(1) deleting in subsection (b) the words “One hundred and seventy-two” 
and inserting in lieu thereof the words “Three hundred and eighty-three” ; 
(2) deleting in subsection (b) the word “eighty-nine” and inserting in 
lieu thereof the words “three hundred” ; and 
(3) deleting in subsection (e) the words “two thousand four hundred 
and ninety-six’” and inserting in lieu thereof the words “two thousand 
seven hundred and seven”. 

Sec. 2. The amendments made by this Act shall apply to the United States 
Air Force Academy. 

Mr. Ducanper. H. R. 5269. This would authorize an increase of 
211 Presidentially appointed cadets in the Military and Air Force 
Academies. 

The President at the present time can have 89 Presidential cadet- 
ships in the Military Academy. This would increase it by 211, 
bringing it up to 300. 

The Navy presently has this guthority. 

Now, it has been the custom since the establishment of the Presi- 
dential cadets in 1843 to reserve these appointments for sons of career 
servicemen. The last increase in the Presidential quota was in 1936 
when it was raised from 60 to 89.. Since that time the number of 
career personnel has multiplied to such an extent that the total is en- 
tirely inadequate. During the past 5 years an average of 300 cadets 
annually have competed for an average of 22 vacancies. This 
would 
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Mr. Snort. This will not overcrowd existing facilities? 

Mr. Ducanner. No, sir; there will be no increase in existing facili- 
ties. It does not change the congressional appointments in any 
respect. 

Mr. Suorr. All right. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the bill is favorably reported. 

We will have General Devereux report the bill. 

Mr. Buanrorp. H. R. 5270 will let the Army and Air Forces be paid 
twice monthly. 

(H. R. 5270 is as follows:) 


{H. R. 5270, 84th Cong., 1st sess. ] 


A BILL To repeal two provisions of law requiring that certain military personnel shall be 
paid monthly 


Be it enacied by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That section 1268 of the Revised 
Statutes is repealed. 

Sec. 2. The last proviso in subtitle “Pay” of the act of August 30, 1890 (26 
Stat. 400), is repealed. 


The CHarrman. Well, that is a good bill. 

Mr. Buanprorp. That is all. 

The CHarrman. I wish they paid Congressmen by the week. 
| Laughter. ] 

Without objection, the bill is favorably reported. 

I will ask Mr. Wickersham to report that bill. 

Mr. Smarr. 6601. 

(H. R. 6601 is as follows:) 


(H. R. 6601, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 


A BILL To provide for the suspension of certain benefits in the case of members of the 
reserve components of the Army, Navy, Air Force, and Marine Corps ordered to extended 
active duty in time of war or national emergency, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That section 10 of the Act of August 2, 1946 
(60 Stat. 854), as amended, is further amended by deleting the final period, 
inserting a colon in lieu thereof, and adding the following new proviso: “Pro- 
vided further, That in the case of any member of the Naval or Marine Corps 
Reserve receiving a pension, retainer pay, disability compensation, or retired pay 
from the Government of the United States by virtue of prior military service 
who is ordered to extended active duty in excess of thirty days in time of war 
or national emergency and is found physically qualified to perform active duty, 
entitlement to the pension, retainer pay, disability compensation, or retired 
pay shall be suspended for the period of the extended active duty unless that 
compensation is greater than the compensation specified in clause (1) of this 
section. During the period of such suspension the member shall receive com- 
pensation for such extended active duty as specified in clause (1) of this 
section. Upon termination of the period of extended active duty the pension, 
retainer pay, disability compensation, or retired pay of the member shall be 
resume and paid as provided by law. The suspension herein provided shall 
not operate to affect any other rights or benefits to which the member or his 
dependents may be entitled under this or any other provision of law.” 

Sec. 2. Section 2 of the Act of September 27, 1950 (ch. 1053, 64 Stat. 1067), 
is amended by deleting the final period, inserting a colon in lieu thereof, and 
adding the following proviso: “Provided, That in the case of any such member 
receiving a pension, retirement pay, disability compensation, or retired pay from 
the Government of the United States by virtue of prior military service who is 
ordered to extended active duty for a period in excess of thirty days in time of 
war or national emergency and is found physically qualified to perform active 
duty, entitlement to the pension, retirement pay, disability compensation, or 
retired pay shall be suspended for the period of the extended active duty unless 
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that compensation is greater than the compensation specified in clause (1) of 
this section. During the period of extended active duty the member shall 
receive the compensation for that duty specified in clause (1) of this section. 
Upon termination of the period of extended active duty the pension, retirement 
pay, disability compensation, or retired pay of the member shall be resumed and 
paid as provided by law. The suspension herein provided shall not operate 
to affect any other rights or benefits to which the member or his dependents 
may be entitled under this or any other provision of law.” 

See: 3. Section 3 of the Act of September 27, 1950 (ch. 1053, 64 Stat. 1067), 
is-hereby amended by changing the comma after “1947” to a period and striking 
out the words “and shall terminate five years after the date of approval of this 
Act.”’. 

“Sec. 4. The term “disability allowance” is deleted from section 10 of the Act 
of August 2, 1946 (60 Stat. 854), as amended, and from section 2 of the Act 
of September 27, 1950 (ch. 1053, 64 Stat. 1067). 

Mr. Ducanper. H. R. 6601: This bill will allow reservists going 
on active duty to waive their disability compensation so that they are 
receiving from the VA. 

It will also allow persons, that is reservists being called to active 
duty—the Departments would suspend their disability compensa- 
tion. It is necessary because of a ruling of the Comptroller General. 
It is presently temporary law. It will expire on September 27 of 
this year. . This would make it permanent law. 

The CuHairman. Without objection, it will be favorably reported. 

Mr. Ducanper. It isa Department bill. 

The Cuarrman. And I ask Mr. Kilday to report the bill. 

Mr. Ducanoper. S. 2078. 

(S. 2078 is as follows:) 


{S. 2078, 84th Cong., Ist sess. ] 
AN ACT To permit a retired officer of the Navy to be employed in a command status in 
connection with antarctic expeditions 

Be it endtted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That, notwithstanding any other provisions 
of law, the Secretary of the Navy is authorized to employ Rear Admiral George 
John Dufek, United States Navy, retired, in 2 command status in connection 
with Antarctic expeditions. 

2assed the Senate June 6 (legislative day, May 2), 1955. 

FELTON M. JOHNSTON, 
Secretary. 

Mr. Ducanper. The purpose of this bill is to permit the Navy to 
use the services of Capt. George J. Dufek, United States Navy, in 
a command status in connection with Antarctic expeditions. 

Existing provisions of law derive from the act of August 3, 1861, 
which provides that officers on the retired list shall be withdrawn 
from command and from line of promotion on the active list. 

Captain Dufek is being retired on July 1 of this year, pursuant to 
rovisions of the Officer Personnel Act, which makes it mandatory that 
fi be placed on the retired list. 

This naval officer possesses many qualifications for the type of work 
the Navy wishes to assign him to. He is probably the most expe- 
rienced operational commander in polar work on active list of the 
Navy. He has had over 2 years planning experience and 2 years 
operational experience while serving with 4 polar expeditions. 

The enactment of this bill would result in an additional cost to the 
Government of $529.80 per month which is the difference between 
the retired pay of Captain Dufek, based on a captain’s pay, and the 
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active duty and allowances of a rear admiral of the lower half, but 
only during the period he might be actively employed. 

It isa Department bill and cleared by the Bureau of the Budget. 

The CuatrMan. He is to accompany Admiral Byrd 

Mr, Rivers. On his next expedition. 

The CuairMan (continuing). On his expedition down to the South 
Pole. Without objection, the bill will be favorably reported. I will 
ask Mr. Miller to report the bill. 

Mr. Bianrorp. The next bill is House Joint Resolution 251, which 
is to authorize the President to promote posthumously Seymour 
Richard Belinky to the grade of second lieutenant. It was only 
because of the Battle of the Bulge that the individual was not pro- 
moted to second lieutenant during the administrative huddle that 
they had at the time, and the Army interposes no objection to 
the bill. 

(H. J. Res. 251 is as follows :) 





[H. J. Res. 251, 84th Cong., Ist sess.] 


JOINT RESOLUTION To authorize the President to issue posthumously to the late Seymour 
Richard Belinky, a flight officer in the United States Army, a commission as second 
lieutenant, United States Army, and for other purposes 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
imerica in Congress assembled, That the President is authorized to issue post- 
humously to the late Seymour Richard Belinky, late a flight officer, United 


States Arey, a commission as second lieutenant, United States Army, as of 
December 27, 1944. 


Sec. 2. T - Secretary of the Army is authorized and directed to amend the 
records of the Department of the Army so as to carry the said Seymour Richard 
Belinky as a second lieutenant, United States Army, to rank from December 
27, 1944. 

The Cnatrman. He was killed before he got his promotion ? 

Mr. Buanprorp. Yes, sir. In the normal course of events he would 
have been promoted. 

The Cuarrman. It is a very laudatory thing to do. 

Without objection, I will ask Mr. Van Zandt to report the bill. 

Mr. Ducanper. H. R. 6726 extends the Missing Persons Act for 
| veal 

(H. R. 6726 is as follows:) 


{H. R. 6726, 84th Cong., 1st sess. | 
A BILL To continue the effectiveness of the, Sirians Persons Act, as extended, until July 1, 
Jv 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United ‘States 
of America in Congress assembled, That section 15, Missing Persons Act (56 
Stat. 147, 1093), as amended, is further amended by deleting the word .“July 
1, 1955” and inserting in lieu thereof “July 1, 1956”. 

Mr. Ducanver. This is the act which is the sole authority under 
which heads of the executive departments are authorized to continue 
to credit the pay accounts of persons within the scope of the statute 
while missing, missing in action, interned, captured or in similar 
status, and also to make allotments for their families. 

The Department is drawing up permanent legislation. It is in the 
Bureau of the Budget. But ‘this law expires on the Ist of July and 
consequently they want to extend it for 1 year until the permanent 
legislation can be presented to the Congress. 
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The CuairrMan. It is very important that this be done, in view of 
the fact that the number of missing persons is still unsettled. 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. And matters are being handled now, trying to find 
out all about it. 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. 

The CuatmrMan. Without objection, the bill will be favorably re- 
ported. 

I will ask Mr. Mollohan to report this bill. 

Now, members of the committee 

Thank you very much. That finishes all of these bills. 

Now, tomorrow morning we want a rolleall vote on a clean bill to 
officially get a new number on the public works bill. And I will try 
to get a rule on it just as early as it is possible for Mr. Short and 
myself to.appear before the Rules Committee and to take the matter up. 

Now, tomorrow I hope Mr. Brooks and Mr. Kilday and Mr. Durham 
will call their subcommittees together to consider some very important 
bills that have been referred to them, right after we have a vote on the 
public works bill. 

Mr. Rivers. A new bill. 

The CHarrman. And next Wednesday, Mr. Rivers’ subcommittee, 
I hope, can go down to New Mexico to look over that problem down 
there. 

We will take a recess until tomorrow morning at 10 o’clock, and 
everybody try to be here, please. 

(Whereupon, at 10:35 a. m., the committee recessed until 10 a. m., 
Thursday, June 16, 1955. 




















[No. 23] 
SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON H. R. 2109 AND H. R. 2112 


HovusrE or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTER ON ARMED SERVICES, SUBCOMMITTEE No. 1, 
Washington, D. C., Friday, June 17,1956. 

The subcommittee met at 11:45 a. m., the Honorable Overton 
Brooks, chairman, presiding. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, gentlemen of the committee, we will take up 
H. R. 2109. 

(The bill follows :) 


[H. R. 2109, 84th Cong., Ist sess.] 


A BILL To authorize permanent appointments in the United States Navy and in the 
United States Marine Corps 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That this Act may be cited as the “Navy and 
Marine Corps Officer Augmentation Act of 1955”. 

Sec. 2. (a) The President may appoint to permanent commissioned grades in 
the Regular Navy and in the Regular Marine Corps, respectively, officers of the 
Naval Reserve and Marine Corps Reserve, and officers of the Regular Navy and 
Regular Marine Corps who do not hold permanent commissioned appointments 
therein, subject to the conditions and limitations in the following subsections of 
this section. 

(b) Appointments made under this section shall be made pursuant to regula- 
tions prescribed by the President for the administration of this section, which 
regulations shall include, among other provisions, the following: 

(1) Provisions establishing standards and qualifications for appointments to 
the grades specified herein ; 

(2) Provisions for the determination of the lineal position and precedence 
of appointees ; and 

(3) Provisions for the assignment of running mates to officers appointed to 
the Staff Corps of the Regular Navy notwithstanding the provisions of other 
laws. 

(c) Persons appointed under this section shall be citizens of the United States, 
and have such other qualifications as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Navy. 

(d) No person may be permanently appointed in the Regular Navy or Regular 
Marine Corps under the authority of this Act to a grade higher than that in 
which he is serving at the time of such permanent appointment. 

(e) A person permanently appointed in the Regular Navy or Regular Marine 
Corps, under the authority of this Act, may also be temporarily appointed to a 
higher grade appropriate to the lineal position assigned, and such temporary 
appointment shall be regarded as having been effected pursuant to the law 
under which officers of the Regular Navy and Regular Marine Corps having 
comparable lineal position were temporarily appointed to such higher grade. 

(f) Persons permanently appointed to the Regular Navy or Regular Marine 
Corps pursuant to this Act who at the time of such appointment had to their 
credit leave accrued but not taken, shall not, by reason of such appointment, 
lose such accrued leave. 

Sec. 3. (a) The commission of any person appointed under the provisions of 
section 2 may be revoked by the Secretary of the Navy until the third anniversary 
of such appointment in the Regular Navy or Regular Marine Corps. 

(b) Each officer whose commission is so revoked shall thereupon be dis- 
charged from the Navy or Marine Corps without advanced pay or allowances. 
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Sec. 4. The Secretary of the Navy may provide by regulations for appropriate 
readjustment of lineal position and precedence of former commissioned officers 
of the Naval and Marine Corps Reserve who were appointed to the permanent 
commissioned grades of ensign and second lieutenant in the Regular Navy and 
Regular Marine Corps, respectively, subsequent to December 7, 1941, and prior 
to the effective date of this Act. 


Mr. Brooks. We will try to finish it if we possibly can. 


May I read this short statement by our able counsel on this bill? 
(The statement is as follows :) 


The purpose of H. R. 2109 is to provide permanent authority for the Navy and 
Marine Corps under which Navy and Marine Corps Reserve and temporary ofli- 
cers may be transferred into the regular service. 

The existing temporary authority is the act of April 18, 1946, which expires 
July 1, 1955. The Department of the Navy desires permanent authority. 

Under existing law, the authority to integrate officers into the Navy and 
Marine Corps is limited to permanent and commissioned grades and ranks not 
above lieutenant in the Navy and captain in the Marine Corps. 

H. R. 2109 as written does not contain a limitation on the permanent grade 
in which officers may be integrated. I am sure the committee will want to con- 
sider a limitation of some type in connection with permanent integration 
authority. 


The letter from the Department of the Navy indicates that the Navy and 
Marine Corps propose to increase their regular oflicer strength through fiscal 
year 1958. 

" ‘There must be some method provided in law to obtain regular officers from 
sources other than the Naval Academy and officer candidate classes, since these 
sources are limited to the grade of ensign. 

Under the proposed legislation, individual Reserve officers may be integrated 
in grades beyond ensign, and adjustment may be made in precedence and lineal 
position for those with prior service. 

Mr. Brooxs. Now who is our first witness? 

Mr. Bianprorp. Admiral Holloway. 

Mr. Brooxs. Admiral Holloway ? 

Admiral Hottoway. Good morning, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooxs. Admiral, we are very happy to have you here before 
this subcommittee. 

Mr. Van Zanpvt. Mr. Chairman, in order to save time, because it is 
closing in on noon, couldn’t we just have a brief statement from the 
admiral and then we can ask questions? 

I think most of us know the intent of the legislation. 

Mr. Brooks. I think all of us recognize the admiral is an eminent 
authority on naval personnel. 

If you will do that, Admiral, give us a short statement, then we can 
read your statement at leisure this afternoon. 

Admiral Hottoway. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Chairman, thank you very much, sir. 

I will then just briefly ad lib the substance of our objectives. 

Mr. Brooxs. We want your statement in the record. 

Admiral Hotxroway. I have it right here, sir, which I will give to 
the recorder, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Fine. 

Let it be filed. 

(The document is as follows:) 
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STATEMENT OF NAVY WITNESS BEFORE SUBCOMMITTEE No. 1, HOUSE ARMED SERVICES 
COMMITTEE, ON H. R. 2109, a Bit, To AUTHORIZE PERMANENT APPOINTMENTS IN 
THE UNITED STATES NAVY AND IN THE UNITED STATES MARINE CorRPS 


Mr. Chairman and members of the subcommittee, I appreciate this opportunity 
to present to this subcommittee the desires of the Navy Department for continua- 
tion of authority for the appointment in the Regular Navy of selected Reserve 
officers and officers whose permanent status is enlisted or warrant. 

At the end of World War II the Congress passed the act of April 18, 1946, 
which was Public Law 347 of the 79th Congress, granting the authority for the 
transfer of such officers, providing safeguards for their future and their pay 
and other benefits and increasing the authorized officer strength of the Regular 
Navy. That portion of Public Law 347, 79th Congress that granted the authority 
to appoint Reserve and temporary officers in the Regular Navy was to expire 6 
months after the June 30 of the fiscal year following that in which the World 
War II terminated. This expiration date occurred December 31, 1953. Public 
Law 549, 88d Congress, reenacted and amended those provisions of Public Law 
347, 79th Congress, so as to extend the appointive authority to July 1, 1955, and 
to limit such appointments to grades not above lieutenant in the Regular Navy 
and captain in the Regular Marine Corps. 

With the expansion incident to Korea and the prospects of having to maintain 
a Navy of more than 50,000 commissioned officers for the foreseeable future 
it became necessary to commission and order to active duty additional Reserve 
officers. To this end an officer candidate school was established at Newport, R. L., 
in 1951. In addition for the immediate expansion after the Korean incident 
many Reserve officers volunteered for active duty and some of these remain 
on active duty. To grant an opportunity for these Reserve officers who have 
served well and who have expressed a desire to make the Navy a career, the 
Navy Department in 1952 established a program for the transfer of a few of 
the outstanding Reserve officers to the regular service. 

You are, I know, familiar with the Navy’s difficulties with the World War II 
“hump” of officers of approximately the same grade and service. To avoid 
aggravating this hump no appointments will be made in the year groups affected. 
However, we have a serious situation in reverse in that the year groups junior to 
this hump are smaller than normal because our postwar officer procurement from 
normal sources has not produced new officers in adequate numbers. This de- 
ficiency is most pronounced in the immediate postwar groups. As the hump pro- 
gresses, therefore, this “valley behind the hump” will be reflected in the acute 
shortages of experienced officers. We hope by a balanced program to augment 
the year groups in the valley by selection of well qualified Reserve Oflicers for 
appointment in the Regular Navy. 

I can foresee that for the next several years many young Reserve cfficers 
will be required on active duty for short periods and the Navy Department 
would like to have authority to continue to select some outstanding young 
Reserve officers for a career in the Regular Navy. H. R. 2109 is designed to 
provide that authority. The legislation has been cleared by the Dey;artment of 
Defense and by the Bureau of the Budget. 

The original statute, Public Law 347, 79th Coneress, was enacted prior to 
the Officer Personnel Act of 1947. At that time, officers who were permanently 
appointed pursuant to its authority were simultaneously appointed temporarily 
to the grade in which they were serving, under the authority of the wartime 
temporary promotion act. The Officer Personnel Act, however, set up a new 
authority and system for temporary appointments. In order that we can give 
officers appointed permanently under the proposed legislation their appropriate 
temporary grade, authority has been provided in this bill. The same authority 
was included in Public Law 549, 83d Congress, which extended the augmentation 
authority until July 1, 1955. 

As has been stated earlier the 88d Congress saw fit in enacting Public Law 
549 to limit the grades in which appointments may be made. A similar limita- 
tion has not been included in this bill. It is the intention of the Navy Depart- 
ment that in utilizing the appointive authority no appointmonts will be mide 
in grades above lieutenant in the Navy and captain in the Marine Cor}. in 
the period during which the distribution of officers in higher grades is of the 
same nature as that which prompted the statutory limitation. It is felt, how- 
ever, that since H. R. 2109, if enacted, would be permanent law which will be 
in effect beyond such period the omission of the limitation in the law would 
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make it more adaptable to the future. If Congress desires to stipulate the limita- 
tion in the statute it would interfere in no way with the contemplated use of 
the authority in the foreseeable future. 

Admiral Hotvoway. Basically, Mr. Chairman, and gentlemen of 
ithe committee, the Navy wishes to extend the authority it has had 
some time in the past and which it has acted upon this year. 

We have over 1,000 nominations before the Senate right now of the 
very excellent augmentation program that has been executed this year, 
under a board chairmaned by Rear Admiral Cromelin. 

It worked on a precept as nearly like the statutory precept of the 
Officer Personnel Act as I could draw and which the Secretary signed. 

This program is an excellent one. It will add a fine group of young 
Reserve officers to our Regular Navy. 

We would like to extend that legislation. 

I should point out that the Department of Defense, I believe, has 
legislation, but I have the blessing, I feel sure, of the Department of 
Defense to get. our own legislation continued because the Navy’s pro- 
cedure is proven and been found sound. 

The authority will expire on the Ist of July. That is the reason 
we have had to rush our nominations to the Senate. Because if we 
did not get them confirmed by the Senate in this year’s program we 
would lose it. 

We would like to extend this legislation on the statute books. 

Mr. Brooks. Now what is the difference between our present legisla- 
tion and what you recommend in this bill ? 

Admiral Hottoway. No essential difference, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooks. It is substantially the same bill ? 

Admiral Hottoway. Substantially the same bill. 

Mr. Jounson. You just want to carry out the program—— 

Admiral Hottoway. We do not object if the committee writes into 
it and limits the augmentation to lieutenant and junior in the Navy 
and captain and junior in the Marine Corps. 

We could do that administratively. 

Mr. Jounson. Isn't your thesis: All you want to do is put that 
program that has already been demonstrated to be working well ? 

Admiral Hottoway. That is fundamentally true, sir, ‘absolutely. 
We recommend strongly to this committee to continue it on the statute 
books. 

Mr. Brooks. Why would you limit it to those particular grades that 
you refer to? 

Admiral Hottoway. Because, Mr. Chairman, due to many compli- 
cations of the so-called hump, we would prefer to get the young men 
as they come out and bring them up in the service from the very begin- 
ning to the maximum possible extent. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, will it facilitate you and take pressure off the 
Navy if we write it into the law ? 

Admiral Hotitoway. I believe perhaps it will. 

Mr. BLanprorp. Mr. Chairman—— 

Admiral Hottoway. I would like a suggestion from counsel on that. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Blandford? 

Mr. Bianprorp. Yes; may I discuss that for just a moment? 

Mr. Brooxs. All right, sir. 

Mr. Bianprorp. We have for years faced hump problems in the 
armed services. It seemed to the committee last year that it was the 
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height of folly to enact legislation which would permit individuals 
to be integrated into a hump or into a grade in which there could 
be a hump. 

Now, if we put into this law, as we already have in existing law, 
a limitation on the grade in which individuals can be integrated, we 
are going to prevent a very serious attrition problem which may 
develop in the future. 

Now, it is all well and good to say that there are Reserve officers 
in the grade of lieutenant commander and commander who should 
be integrated into the Navy, but when you integrate one of those 
people into a hump situation and you have to apply the attrition it 
means another man has got to go out. 

It is just a forceout. And why ask for more trouble than you 
already have? 

The Navy is going to have to come in within the next 2 or 3 years 
and ask for additional authority to retain individuals who otherwise 
will have to be attrited. 

It would be silly for this committee to permit, even by legislation 
permit, even though they do not intend to use it, augmentation of 
that situation, enlargement of a hump situation which they are going 
to have to come in and ask to be relieved from 2 or 3 years from now. 

We can solve that problem by merely putting in the law that they 
can’t integrate in a grade above permanent lieutenant in the Navy 
and permanent captain in the Marine Corps. 

Now the very proof of the effectiveness of that provision is the large 
number of officers that have just been integrated into the Navy. Many 
of them were lieutenant commanders and agreed to revert back to 
lieutenant in order to go into the Regular Navy. 

So it has not been any stumbling block to the Navy in obtaining 
qualified people in an integration program. 

As a matter of fact, I think it has been of great assistance to them. 

Admiral Hotntoway. Very much. 

Mr. Brooks. Where would you put that, Admiral; that proviso? 

Mr. Bianprorp. I have the language here. 

Mr. Brooxs. Would you read the language? 

Mr. Buanprorp. Yes, sir. 

Amend section 

Admiral Hottoway. Mr. Chairman, may I interpolate ? 

Mr. Brooks. All right. 

Admiral Hottoway. The Navy Department felt it was a decision 
for the committee and was therefore diffident in initiating the 
limitation. 

I will say that we very much, since the matter is raised, favor the 
limitation just as counsel has presented it to you, sir, to the committee. 
Mr. Brooks. The subcommittee has confidence in you, Admiral. 

Admiral Hottoway. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. You read the limitation, yes. 

Mr. Buanprorp. We will amend section 2 (a) to read as follows: 





The President may appoint to permanent commissioned grades not above lieu- 
tenant regular Navy and captain in the regular Marine Corps officers of the 
Naval Reserve and Marine Corps Reserve and officers of the Regular Navy and 
Regular Marine Corps who do not hold permanent commissioned appointments 
therein, subject to the conditions and limitations in the following subsections 
of this section. 
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And then 

Mr. Van Zanpt. You only amend, then, paragraph (a) ? 

Mr. Bianprorp. Yes, sir, that is right. 

Mr. Brooxs. Yes. That would include the amendment that you 
read ¢ 

Mr. Bianprorp. Yes, sir. 

Now—— 

Mr. Brooks. Now is there any objection on the part of the sub- 
committee to the suggested amendment limitation ? 

Mr. Van Zanprt. I move its adoption, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooxs. You have heard the motion. 

Mr. Jounson. Second the motion. 

Mr. Brooks. It is duly seconded. 

[f there is no objection, it is so ordered and adopted. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the Admiral 
question ? 

The 1,000 nominees that are now pending before the Senate, what 
are their sources? 

Admiral Hottoway. They are Reserve officers, most of them from 
active duty status, Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. How many of them are OCS, how many of them 
ROTC and so forth ? 

Admiral Hot1toway. May I get you an exact breakdown for the 
committee, sir? 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Yes. 

Admiral Hottoway. A member in the ROTC regular, the so-called 
Holloway plan, does not require this authority. They go in at the 
end of 3 years. 

They can elect and request regular. 

The Naval Academy does not require it. The OCS, to go regular, 
has to have the augmentation bill provide for it. 

I will give the committee a detailed breakdown. 

I will say this, sir, that we did not get as many of the most young 
people that we like to. That is where we still have to encourage the 
ensigns and jg.’s. : 

Mr. Van Zanor. This legislation is primarily designed to take 
care of the OCS graduate? 

Admiral Hotroway. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Who wants to be integrated into the Regular 
Navy? 

Admiral Hotroway. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. Now 

Admiral Hotroway. And the NROTC contract, which have not 
quite the same privilege to go regular that the NROTC regular or 
Holloway plan has. 

Mr. Brooks. We have a very able statement here from the admiral. 

I think all of us understand. It is simply continuing a very efficient 
program of promotion there for the Navy, of integration, rather, for 
the Navy. 

So if there is no objection to it, to the bill, why we will report it 
favorably, as amended, to the full committee. 

Thank you very much, Admiral. 

What is the next bill there? 


a 
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Admiral Hottoway. Mr. Chairman, it is an honor to appear before 
you. 

I think I am for the next one. 

Mr. Brianprorp. Yes, sir. H. R. 2112. 

(The bill follows :) 


[H. R. 2112, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 


A BILL To amend the Act of February 21, 1946 (60 Stat. 26), to permit the retirement 
of temporary officers of the naval service after completion of more than twenty years 
of active service 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Act of February 21, 1946 (60 Stat. 
26), as amended, is further amended by— 

(a) inserting in section 6 after the word “thereof” where it first occurs 
a comma and the phrase “including any member of the naval service tem- 
porarily appointed to commissioned grade whose permanent status is 
enlisted,” ; 

(b) adding at the end of section 6 the following new sentence: “As used 
in this section ‘active commissioned service’ includes all active service per- 
formed under a temporary appointment to a commissioned grade, including 
a commissioned warrant grade, by an officer whose permanent status is 
enlisted.” ; and 

(ec) deleting section 7 (¢). 

Mr. Buianprorp. I think, Mr. Chairman, I should read a statement. 

Mr. Brooks. You have a statement there and if you will read it- 

Mr. Bianprorp. I will read the chairman’s statement at this time. 

This is a fairly simple subject which sounds extremely complicated. 
{ caution everyone about that to start with, because it is going to sound 
a lot worse than it is. 

(The statement is as follows :) 





The purpose of H. R. 2112 is to correct an existing inequity with regard to 
certain officers of the Navy and Marine Corps who hold appointments as tem- 
porary officers, although their permanent status is that of enlisted personnel. 

Public Law 305 of the 79th Congress provides that when any officer of the 
Regular Navy or Marine Corps or the Reserve components thereof completes 20 
or more years of active duty, 10 of which has been commissioned service, he may 
apply for retirement as an officer. If the President approves his request, he is 
then entitled to be retired and paid retired pay as an officer. 

In 1952 the Comptroller General ruled that temporary officers of the Navy 
and Marine Corps who hold permanent enlisted status were not commissioned 
officers of the Navy or Marine Corps for the purposes of this law and therefore 
were not entitled to apply for retirement under this provision of law. 

Now I will interpolate to say the reason behind the Comptroller General's 
decision was to this effect: these people have a permanent status and enlisted 
personnel. Therefore they are not Regular officers. They are not Reserve 
officers. Therefore, this provision of law does not apply to them. 


Mr. Van Zanpvt. They are temporary officers. 

Mr. Buanprorp. That is right. That is an unfortunate term, I might 
mention. 

We talk about temporary officers. This is the temporary officer who 
is a temporary officer in that he can be reverted back to his enlisted 
status because he never gives up his permanent enlisted status. 

We also have temporary promotions. Temporary promotions are 
not involved directly in this discussion at this point. 

Thus, these individuals under existing law can only do one thing if 
they wish to leave the active list with less than 30 years of active 
duty they can revert to their enlisted status and apply for transfer 
to the Fleet Reserve and draw retainer pay. 
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Upon the completion of 30 years of service, including time in the 
Fleet Reserve, they are then retired and advanced on the retired list 
and to the highest grade satisfactorily served up to June 30, 1946. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. You mean as enlisted men ¢ 

Mr. Buanprorp. Then they would be advanced up to their highest 
officer grade, up to June 30, 1946. 

The proposed legislation therefore does two things. First, it permits 
temporary commissioned officers of the Navy and Marine Corps to 
apply for retirement in the same manner as Regular and Reserve 
officers of the Navy and Marine Corps who qualify for retirement 
under Public Law 305 of the 79th Congress. 

Secondly, the proposed legislation repeals that section of Public 
Law 305 which limits the retired pay of officers retired under this law 
to the highest grade attained on or before June 30, 1946. 

If the proposed legislation is enacted into law, temporary commis- 
sioned officers of the Navy and Marine Corps will be allowed to apply 
for retirement prior to the completion of 30 years of active duty and 
upon retirement will be paid retired pay in the highest grade satis- 
factorily served. 

The bill as now written does not provide any relief for individuals 
who have already reverted to enlisted status and transferred to the 
Fleet Reserve as enlisted personnel because the 1952 Comptroller 
General's decision precluded them from applying for retirement as 
officers. 

Voluntary retirements were, of course, limited during the war in 
Korea, but nevertheless there are individuals today in the Fleet Re- 
serve who would have been entitled to apply for retirement as ollicers 
had it not been for the Comptroller General’s decision which held 
that they were not commissioned officers for the purposes of Public 
Law 305. 

Therefore, the chairman will offer an amendment—which will per- 
mit these individuals to be retired as officers in their highest grade 
satisfactorily served. 

However, they will be required to request retirement and if they 
do not make a request within 90 days after the enactment of the pro- 
posed legislation they will then be required to complete 50 years of 
total service before being entitled to advancement to officer grade. 

Thus, the amendment which I will propose will place present mem- 
bers of the Fleet Reserve in the position in which they would have 
heen had they been eligible for retirement as officers when they trans- 
ferred to the Fleet Reserve. 

The proposed legislation will cost $4,286,000 in its first year after 
enactment, and decreasing amounts thereafter. ‘The amendment 
which I have suggested will cost in the neighborhood of $1,600,000 over 
a 10-year period, and I hope we can get the first fiscal cost from the 
witnesses this morning. 

Mr. Pricer. How many men are affected ? 

Mr. Bianprorp. There are 3,683 in the Navy and 153 in the Marine 
Corps and I believe the figure for those that would be affected by the 
amendment which I have suggested would affect 145 members of the 
Fleet Reserve and 30 members of the Fleet Marine Corps Reserve. 

Mr. Brooks. About 3,800 altogether. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. What about the rank of these boys! 

Mr. Buanprorp. That is the problem. 
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That is when we get into complications. Public Law 305 permits 
individuals to retire with 20 years of active duty, 10 of which is com- 
missioned. 

A subsection of that law says that they can only be retired under 
this law with the rank they attained prior to June 30, 1946. 

Section 316 (j) of the Officer Personnel Act permits officers to retire 
in the grade in which serving. 

So they can retire in the grade in which serving. 

However, you have temporary officers who are not temporary officers 
appointed under the Officer Personnel Act and therefore they are 
limited or were limited to the June 30, 1946, date. 

Now this bill will repeal that portion of Public Law 305 which 
limits the retirement to the highest grade attained prior to June 30, 
1946. 

Now I want to state right here that this particular bill does not go 
on beyond section 6 and section 7 of Public Law 305 insofar as the 
amendments to Public Law 305 are concerned to the act, temporary 
act of 1941, under which other individuals are entitled to the highest 
grade satisfactorily served up to June 30, 1946. 

So we are not solving the problem for a small group of enlisted 
personnel who may have served in a temporary grade higher than 
that in which they transferred to the Fleet Reserve. 

That problem will be taken care of right across the board by another 
bill which is now, not before the committee because it has not yet 
been introduced but is now under study in the committee, known as 
an equalization bill, in which we will equalize all of these retirement 
benefits to the greatest extent possible by abolishing all of these arbi- 
trary dates that were put in various laws, such as Public Law 810 
and Public Law 305. 

But that is such a large undertaking and undoubtedly we will not 
accomplish it during this session, and yet this problem is a very real 
problem for individuals today serving on active duty in the Navy 
who want to retire, as well as people who have alre: ady transferred to 
the Fleet Reserve. 

Mr. Brooks. Let’s don’t go into that right at this limited time here 

(Laughter. ) 

Mr. Brooks. Admiral, we would like to hear from you before we 
pass on the bill. 

Admiral Hottoway. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

[ will furnish my written statement to the recorder. 

Mr. Brooks. Let it be filed. 

(The document is as follows :) 


STATEMENT OF DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY WITNESS ON H. R. 2112, A Britt To 
AMEND Pustiic LAw 305, 79TH CoNGRESS, To PERMIT THE RETIREMENT OF TEM- 
PORARY OFFICERS OF THE NAVAL SERVICE AFTER COMPLETION OF MORE THAN 20 
YEARS OF ACTIVE SERVICE 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, the Department of the Navy 
appreciates the consideration being given to H. R. 2112, a bill which would remove 
an existing injustice to a category of Navy and Marine Corps officers who have 
made indispensable contributions to the effectiveness of the two services. We 
urge its enactment as a clear matter of equity. 

Because the term “temporary officer” is sometimes subject to confusion with 
other categories of commissioned officers in the various services it may be 
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advisable to explain that in the Navy and Marine Corps a temporary officer is a 
person serving under a temporary appointment to a commissioned grade while 
retaining a permanent enlisted or warrant status. They are Regular Navy or 
Regular Marine Corps personnel, both in their permanent enlisted or warrant 
status and in their officer status. The individuals concerned were outstanding 
petty officers and warrant officers who helped fill the greatly expanded wartime 
needs for commissioned officers and who have continued since to fill the gap 
between our permanently commissioned officer structure and the current needs 
of the two services. Their store of practical experience and service knowledge 
has been an important stabilizing factor in the utilization of large numbers of 
young and inexperienced officers to meet requirements. Although they have 
retained permanent enlisted or warrant status for record purposes their respon- 
sibilities, duties, authority, and service relationships have been appropriate to 
the commissioned grades in which they are serving. 

Section 6 of the act of February 21, 1946 (Public Law 305, 79th Cong.) provides 
that: 

“When any officer of the Regular Navy or the Regular Marine Corps or the 
Reserve components thereof has completed more than 20 years of active service 
in the Navy, Marine Corps, or Coast Guard, or the Reserve components thereof, 
including active duty for training, at least 10 years of which shall have been 
active commissioned service, he may at any time thereafter, upon his own appli- 
eation, in the discretion of the President, be placed upon the retired list on the 
first day of such month as the President may designate.” 

Until 1951, no temporary officer had sufficient commissioned service to qualify 
for retirement under Public Law 305, but in the Department of the Navy we 
considered that upon completion of the service requirement the retirement privi- 
lege would accrue. It was the Navy Department’s consistent intent that any 
oflicer—permanent regular, temporary regular, or Reserve—should have the same 
privilege to apply for retirement when the qualifying service was completed. 
However, in a decision dated July 22, 1952 (B-109511) the Comptroller General 4; 
held that enlisted personnel serving under temporary appointments as commis- * 
sioned officers are not “officers of the Regular Navy” within the meaning of that 
term as used in section 6 of the act of February 21, 1946 (60 Stat. 27), and there- 
fore are not eligible to retire under that act. The effect of this decision is to 
limit these temporary officers to retirement under the laws relating to enlisted 
personnel. Under these laws they may transfer in their enlisted status to the 
Fleet Reserve or Fleet Marine Corps Reserve after the completion of 20 years of 
active service, with further transfer to the retired list on completion of 30 years’ 
service, including time in the Fleet Reserve or Fleet Marine Corps Reserve, and 
advancement to their officer rank at that time. 

The adverse opinion of the Comptroller General occurred at a time when 
voluntary retirements of officers generally were limited by a provision in the 
current appropriation act. Request for remedial legislation therefore, was de- 
ferred until these temporary restrictions on the operation of normal retirement ~ 
laws were discontinued. In the second session of the 838d Congress these restric- 
tions were removed. In addition, the Warrant Officer Act of 1954 made tem- 
porary warrant officers eligible to apply for voluntary retirement upon the 
completion of 20 years or more of active service. Temporary commissioned 
officers remain as the sole category of officer personnel who may not be retired 
in the grade in which serving for other than physical disability, on the completion 
of 20 years or more of active service, including at least 10 years service in com- 
missioned rank. 

The letter of transmittal accompanying the submission of this legislative pro- 
posal refers to the prospect that reduced requirements for officer personnel may | 
bring about the termination of the temporary appointments of many of these 
ofiicers prior to the completion of 30 years’ service. This prospect was described 
before this committee in the last session, in connection with other legislation. 
The imminence of such a necessity, insofar as the Navy is concerned, appears to 
have been greatly diminished in the plans which have been developed more 
recently, and we hope to continue the appointments in effect. The table of costs 
submitted, which represented costs which would occur in the extreme circum- 
stance that all such appointments were terminated in 1957, are maximum costs 
under conditions which now seem unlikely to occur. Because it now appears that 
retirements under this proposal will be voluntary, and because action on appli- e 
cations will be subject to policy dictated by current needs of the service reliable © 
estimates of cost cannot be made, but it is certain that the cost for the Depart- +} 
ment of the Navy will not approach the maximum listed. = 
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The Department of the Navy considers that the exclusion of temporary officers 
from the retirement provisions of Public Law 305 was a matter of unfortunate 
inadequacy of language rather than intent. We urge the remedy of this deficiency 
not merely as a matter of equity but also to remove any implication of inferior 
service by these splendid officers. 

Admiral Hotuoway. I would like to add to the very erudite and 
correct discussion of counsel that I have always felt this one of my 
gravest moral responsibilities, to call this situation to your attention, 
sir. 

Because we have had these wonderful ex-enlisted men—they are both 

rarrants and enlisted, these temporary officers. 

I did not mention that some of the “tems” are also ex-warrant 
officers, who have been promoted, some of them having attained the 
grade of commander in the Navy and are excellent. 

The saying in the fleet was we could not have gotten underway in 
the fleet in 1947 without these fine ex-chief machinist mates and war- 
‘ant machinists who were bearing the rank of junior grade and 
lieutenant. 

They have done every sort of job well in the Navy. Then when 
they come up for retirement they can’t retire as a commissioned officer. 
They have to revert to enlisted status and take their 20-year fleet 
reserve position. 

It is a situation that I am convinced the Congress never intended. 
It is simply a matter of language and decision by the Comptroller, a 
bookkeeping decision, and it has imposed grievously upon these very 
devoted men. 

And they are devoted men. I say nobody has shown the devotion 
that these very enlisted men in our service have shown. 

Mr. Brooxs. I think it is a matter of simple justice to these enlisted 
men there. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Admiral, is it not true that all of these men were 
either warrant officers or chief petty officers ? 

Admiral Hottoway. Practically—I would not say 100 percent, Mr. 
Van Zandt, but almost entirely. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. And you say some of them reached the rank of 
commander ? 

Admiral Hotioway. I flew in a plane the other day on the way to 
Newport, to the top commander’s conference, and the pilot was a fine 
commander, an ex-AP. 

Mr. Bianprorp. Of course, you have no problem with the commis- 
sioned warrant officers because they are not disqualified from re- 
tirement ? 

Admiral Hottoway. That is right. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Is it not true that these enlisted men temporarily 
promoted, we will say, to junior grade and lieutenant and lieutenant 
commander and commander—they carried along with them all of the 
responsibilities ? 

Admiral Hottoway. Absolutely. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. And they performed just the same as though they 
had been Naval Academy graduates? 

Admiral Hottoway. That is right. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Or officers of the Regular Navy ? 

Admiral Hottoway. Mr. Van Zandt, in the regular annual selec- 
tion boards a lot of them are being selected right along with their 
Naval Academy you may say contemporaries. 
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Mr. Van Zanpr. Yes. 

Admiral Hottoway. On the Navy list. And that is the way people 
get to be lieutenant commanders and commanders. 

Mr. Brooks. Admiral, I think we understand it pretty well. 

Admiral Hottoway. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. The counsel has been very helpful to us, and you have 
too, Admiral. 

It seems to me it isa matter of simple justice to enlisted men. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. That is right. 

Admiral Hottoway. That is right. 

Mr. Brooxs. They have worked their way up, which is hard in the 
service sometimes. 

So if there is no objection—— 

Mr. Van Zanpr. I move the adoption of the bill. 

Mr. Brooks. If there is no objection—— 

Mr. BLanprorp. We have Mr. Lofgren from the Fleet Reserve and 
Captain Jackson, who want to say a few words, and also the amendment 
which I suggested in the bill which had to be read. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman, I move the adoption of the amend- 
ment, in the bill. 

Mr. Brooks. You heard the motion. If there is no objection, it is 
adopted. 

All right. We want to hear from these gentlemen very briefly. I 
think we understand the bill. 

You may sell yours out of court here. [Laughter. | 

Admiral Hottoway. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. It was 
in honor to appear before you. 

Mr. Brooks. Why can’t we put these remarks from you gentlemer 
in the record ? 

I just consulted here with my committee and practically everybody 
on the committee has been under such huge pressure in the last few 
days—they have appointments there that are going to take them away 
from our subcommittee. 

We can’t meet this afternoon, unless we meet very late. 

Mr. Loreren. Mr. Chairman, I will be very brief in my statement. 
It is just a clarification point. 

Mr. Brooks. Fine. 

Mr. Loreren. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, my name is Charles E. 
Lofgren. Iam the national secretary of the Fleet Reserve Association. 

My organization is interested in H. R. 2112 from the viewpoint of the 
temporary officers now serving in the Regular Navy whose permanent 
status is enlisted and those enlisted men now serving in the Regular 
Navy who served under temporary officer appointment but for some 
reason or other reverted to their permanent enlisted status. 

I am accompanied today by one of my associates, Lt. Fred J. Scanlon, 
United States Navy, retired. 

[ should say in explanation that Lieutenant Scanlon was a lieutenant 
commander, temporary, with permanent enlisted status, having com- 
pleted 33 years of combined service as an enlisted man and as a tem- 
porary officer. 

Mr. Scanlon was appointed originally under the Temporary Ap- 
pointment Act of 1941 asa commissioned officer. 

Later, he was advanced in rank under the Officer Personnel Act of 
1947 to the rank of lieutenant and subsequently was promoted to the 
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rank of lieutenant commander, temporary, under the Resurrected Act, 
the Temporary Appointment Act of 1941. 

It seems apparently that the Navy had to make space for the younger 
men coming in from the officer candidate schools and ROTC’s. 

So that along about 1933 

Mr. Scanton. 1953. 

Mr. Loreren. 1953—they reverted or sent, rather, a “Dear John” 
letter out to all of these men who had completed 30 years of service, 
advising them either to apply for retirement or else they were to be 
reverted to their permanent enlisted status. 

That leaves Mr. Scanlon, or Lieutenant Scanlon, in the position of 
having credit and distinction as a lieutenant commander, but forced 
to retire after 33 years of service as a lieutenant with the pay of a lieu- 
tenant because of the present qualifying limiting date of June 30, 
1946, in the law which you repeal by this act. 

Now, I want to say that Mr. Scanlon has had long years of expe- 
rience, and I am taking him as a typical example, in personnel admin- 
istration, and in addition to that he was a qualified watch officer, quali- 
fied to hold down the position of officer of the deck at sea or in port. 

So he is a well-rounded naval officer, capable of performing all the 
duties of his line rank as lieutenant commander. 

Mr. Branprorp. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt for just one 
moment ¢ 

Mr. Lofgren, that was the very thing I was explaining to the com- 
mittee before with regard to section 10 of the 1941 act. 

This committee is going to consider the equalization bill, but un- 
fortunately if we were to take what you are about to Jead up to we 
would have to do it across the board. 

In other words, it does not only just involve one small group of offi- 
cers. Thereare also people affected by Public Law 810. 

Now, I do not know of a faster way of killing this bill at this mo- 
ment—and I know you do not want to do that—than to amend the bill 
to add a small group or a group of Navy officers and at the same time 
exclude a lot of other people in the other services. 

Because then we would have a discriminatory piece of legislation. 
And I would suggest, Mr. Lofgren, if I may—lI am not trying to hurry 
you, but I would suggest that your amendments which I have just 
glanced at would be most appropriate when we consider the equaliza- 
tion of retirement benefits bill, which we are going to take up just 
as soon as we possibly can get to it. 

But we are trying to solve an immediate problem now for these peo- 
ple. We can’t always take and give equity all the way down the line 
as fast as we want to. 

Mr. Loreren. Yes, Mr. Blandford, I understand that and I was 
just leading up to that point. 

Mr. Bianprorp. Good. 

Mr. Brooks. We are not going to be able to hold a quorum here. I 
want to remind you if you are interested in this bill, we have an option 
before us, to adjourn—to go ahead and take the bill up now for con- 
sideration or adjourn until late this afternoon. Say about 3:30 or 
4 o’clock. 

Mr. Loreren. Mr. Chairman, I can conclude in 2 minutes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. All right, sir. 
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Mr. Loreren. I was very much pleased with the amendment which 
Mr. Blandford proposes and which the committee has accepted. He 
has gone far afield and taken care of those men who are in the Fleet 
Reserve. 

Mr. Buanprorp. That is right. I have not attempted to do it for 
the officers. 

Mr. Loreren. Right. But you have not taken care of Lieutenant 
Scanlon who is in a like circumstance. 

Mr. Buanprorp. We will take care of Lieutenant Scanlon as soon 
as we can get the equalization bill. 

Because if we take Lieutenant Scanlon we have to take care of Cap- 
tain Jones in the Army and we have to take care of Lieutenant Smith 
in the Air Force and then we do not have a bill that will move 
immediately. 

Mr. Loreren. But if you amend your amendment to include those 
who were retired in Mr. Scanlon’s status, instead of just taking care 
of the Fleet Reserve men, I think it would be very easy. 

Mr. Buanprorp. Well, Mr. Lofgren, I would think that the chair- 
man’s admonition is sound. We could, of course, delay this bill for 
the rest of this session, and I think that is what it will result in doing. 
Because we will then be putting in a provision applicable to one group 
of officers that will not be applicable to groups or a group of officers 
in the other services. 

Now that in my opinion—this committee would not be justified in 
doing that now. 

There is no Fleet Reserve in the Army or the Air Force. Let’s take 
care of the Fleet Reserve right now. Let’s take care of those people 
who have not finished their 30 years yet. 

Let’s take care of the people that went out with between 20 and 30 
years of service and are waiting to go up to their retired status. 

These people are living on enlisted pay and are entitled to officer’s 
pay. Let’s give them officer’s pay. 

Then let’s take care of the officers in the next bill that we take up 
and give them a little more pay on top of their officer’s pay. But let’s 
take care of the enlisted man right now. 

Mr. Brooks. Well 

Mr. Loreren. Well, in conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I want to say 
that some 3,500 temporary officers whose permanent status is enlisted 
now serve in the Regular Navy have for several years watched the 
progress of H. R. 2112 and sincerely trust that the bill will be favor- 
ably enacted. 

Mr. Brooxs. Thank you very much, gentlemen. 

We appreciate your testimony. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. I move your adoption. 

Mr. Brooxs. Now I hear a motion to adopt the bill. 

Mr. BianpForp. As amended. 

Mr. Price. Yes. 

Mr. Brooxs. If there is no objection, it is so ordered. 

It will be reported to the full committee next Wednesday. 

Thank you, Mr. Blandford. 

Mr. Bianprorp. Yes, sir; thank you very much. 

(Whereupon, at 12:15 p. m., the committee was adjourned.) 
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[No. 24] 


SUBCOMMITTEE HEARINGS ON H. R. 6277 AND H. R. 6600 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, SUBCOMMITTEE NO. 2, 
Washington, D.C., Wednesday, June 22, 1955. 

The subcommittee met at 10 a. m., the Honorable Paul J. Kilday, 
chairman of the subcommittee, presiding. i 

Mr. Kitpay. The committee will be in order. 

We will take up first this morning H. R. 6277, a bill to amend 
subsection 303 (c) of the Career Compensation Act of 1949 relating 
to transportation and storage of household goods of military personnel 
on permanent change of station. 

(The bill referred to is as follows :) 


{H. R. 6277, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 


A BILL To amend subsection 303 (c) of the Career Compensation Act of 1949 relating to 
transportation and storage of household goods of military personnel on permanent 
change of station 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That section 303 (c) of the Career Compen- 
sation Act of 1949 (63 Stat. 802) is amended by inserting the following at the 
end of the first sentence thereof: ‘“‘Nontemporary storage of baggage and house- 
hold effects may be authorized in Government facilities, or in commercial 
facilities whenever such storage is considered to be more economical to the 
Government: Provided, however, That in no instance shall the weight stored 
plus the weight transported in connection with a change of station exceed the 
maximum weight limitation fixed by regulations promulgated by the respec- 
tive Secretaries when not otherwise fixed by law: And provided further, That 
nontemporary storage of baggage and household effects shall not be authorized 
for a period longer than one year from the date members are separated from 
the service, except that a longer period may be authorized by regulations pro- 
mulgated by the respective Secretaries where a member is confined in a hospital 
or in its vicinity undergoing medical treatment on date of separation.” 

Mr. Kitpay. Which Department is in charge of this bill? 

Mr. Brianprorp. The Army. 

Mr. Kitpay. Will you come around, please, Colonel ? 

Will you identify yourself for the record ¢ 

Colonel Russetz. I am Col. George R. Russell. 

Mr. Kirtpay. Do you have a prepared statement ? 

Colonel Russeti. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Go right ahead, Colonel. 

Colonel Russetz. I am Col. George R. Russell, Chief, General 
Traffic Division, Office of the Chief of Transportation, Department 
of the Army. 

The Department of the Army has been designated as the repre- 
sentative of the Department of Defense for this legislation. I 
represent the Department of the Army for that purpose. 

I have with me today Mr. Francis S. Liles, a representative of 
the Quartermaster General, Department of the Army for the purpose 
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of answering any questions that you may have with respect to the 
storage of household goods in Government facilities. 

Maj. Lewis Rice, Office, Director of Transportation, Department of 
the Air Force, and Lt. Comdr. Elmer J. Maiman, Bureau of Supplies 
and Accounts, Department of the Navy, are also here. 

I have prepared a brief statement with respect to this legislation 
which I would like to present to the committee. 

This bill would amend section 303 (c) of the Career Compensation 
Act of 1949 to permit upon permanent change of station, the non- 
temporary storage of baggage and household effects in Government 
facilities, or in commercial facilities when commercial storage is 
considered to be more economical to the Government. 

Under the joint travel regulations, promulgated by the Secretary of 
the three military services in implementation of section 303 (c) of the 
Career Compensation Act, temporary storage of household goods may 
be authorized at Government expense in either Government or com- 
mercial facilities whenever necessary in connection with a permanent 
change of station, because of conditions beyond the control of the 
member. 

Temporary storage does not normally exceed a period of 6 months. 
Nontemporary storage, which is limited to Government facilities, is 
authorized by the military departments on a space-available basis. 

Enactment of this proposal would be economically advantageous 
to the Government. When an individual is transferred to an overseas 
station there may arise the requirement that his furniture be placed 
in storage. 

If he is transferred from a point remote from the location of a Gov- 
ernment storage facility, it would normally be more economical to 
pay commercial storage charges than to pay the transportation costs on 
the household goods to such remote Government storage facility. 

In frequent cases, the Government storage point is located in a direc- 
tion opposite from the new duty station upon return from overseas. 
For example: On a transfer from Washington, D. C., to an overseas 
station, the nearest available Government storage depot is normally 
Richmond, Va. 

However, when space in that depot is not available for household 
goods, Memphis, Tenn., may be the nearest point. Upon return to 
the United States, the owner might be assigned to New York, N. Y.; 
Boston, Mass., or to some other northeastern point. 

Consequently, the household goods would be “backhauled” toward 
or past the station from which originally forwarded. If, in such a 
case, commercial nontemporary storage were authorized, transporta- 
tion costs other than from the old duty station to the assigned station 
upon return to the United States would be avoided. In other cases, it 
may be to the Government’s advantage to use Government storage 
facilities. Government nontemporary storage of household goods 
requires complete packing and crating in order to facilitate proper 
storage-and full use of cubic storage space at the storing depot. 

The minimum packing and crating required for local or nearby 
commercial storage will save packing, crating, and transportation 
costs. 

The transportation officer, after evaluating all factors including the 
cost of packing and crating involved when storage is in Government 
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facilities, would use whichever facility (Government or commercial) 
is considered most economical and advantageous to the Government. 

Frequently, weight allowances to overseas areas are restricted. For 
example, during the Korean emergency, the weight allowance to 
Japan was limited to 2,000 pounds or 25 percent of a member’s weight 
allowance, whichever was greater. At that period, a second lieutenant 
whose weight allowance was 6,000 pounds could ship only 2,000 pounds 
to Japan and was required to store the remaining 4,000 pounds in the 
United States. 

By separating storage entitlements from transportation rights, and 
authorizing such storage in commercial facilities, the 4,000 pounds 
could have been stored in a warehouse at point of origin. This would 
have eliminated packing, crating, and transporting the 4,000 pounds to 
a Government facility whenever such action would have resulted in a 
savings to the Government. Shipment to Japan of the full weight 
allowances authorized by the Joint Travel Regulations is now per- 
mitted but similar restrictions are imposed in other areas from time 
to time. 

Another example that might be cited is where a member of the 
military service 1s ordered to school on a permanent change of sta- 
tion for a period of 6 months or more. If the school has furnished 
quarters, the member will be instructed not to ship his household goods 
to the school because of lack of storage space. As long as the school 
period is longer than 6 months, the household goods cannot be shipped 
to temporary storage, therefore, the only alternative under present 
conditions is to pack and crate the household goods and ship them to 
Government storage. 

While it is difficult to forecast with accuracy the savings that would 
result from enactment of this proposal, it is known that unit expendi- 
tures would decrease. 

Based on the estimated total household goods moved into storage 
in fiscal year 1955, it is estimated that a savings of $3,500,000 would 
have been realized if storage had been in commercial facilities. 

That is only on the Army furniture alone. 

I have appreciated this opportunity of appearing before the com- 
mittee and shall be happy to answer any questions that you may have 
on this bill. 

Mr. Kipay. I believe it would be well to read the present provision 
that is sought to be amended so that we may have that for the record. 

Mr. Buanprorp. Yes; section 303 (c) of the Career Compensation 
Act reads as follows: 

In addition to the allowances authorized above, under such conditions and limita- 
tions and for such ranks, grades, or ratings and to and from such locations as may 
be prescribed by the Secretaries concerned, members of the uniformed services 
when ordered to make a change of permanent station shall be entitled to trans- 
portation in kind for dependents or to reimbursement thereof, or to a monetary 
allowance in lieu of such transportation in kind at a rate to be prescribed not in 
excess of the rate authorized in subsection (a) of this section, and in connec- 
tion with a change of station (whether temporary or permanent), to transporta- 
tion (including packing, crating, drayage, temporary storage, and unpacking) 
of baggage and household effects, or reimbursement therefor, to and from such 
locations and within such weight allowances as may be prescribed by the Secre- 
taries, without regard to the comparative costs of the various modes of trans- 
portation. When orders directing a change of permanent station for the 
member concerned have not been issued, or when such orders have been issued 
but are of such a nature that they cannot be used as authority for transportation 
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of dependents and baggage and household effects, the Secretaries concerned may, 
nevertheless, authorize the movement of the dependents and baggage and house- 
hold effects and prescribed transportation in kind, reimbursement therefor, or a 
monetary allowance in lieu thereof as authorized in this subsection, as the case 
may be, only under unusual or emergency circumstances, including but not 
limited to, (1) circumstances when duty is being performed by such member at 
places designated by the Secretary concerned, as within zones from which 
dependents should be evacuated, (2) circumstances when orders which direct 
temporary duty travel of such member do not provide for return to the perma- 
nent station or do not specify or imply any limit to the period of absence from the 
permanent station, or (3) circumstances when such members are serving on 
permanent duty at stations outside the continental United States or in Alaska, 
or on sea duty. The Secretary concerned shall define the term “permanent 
station,” which definition shall include but not be limited to, a shore station or 
the home yard or home port of the vessel to which a member of the uniformed 
services entitled to receive basic pay may be ordered; and a duly authorized 
change in home yard or home port of such vessel shall be deemed a change of 
permanent station. Under regulations prescribed by the Secretary concerned, 
transportation for dependents and baggage and household effects are authorized 
upon the death of a member of the uniformed services while entitled to receive 
basic pay pursuant to section 201 (e) of this Act. 

Mr. Kiipay. And specifically, this would permit the storage on 
a nontemporary basis of persons moving under orders for permanent 
change of station in either Government or commercial facilities ? 

Mr. Bianprorp. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Whereas, at the present time, it could be stored in 
Government facilities only. 

Mr. Bianprorp. That is right. 

Mr. Gavin. It just gives you a wide latitude to handle it in the most 
economical manner. 

Mr. Bianprorp. That is right. 

It make it flexible so we can take advantage of savings when they 
are present ? 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Blandford, do you have any questions? 

Mr. Bianprorp. Yes, I want to get clear in mind exactly what this 
legislation is going to accomplish. 

Today, you have no authority for permanent storage of household 
effects in commercial storage ? 

Colonel Russet. That is right. 

Mr. Kitpay. Do you have authority for temporary storage of house- 
hold effects in commercial storage? 

Colonel Russet. That is right, yes. 

Mr. Kirpay. Normally, not to exceed 6 months. 

Mr. Buanprorp. Yes. There are 1 or 2 examples where they can 
exceed 6 months. 

What this will let you do is put household goods in commercial 
facility or a warehouse whichever is more economical to the Gov- 
ernment, at the point of origin, if that is determined that is more 
economical than crating these household effects and shipping them 
to the nearest Government warehouse. 

Colonel Russetx. That is correct. 

Mr. Bianprorp. Let us use as an illustration Washington, an in- 
dividual receives orders to go from the Pentagon to Germany. He 
is going into a set of quarters which are partially furnished. He 
can do one of two things today. He would ship all of his household 
effects permitted within the weight allowance to Germany, get over 
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there, and find he has excess furniture, and then the Government has 
to store that at Government expense in Germany; is that correct? 

Colonel Russeitn. That is right. 

Mr. Buanprorp. Under this bill it would be possible for a a van 
to pull up in front of his house, take the furniture that he will not 
need, and put it in a commercial warehouse here, which will not 
necessitate crating. 

Now, crating is a most expensive thing. 

Colonel Russetx. That is right. 

Mr. Buanprorp. And no matter what the move is, you invariably 
end up crating these things today; is that right? 

Colonel Russeiu. That is right. 

Mr. Gavin. That is, if they are going into a Government facility. 

Colonel Russetu. Yes. 

That is the only place they can go. 

Mr. Gavin. If it went into a commercial warehouse, you would 
not have to go through the procedure of crating that you do when 
it goes into the Government. 

Colonel Russeiui. That is right. 

Mr. Bianprorp. That is the first big saving. 

This will be more or less dry storage in a commercial facility that 
is equipped to store household effects. It will be air conditioned, 
moisture proofed 

Colonel RusseLu. Vermin controlled. 

Mr. BLanprorp. Yes—and all that sort of thing. So the individual 
stores his effects there at Government expense. Today they come to 
your house and they take “umpteen” thousand board feet of lumber 
and they take all the articles and crate them. They will take the 
kitchen stool, worth about $4, and they will wrap $5 worth of lumber 
around it, and ship it to Richmond, and pay for the hauling, and there 
is more damage under that procedure, than if you had a van pull up 
in front of the house, and put the furniture in somebody’s warehouse. 

And yet, they have to do that; is that right ? 

Colonel Russet. Yes. 

Mr. Buianprorp. So first, you will have a saving from the packing? 

Colonel Russetu. Yes. 

Mr. Buianprorp. And secondly, a saving from the hauling? 

Colonel Russetu. Yes. 

Mr. Bianprorp. Suppose an individual goes overseas on a perma- 
nent change of station, and there are no quarters available, and he 
cannot bring his dependents with him, and the wife is allowed to go 
back to California, her home, and they ship the household effects to 
California, and then later on, there are quarters available for the hus- 
band and the family in Germany. 

Does the present law permit a second shipment of household effects? 

Colonel Russetu. Yes. 

Mr. Bianprorp. Will this bill prevent it? 

Colonel Russetu. No, sir. 

Mr. Buanprorp. But this bill will, under those circumstances, let 
the individual elect whether he wants to put his household effects in 
a commercial warehouse, if it is more economical, to the Government. 

Colonel Russeiu. Yes. 
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Mr. Bianprorp. And the wife can go back to her mother in Cali- 
fornia. 

Colonel Russeiu. Yes. 

Mr. Buanprorp. At that point if she goes to Germany to join her 
husband, she can go in and say, “I need this table, this chair, and the 
radio, and that is all | want. My husband says he has everything else 
over there that he needs.” So that you have that advantage that you 
do not have today, because if you try to go into a Government ware- 
house, and pick out 1 item or 10 items, it would be impossible. 

Colonel RusseLu. You could not do it. 

Mr. Buanprorp. You could not do it? 

Colonel Russetxz. That is right. 

Mr. Bianprorp. So we save that money, also? 

Colonel Russeuiu. Yes. 

Mr. Branprorp. And the only way to get part of the furniture to 
Germany would be to ship all of the household effects—at the present 
time ? 

Colonel Russeiy. That is correct. 

Mr. Kitpay. What control would there be over the length of time 
it would be left in private storage ? 

Colonel Russeiy. The length of time would be written in the Joint 
Travel Regulations. 

Normally, we allow only 1 year after a man has been retired or for 
the length of his overseas duty. If aman was over there 3 years, that 
would be the determining factor. 

If he came back in 2 years, he would have to get it out in a time 
written in the Joint Travel Regulations. 

Mr. Kitpay. It will be followed by law to prevent the storage for 
long periods of time, where the storage charges would be in excess of 
the value of the property. 

Colonel Russei,. That is right. 

Mr. Gavin. I move the bill be approved. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Miller? 

Mr. Miter. At this point, I can see where we have a picture where 
it would be very economical to the Government. On the other hand, 
I can see if somebody takes the easy way out, it can be very expensive 
for the Government. 

So I want it distinctly understood each case will be examined on its 
own merits. 

Weare not laying down a pattern to give somebody a chance to take 
an easy way out, and throw a lot of business to some storage ware- 
houses, because it is the easiest thing to do. 

Colonel Russett. That is right. 

The local transportation officer has to weigh each case and make 
his assessment of the facts and then make his decisicn. And the Gen- 
eral Accounting Office is generally pretty rough on them when he 
makes a wrong decision. That is pretty well controlled. 

Mr. Kitpay. Do you have anything further, Mr. Blandford ? 

Mr. BLanpForp. Yes. 

The language in this bill provides: 

* * * nontemporary storage of baggage and household effects shall not be 
authorized for a period longer than 1 year from the date members are separated 
from the service, except that a longer period may be authorized by regulations 
promulgated by the respective Secretaries where a member is confined in a hos- 
pital or in its vicinity undergoing medical treatment on date of separation. 
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That is obviously intended to provide for the individual who is re- 
tired but who is continued in the service hospital, and thus he will 
be allowed to continue to store his household effects at Government 
expense until such time as they make a final determination that further 
hospitalization can be of no benefit to him. 

Colonel Russeix. That is right. 

Mr. Bianprorp. Now, normally, do they not keep people in a service 
hospital until maximum hospitalization has been obtained, before they 
retire them / 

Colonel Russeiy. That is right. 

Mr. Bianprorp. That is right. 

What isthe reason for this? In line with what Mr. Miller indicated, 
this could conceivably lead to a situation in which a person is retired 
for disability and then he decides since it is sc convenient to go to Wal- 
ter Reed Hospital that he would like to stay in Washington for addi- 
tional treatment for another year, because he has his household effects 
stored there, and the Government continues to pay that bill for storage 
of household effects while he i is, for his own convenience, you might 
say, going to Walter Reed. 

Do you do this today ? 

Colonel Russett. No; he has to be ordered there. 

In other words, if he is coming back from overseas, as is usually 
the case, and he is stricken ill en route, or has to go into hospital 
for minor checkup, and it develops that there is a major ailment 

Mr. Bianprorp. You are talking about the date of separation. 

Colonel Russentn. That is right. 

Mr. Bianprorv. That man is being hospitalized but not being 
separated, 

I am looking for some gimmick beyond that language on the date 
of separation. 

Colonel Russetn. You feel if a man has been separated 

Mr. Bianprorp. If he has been separated or retired 

Colonel RusseLu. He cannot go into the hospital after that. 

Mr. Bianprorp. Why is this language necessary ¢ 

Colonel Rotts. It usually has to do with coming back from over- 
seas for separation. 

Mr. Witson. He does not have to worry about it unless he is 
separated. 

Mr. Buanprorp. The way I read it, it says, 











except that a longer period may be authorized by regulations promulgated by 
the respective Secretaries where a member is confined in a hospital or in its 
vicinity undergoing medical treatment on date of separation. 

That could be interpreted to mean that after separation they will 
continue to store his household effects at Government expense while 
he is undergoing treatment in a retired status. 

Colonel Rottns. Would they separate him while he is in the hos- 
pital? Unless the separation ‘orders had already been written 

Mr. BianpForp. I can visualize the situation where a man is ptired: 

Colonel Rotuins. As separation orders have been written. 

Mr. BLAnprForp. Yes. 

A. man is retired, 

The same day, however, since he lives in this vicinity, he continues 
here for hospitalization i in a retired status. 
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Under this authority, they can continue to store his household ef- 
fects at Government expense; is that right? 

Colonel Russeix. Usually, the orders are written to retire you ef- 
fective, say, June 30, or July 1, 1955. You may become seriously ill. 

The effectice date of your retirement orders are July 1. Normally, 
you would have to have your household goods out of storage by July 1, 
1956. 

Mr. Bianprorp. That is right. 

Is that in here for that purpose ? 

Colonel Rotts. That is right. 

If you are released from the hospital, the day you get out of the 
hospital is the day you have to get your goods out of storage, and 
that is to protect a man who has been retired, and then something 
serious develops. 

Mr. Buanprorp. Mr. Miller posed the problem that this bill could 
end up in some ways as being more expensive to the Government than 
the present situation. 

Today, you store goods on permanent change of station only, on 
a space-available basis? 

Colonel Rotirs. That is right. 

Mr. Bianprorp. Obviously, no one is ever denied storage, because 
there will always be space available, because they will always go out 
and rent warehouse space if necessary in order to store it. 

Colonel Rotts. That is right. 

Mr. Bianprorp. You gave the illustration of an individual having 
goods crated and shipped someplace, and then being assigned north, 
and there would be a backhaul. 

Of course, the same situation could develop that the man might 
have been assigned south, so that they have already picked up that 
space of travel. So you cannot anticipate in 2 years advance of an 
overseas order where the man’s next assignment is going to be. 

But would it not be possible that an individual who is going overseas 
who has his household effects stored and crated in a Government 
warehouse might save money for the Government, rather than storage 
in commercial facilities, because at a later date, when he gets overseas, 
and his dependents can join him, they have to take those household 
effects from the commercial facilities, crate them, ship them to New 
and in other words, you have had two movements of furniture 
where only one would have done the trick previously. 

Colonel RusseLi. Under the present procedure, that is not likely to 
happen for this reason. 

First of all, the individual has to wire the theater commander and 
ask for when he has the permanent change of station order. 

Then he specifies the time he has to come, he has to make a decision 
in regard to household goods but later on he could not change his 
decision. 

Mr. Bianprorp. That is the point. An individual goes from here 
to Germany, and there are no quarters available. His family goes 
to California. 

Colonel Russety. But he has to know this in advance. 

Mr. Bianprorp. All right. 

Does he have to decide then and there whether his household effects 
will be put in Government warehouse or in commercial facilities ? 

















ange ETNEER ARENT 








4171 


Colonel Russeiu. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. Bianprorp. Then he will make the decision, regardless of 
whether it is more economical to the Government. 

Colonel Russeiy. That is right. 

Mr. Bianprorp. Is that right / 

Colonel Russeti. He has to make his decision whether his family 
is going to accompany him at a later date or not. He always has to 
ask for concurrent travel. If he is going to take his family overseas 
he has to check his goods in Goverment storage, and have them ready 
for shipment. 

Mr. BianpForp. On that point, I think Mr. Miller had this in mind. 
If a man says he is going to take his dependents with him, his goods 
will be packed, and crated and shipped to the nearest point of embar- 
kation for storage there in a Government warehouse. 

Colonel Russet. That is right. 

Mr. BuanpForp. So you won't have the individual being able to 
decide to put his household goods in a commercial facility and then 
have them packed and crated and shipped to another Governnent 
warehouse overseas, 

Colonel Russe.u. That is right. 

Mr. Kixtpay. Isthere anything further / 

I think we have taken care of all the questions. 

Thank you, Colonel. 

What is your pleasure on H. R. 6277. 

Mr. Gavin. I move it to be reported favorably. 

Mr. Kinpay. Without objection H. R. 6277 will be favorably re- 
ported to the full committee. 

The next bill is H. R. 6600, a bill to amend section 303 of the 
Career Compensation Act of 1949, to authorize travel and transporta- 
tion allowances, and transportation of dependents and of baggage 
and household effects to the homes of their selection for certain mem- 
bers of the uniformed services, and for other purposes. 

(The bill referred to is as follows :) 


(H. R. 6600, 84th Cong., 1st sess. ] 


A BILL To amend section 303 of the Career Compensation Act of 1949, to authorize travel 
and transportation allowances, and transportation of dependents and of baggage and 
household effects to the homes of their selection for certain members of the uniformed 
services, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That section 303 (a) of the Career Com- 
pensation Act of 1949 (63 Stat. 813) is amended by inserting the following 
sentence immediately after the tirst sentence thereof: “Under uniform regu- 
lations prescribed by the Secretaries concerned, a member of the uniformed 
services who— 

“(1) is retired for physical disability or placed upon the temporary dis- 
ability retired list ; or 
“(2) is retired for any other reason, or is discharged with severance pay, 
immediately following at least eight years of continuous active duty (no 
single break therein of more than ninety days) ; 
may select his home for the purposes of the travel and transportation allow- 
ances payable under this subsection.” 

Sec. 2. Section 303 (c) of the Career Compensation Act of 1949 (63 Stat. 814) 
is amended by inserting the following sentences at the end thereof: “Under 
uniform regulations prescribed by the Secretaries concerned, a member of the 
uniformed services who— 

“(1) is retired for physical disability or placed on the temporary dis- 
ability retired list ; or 
55066--55—No. 24-2 
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“(2) is retired for any other reason, or is discharged with severance pay, 
immediately following at least eight years of continuous active duty (no 
single break therein of more than ninety days) ; 

is entitled to transportation for his dependents and for his baggage and household 
effects to the home selected for allowance purposes under subsection (a) of this 
section.” 


Sec. 3. This Act shall be effective from April 1, 1951. No additional amount 
may be paid to members of reserve components as a result of enactment of this 
amendatory Act unless travel to such selected home be performed on or prior 
to April 28, 1953, or within one year after such retirement or discharge, which- 
ever is later. 

Mr. Kiipay. Colonel Marshall ? 

Colonel Marsuantn. Yes. [I am Lt. Col. Joseph Marshall, United 
States Army, Chief, Regulations Branch, Advisory Service Division, 
Oflice of the Chief of Finance, Department of the Army. 

Mr. Kitpay. Do you have a statement there ? 

Colonel MarsHALL. Yes. 

Mr. Kinpay. Go right ahead. 

Colonel Marsuan.. The proposed legislation will provide authority 
for payment of travel and transportation allowances to all members 
of the uniformed services to a home of selection when (1) a member 
is retired for physical disability or placed upon the temporary dis- 
ability retired list, or (2) is retired for any other reason or discharged 
with severance pay immediately following at least 8 years of con- 
tinuous active duty. 

Prior to the promulgation of regulations pursuant to section 303 
of the Career Compensation Act of 1949, the authority for payment 
of travel and transportation allowances, including transportation of 
dependents and movement of household goods at Government expense, 
to a home of selection for a member of the regular service was con- 
tained in administrative regulations which were recognized by the 
Comptroller General as legally sufficient. 

These regulations were based principally on decisions of the Comp- 
troller General that a member of the regular service was regarded 
xs not having a home during the period of his service and was author- 
ized to select a home to which he may perform travel thereto within 
2 reasonable time after retirement. 

The Joint Travel Regulations, promulgated pursuant to the Career 
Compensation Act of 1949 effective April 1, 1951, provided authority 
for travel and transportation allowances to homes of selection on 
retirement for all members of the uniformed services. 

It was considered proper under the broad terms of section 303 (a) 
of that act to authorize travel and transportation allowances to 
Reserve members in the same manner as for members of the regular 
services since members of the Reserve components who retire after 
many years of service cease to have homes to which to return upon 
retirement even though technically the records show that the homes 
were designated upon entry on active duty. 

It was believed at that time that section 303 (a) of the Career 
Compensation Act provided ample authority therefor since that sec- 
tion authorized regulations to be prescribed by the Secretaries con- 
cerned for travel and transportation expenses of all members of the 
uniformed services including the conditions under which travel and 
transportation allowances could be authorized, and payments were 
made accordingly. 
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The Comptroller General held in decisions in September 1953 and 
March 1954, that section 303 (a), Career Compensation Act, did not 
contain authority for promulgation of regulations which would 
uuthorize travel and transportation allowances for members of the 
Reserve components to their homes of selection upon retirement, and 
that the entitlement for such allowances for a regular member 
appeared to have no application in the case of a reservist who had 
« home from which he was ordered to active duty and to which he 
would be expected to return upon release from active duty whether 
by retirement or otherwise. The effect of these decisions deprived 
members of the Reserve components of the right to select their homes 
on retirement and is discriminatory, especially to those members with 
many years of active service. 

The proposed legislation is designed to correct the inequity by pro- 
viding affirmative authority for travel and transportation allowances, 
including transportation for dependents and movement of household 
effects at Government expense to a home of selection for members of 
the uniformed services who are retired for physical disability or placed 
on the temporary disability retired list, or who are retired for any 
other reason or discharged with severance pay immediately following 
at least 8 years of continuous active duty. 

The proposed legislation also validates payments made in the ac- 
counts of disbursing officers made to or on behalf of members of such 
Reserve components for travel and transportation allowances to homes 
of selection from the effective date regulations were issued pursuant 
to section 303, Career Compensation Act of 1949, through the date 
administrative regulations were issued pursuant to the decisions of the 
Comptroller General which limited Reserve members to such allow- 
ances to the homes of record or to the place from which ordered to 
active duty. 

The proposed legislation is retroactive to April 1, 1951, and provides 
that if travel to a selected home is performed on or after April 28, 
1953—1 year after the termination of the national emergencies—or 
within 1 year after retirement or discharge, whichever is later, that 
members of the Reserve components: 

(1) who were retired may be paid travel and transportation allow- 
ance for the difference between home of record or place from which 
ordered to active duty and a home selected, including travel of de- 
pendents and shipment of household goods, 

(2) who were discharged with severance pay after 8 years of con- 
tinuous active duty may be paid travel and transportation allowances 
for the difference between home of record or place from which ordered 
to active duty and a home selected, including travel of dependents 
and shipment of household goods, 

(3) who were placed on the temporary disability retired list and 
who received travel and transportation allowances to home of record 
or place from which ordered to active duty, when permanently retired 
may be paid the difference between home of record or place from which 
ordered to active duty and a home selected, including travel of de- 
pendents and shipment of household goods. 

The retroactive provisions further provide that members of the 
regular services: 

(1) who were discharged with severance pay after 8 years of con- 
tinuous active duty may be paid travel and transportation allowances 
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for the difference between home of record or place from which ordered 
to active duty and a home selected, including travel of dependents 
and shipment of household goods. 

(2) who were placed on the temporary disability retired list and 
who received travel and transportation etonien to home of record 
or place from which ordered to active duty, when permanently re- 
tired may be paid the difference between home of record or place from 
which ordered to active duty and a home selected, including travel of 
dependents and shipment of household goods. 

The enactment of this proposal would result in no increase in the 
budgetary requirements of the Department of Defense. 

At this time I would also like to say that section 3, the second 
sentence, which provides that no additional amount may be paid to 
members of Reserve components, the Department of Defense would 
like to amend that to read, “Members of the uniformed services,” in- 
stead of tying it down to Reserve components, so that the members 
of the Regular components are covered by the restriction that they 
must make the travel within 1 year of retirement. 

Mr. Kixpay. Mr. Blandford ? 

Mr. Buanprorp. I have several questions. 

On page 2 of the bill, Colonel, you say “is retired for any other 
reason.” 

The way that is written that would include the honorary retired 
list, and I am sure you don’t mean that. 

Colonel Marsuatyt. No; I am sure we do not intend to include that. 

Mr. BianpForp. But it would include them, because it says “is re- 
tired for any other reason.” 

Your intention is retired with pay ? 

Colonel MarsHauu. That is right. 

Mr. Bianprorp. Would you object to the inclusion of the language 
“retired with pay” ? 

Colonel MarsHauu. No, sir. Because it is not our intent to include 
those on the honorary retired list. 

Mr. Bianprorp. So it will be changed to retired with pay. 

Colonel Marswatu. I agree; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bianprorp. I don’t believe we consider people who retire under 
title 3 of Public Law 812 as retired with pay. I think we say they 
are granted retirement pay. 

Colonel MarsHau. Yes. 

Mr. Bianprorp. So the language “retired with pay” would not be 
construed to include a person who is granted retirement pay as a re- 
sult of retirement under title 3 of Public Law 812. 

Colonel Marsuaui. That is right. 

Mr. Buanprorp. That, now, puts us into that situation where you 
might deny a selection of a home to an individual who qualified while 
serving on active duty for retirement under title 3 of Public Law 810. 

So he would not be entitled to select a place to which he wanted to 
have his household effects shipped. 

Do you follow my reasoning ? 

Colonel Marsnatu. Yes; I follow your reasoning. However, that 
is the intent of the Department of Defense. Those who are qualifying 
under title 3 of 810 are those who are earning their 50 points of satis- 
factory service each year or performing inactive duty. 
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Mr. Buanprorp. Yes; but you see my point. You might have indi- 
viduals serving on active duty who attain the age of 60, and the only 
thing they qualify for is retirement under title 3 of Public Law 810. 
I don’t know whether you would have many situations of that nature, 
but you might have some. 

Colonel Marsuatu. If they attain the age of 60, while they were 
on active duty and had completed their satisfactory service. 

Mr. Bianprorp. Yes. 

“Tf retired for any other reason” would include them. 

When we say, “is retired with pay for any other reason,” we pre- 
clude them. 

Colonel Marswatu. That is right. That is proper. That is what 
we want to do. 

Mr. Buianprorp. I don’t think you want to do it, because I don’t 
think you want to deny toa man who has had 10 or 15 years active duty 
in the Reserve, who qualifies not for 810, title 2 retirement, or not for 
retirement under Public Law 305, but who only qualifies for retirement 
under title 3 of Public Law 810, who may have had more than 6 years 
of active duty but who has not had more than 8 years of commissioned 
service and 20 years of active duty. 

Colonel Marsuauu. I understand what you are driving at. It 
would be, of course, extremely remarkable if you came across such a 
case. 

Mr. Buianprorp. I agree with you. 

Colonel Marsuauu. Because generally speaking they sever their 
connection with the Reserves long before they reach age 60. It isa 
question of rank, if nothing else. 

Mr. Buianprorp. I think it may be an academic question. 

Colonel MarsHatu. Yes. 

Mr. Buianprorp. I think if an individual would otherwise qualify 
for retirement—in other words, if he has the requisite number of years 
of active duty, that is 8 years of active duty, and he is on active duty at 
the time, and he then should go out under any provision of law, that 
the words “retired with pay” would be applicable to him, even though 
technically speaking when he receives retired pay he is considered to be 
drawing retired pay. 

Would you agree with that? 

Colonel MarsHatt. Yes, sir; I would. 

Mr. Kizpay. Isthere anything further ? 

Mr. Buianprorp. Yes, sir. I have quite a few items here. 

The way this bill is written it does not apply to reserves who are 
separated because under present law they do not get severance pay. 
We have a bill, H. R. 6725, to provide a lump sum to Reserve oflicers 
who are released from active duty. That may be the bill where this 
matter should be taken up. We do not want to anticipate what the 
Congress may do with regard to readjustment payments, but I want to 
call to your attention this bill, proposed by the Department of Defense, 
recommends a readjusment payment which is in the nature of severance 
pay after only 5 years of continuous duty. 

We are going to have a distinction here between a reserve who goes 
out with readjustment pay after 5 years and a reserve who goes out 
with severance pay—well, a reserve would not get severance pay as 
such but this is in the nature of severance pay for a reservist. 
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There is nothing for the reserve who gets a “Dear John” letter or 
who attains an age which requires him to be released from active 
duty. 

Colonel Marsuatyi. Yes. I don’t think there could be any confusion 
between the terms “readjustment pay” and “severance pay.” Sever- 
ance pay is granted to enable a reservist to adjust to civilian life and 
whenever he is granted severance pay it is because he could not draw 
retirement pay under section 304, or 810. 

But the reservist may draw readjustment pay and end up retiring. 
So the two could not be confused. 

Mr. Bianprorp. The point is severance pay normally goes to Regu- 
lar officers who are passed over, and also to Reserve and Regular 
officers who do not have 30-percent disability and who have less than 
20 years of service. 

Colonel MarsHauy. That is right. 

Mr. Buanprorp. In one case you have a reservist getting severance 
pay. I am merely pointing out here that this bill as written will 
not permit a Reserve officer who is separated with less than 8 years 
of service, or with any years of service, for that matter, to draw, 
or to select, his home for purposes of shipment of household effects, 
but at the same time the committee may, well, not this subcommittee, 
but another subcommittee or the full committee, may well consider 
a bill to grant readjustment pay which is in the nature of severance 
pay to Reserve officers and the same argument will come up after 
4 years of service or 5 or 7 or 12 or 15 or 17 years of continuous 
service, and when an individual is separated he should be able to select 
his home of record. 

Colonel Marswatu. Yes; I see your point, Mr. Blandford, but I do 
not believe the Department of Defense desires in case this bill passes 
to give readjustment pay, or that he be permitted to retire and select 
a home to go to after 5 continuous years of active duty. 

Mr. Bianprorp. I would like to ask your opinion on the situation 
with regard to individuals who are placed upon the temporary- 
disability retired list insofar as their storage of household effects is 
concerned. It is not directly involved in this bill but the situation 
does arise. 

There have been individuals and I think the subcommittee should 
be aware of this: That there have been individuals who have been 
placed upon the temporary-disability retired list and as a result of 
a Comptroller General’s decision they have not been able to select 
their home for the purposes of shipment of household effects. 

In your explanation you indicated that an individual could ship 
his household effects only to this home of record while on the tempo- 
rary-disability retired list, but he could continue on to wherever he 
wanted to live and when he was placed upon the permanent retired 
list he could then submit a voucher for the difference between the 
home of record and the place that he selected if he spent more money 
than the cost of shipping to the home of record; is that right? 

Colonel MarsHat.. Yes. 

Mr. Bianprorp. But this individual has to be placed upon the 
permanent retired list in order to qualify, according to your 
explanation. 

Colonel Marsuau.. That is right 
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Mr. Bianprorp. So an individual going on the temporary-disability 
retired list may in many cases have to put up money for the ship- 
ment of his household effects to the home that he selects, because it 
may be a much greater distance than his home of record, and it may 
well be 5 years before he is entitled to recoup the difference between 
the cost of the home that he has selected and the home of record; 
is that right? 

Colonel Marsua.yu. Sometimes. 

Mr. Bianprorp. In the meantime this individual who is placed on 
the retired list who doesn’t know what he is going to do, because he 
may have TB and have to go to Arizona, stores his household effects 
for how long? 

Colonel Marswaty. One year. 

Mr. Buanprorp. And if he keeps his household effects in there for 1 
day longer than 1 year what happens? 

Colonel Marsnatu. Then he would have to pay for the storage. 

Mr. Bianprorp. For all of it, or the storage thereafter ? 

Colonel Marsnauy. Thereafter. 

Mr. Bianprorp. He does not have to pay for any of the storage up 
to that point ? 

Yolonel Marsuatn. No. The joint travel regulations grant him 
storage free for 1 year. 

Mr. Buanprorp. Yet your regulations preclude him from shipping 
the household effects to the home he has selected. 

Colonel MarsHatu. No, when he is placed on the temporary retired 
list at this time he may select the home, and it may be shipped at that 
time, though it is true he may have to go to an intervening place on 
account of his health. 

Mr. Buanprorp. You say: 

Who were placed on the temporary disability retired list and who received 
travel and transportation allowances to home of record or place from which 
ardered to active duty, when permanently retired may be paid the difference 
between home of record or place from which ordered to active duty and a home 
selected— 


That may be a substantial sum of money. I have a case in mind 
that involves some $1,400. The individual had to go to another area 
to reside temporarily for his health. He could not afford to ship his 
household effects to the home he had selected, because he had selected 
his home some 12 years ago. He had come in the service in 1921 from 
New Jersey and bought a home in California, 1924, and had never 
changed his home of record, so as a result he was limited in the ship- 
ment of his household effects from Washington to New Jersey. 

He wanted to ship his household effects from Washington to Cali- 
fornia. 

He had to pay the difference between shipment of household effects 
from Washington to New Jersey, insofar as the distance was con- 
cerned, with respect to the distance to California, that difference. 

In addition, since he did not have the money to ship his household 
effects to California, he wanted to store his household effects but, be- 
cause they were not going to reexamine him for another 18 months, 
he ends up paying for the storage after the 12 months’ storage. 

That whole situation is pretty rough on people placed on the tem- 
porary retired list. I don’t know whether you can solve that in your 
Joint Travel Regulations. 
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Colonel Marswatu. I see your point. It could be solved in the 
JTR’s. 

Mr. Buanprorp. I think it could. 

Colonel Marsuauu. The Secretaries have the authority to prescribe 
the regulations that would cure that ill you are speaking of. 

Mr. Buanprorp. I would merely suggest to the chairman of the 
subcommittee that the subcommittee now has knowledge of the situa- 
tion which exists and that the JTR’s be amended to take care of that. 

Mr. Kitpay. Of course, that will be administered out of the De- 
partment of Defense under the Career Compensation Act. 

Colonel MarsuHau. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Witson. How do the services curtently pay travel and sep- 
aration allowances when a man is separated ? 

Are they paid in advance? 

Colonel Marsnauu. The travel of the member is paid in advance, 
and the dependents must actually perform the travel and then a 
voucher is put in for that travel by the member. 

Mr. Wison. Under this provision what would preclude a man 
who has normally established a home in one section of the country, 
just for the purpose of travel, or vacation, saying I actually live clear 
across the country and being paid not only for himself but for his 
family. 

Colonel MarsHaty. What would preclude it, if he chose the place 
which was farther, which was not really his home the travel of his 
dependents and shipments of goods would have to be made to that 
farther place. 

So he would not do that. 

Mr. Wuson. He might do that. He might live in California and 
decide to take an automobile to Michigan, and say “I live in Michigan”. 

Would the Government then pay transportation for himself and 
his dependents to Michigan without any control at all, just on his 
say-so? 

Colonel Marsa. Let me get the case straight. 

Where was he released from active duty ? 

Mr. Witson. In California, let us say, and stated his home was in 
Michigan, although he had a home some place else, say in California. 

Is there anything to preclude paying a man under this bill, if he 
said his home in Michigan? 

Colonel MarsnHatu. Insofar as his own travel was concerned, under 
the travel regulations, under the Career Compensation Act, the travel 
under release of service does not have to be performed by the member. 

Mr. Kirpay. It does for his dependents. 

Colonel MarsHaty. Yes. 

Mr. Witson. In other words, if he were released conceivably near 
his present home, it would be in his own interest in the payment of 
travel allowance to say he lives at the furtherest point in the country, 
and he would be paid more money. 

Is that right? 

Colonel Marsnatx. For himself it would, but he could not be paid 
for his dependents for that. 

Mr. Witson. I understand that. There is no control at all. You 
don’t go back of his actual statement where he says he lives. All he 
has to do is state I live so and so. 
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Colonel Marsuatu. No; his home of record is carried throughout 
the years in the personnel records. 

Mr. Wixson. But under this act he may select his home for the pay- 
ment of travel allowances and under this section. 

Colonel Marsuaty. Upon retirement. 

Mr. Witson. Yes. 

Yolonel MarsHai. Yes. 

Mr. Buanprorp. I am still not clear in my mind why you deny this 
benefit to an individual who may have moved after the Joint Travel 
Regulations were issued and placed on the temporary retired list for 
example, who moved prior to April 28, 1953. 

I don’t see what the emergency has to do with it in that direction. 

Colonel Marsuauu. The Joint Travel Regulations which were pub- 
lished April 1, 1951, provided for members of the Reserves who were 
retired, they must select a home within 1 year of the end of the emer- 
gency or 1 year from the date of their retirement, whichever is later. 
That is where the date was taken from. 

Mr. Bianprorp. Yes; but you offered an amendment here which is 
applicable to all members of the uniformed services. 

Colonel Marsuatu. That is so as to cover the members of the Reg- 
ular components into this restriction. If you do not do that a member 
of the Regular components who had been separated after 8 years of 
active continuous duty at that time he did not have the right to select 
a home, so he was paid his home of record. If the regulations were 
not covered in the list, even right now, he could select a home. So 
we want the Regulars covered as well as the Reserves. 

Mr. Bianprorb. As you said it was passed 1951. 

Colonel Marsuatu. Yes. 

Mr. Buanprorp. And this is your amendment: 

Proposed amendment to H. R. 6600, 84th Congress, change section 3 to read: 

“Sec. 3. This act shall be effective from April 1, 1951. No additional amount 
may be paid to members of the uniformed services as a result of enactment of 
this amendatory act unless travel to such selected home be performed on or 
prior to April 28, 1953, or within 1 year after such retirement, placement upon 
the temporary disability retired list, or discharge, whichever is later.” 

So you are going to cover these people between the period April 1, 
1951, and April 28, 1953, or 1 year after their retirement. 

Is that right? 

Colonel Marsuaty. That is right. 

Mr. BLanprorp. What about the man who moved in January of 
1954, and now we are into May of 1955. What happens to him? 

Colonel Marsuatt. If he retired within the 1-year limitation here 
them he could put in a claim for the addtional pay that was due him 
between where he was paid to and the place he now desired to select. 

Mr. Bianprorp. Let me pose this problem. A man was placed on 
the temporary retired list in May 1953. 

Colonel MarsHaru. Yes. 

Mr. Buanpvrorp. He is still on the temporary disability retired list. 

Colonel Marsnauy, All right. 

Mr. Buianprorpv. Where does he fit here? Do you interpret the 
words, you say “1 year after such retirement, placement upon the 
temporary disability retired list, or discharge.” 
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In other words, does the 1 year cover the words “retirement, place- 
ment upon the temporary retired list, or discharge. 

Colonel MarsHatu. It qualifies the whole phrase, “retirement, place- 
ment on the temporary retirement list, or discharge.” 

It qualifies all three. 

Mr. Buanprorp. Why do you penalize that individual at that point? 

Maybe I am making a mountain out of a mole hill. I just think if 
you have got a man who moved—he was placed on the temporary 
retired list in May of 1953. 

Colonel Marsuatt. All right. 

Mr. Bianprorp. Immediately he moved to California, we will say. 
His home is—of record in Virginia. 

Am I correct under this bill he would not be able to collect the 
difference between the cost of shipment from here to California, and 
from here to Virginia. 

Colonel Marsuaty. You state that he was put on the TDRM here 
and he went to California and his home of record was Virginia. 

Mr. BLanprorp. Yes. 

Colonel Marsuaty. At that time, May of 1953, he would have re- 
ceived reimbursement only to Virginia. 

Mr. Bianprorp. That is right. 

Now, what does he do. He is living in California. They gave him 
$65 to go to Arlington and he paid the other $800 himself. 

Colonel MarsHauu. He selects 

Mr. Bianprorp. He made a selection already in May of 1953. 

Colonel Marsuatu. He is entitled to the difference, then. 

Mr. Bianprorp. I don’t think this amendment will let him have it. 

Colonel Marsnauu. I believe it will, Mr. Blandford. 

Mr. Gavin. What is there in the amendment that makes you think 
he won't ? 

Mr. Bianprorp. Let us put it this way. 

If he ships his household effects to California, he is all right. But 
if he selects California as his home he retired in May of 1953. We will 
say he goes to Virginia for his health, or wherever he wants to go. He 
has a home in California. 

Unless the travel to California is performed within one year be- 
fore May of 1954, he cannot collect. 

Is that right ? 

Colonel Marsuauy. That is right. 

Mr. Parrerson. According to the terms of this bill, anyone who 
retires between April 1, 1951 and April 28, 1953, can recover regardless 
of when the travel was performed. 

Mr. Bianprorp. Between those dates, that is right. 

Mr. Parrerson. After April 28, 1953, the travel has to be performed 
within a year of the date they retired him. Or he cannot collect. 

Colonel Marsuauy. That is right. 

Mr. Buianvrorp. Is Col. David Friesel here? He was to testify on 
this bill. 

Mr. Kinpay. Inasmuch as he is not here I would suggest he be per- 
mitted to file a statement. 

Mr. Bianprorp. Yes. 

Mr. Kitpay. We will take up H. R. 6600 with amendment proposed 
by the colonel. 
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Mr. Parrerson. I move the bill be reported favorably. 

Mr. Kitpay. There was an amendment to line 1 of page 2. 

Is that agreed to? 

Mr. Parrerson. Yes. 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection that is agreed to. It will be re- 
ported with amendments. 

Mr. Huppieston. The same amendment must be made to page 2, 
line 14. 

Mr. Buianprorp. Yes. Thank you for pointing that out. 

Mr. Kitpay. That is all for today. 

(Whereupon, at 11:15 p. m., Wednesday, June 22, 1955, the com- 
mittee adjourned, subject to call of the Chair.) 
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[No. 25] 


FULL COMMITTEE HEARING ON H. R. 6277, H. R. 6600, REAL- 
ESTATE PROJECTS, AND H. R. 7000 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Tuesday, June 28, 1956. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, Chairman, pre- 
siding. 

The CuHarrMan. Let the committee come to order. 

Have we a quorum, Mr. Smart? 

Mr. Smart. No; 14. We are 5 short, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. WickERSHAM. Let’s start. They will be here in a minute. 

Mr. CucanpeEr. | will have to start calling them again. 

[ Pause. ] 

The CuHarrMan. Now, let the committee come to order. 

understand that Mr. Kilday’s subcommittee has a few bills that I 
think it might be pertinent to get out of the way before we take up the 
report from Mr. Brooks’ subcommittee. So I will ask Mr. Kilday 
what bills he desires to submit this morning. 

Mr. Kinpay. I have two, Mr. Chairman. The first is H. R. 6277, 
a bill to amend subsection 303 (c) of the Career Compensation Act 
relating to transportation and storage of household goods of military 
personnel on permanent change of station. 

Very brifly, Mr. Chairman, this simply provides that upon perma- 
nent change of station the household effects of members of the armed 
services may be stored in commercial as well as in Government ware- 
houses. It effects a considerable saving in the crating which is neces- 
sary when they go into a Government warehouse and in transportation 
to the nearest Government facility. 

Under this, within regulations and supervision of the Chief of Trans- 
portation, they can utilize commercial storage. 

It would prevent, for instance, the necessity for shipping from 
Washington maybe to Memphis, Tenn., or Richmond, Va. In most 
instances it would have to be crated, and they could use a commercial 
warehouse in the city of Washington, where that wouldn’t be necessary 
because they have the proper facilities. 

The CuHairMan. This is a department bill, recommended by the 
budget and sent to the committee for consideration. It has been 
considered and recommended by the subcommittee. 

Any questions from any members of the committee in regard to it? 

(No response.) 

The CuHarrMan. If not, without objection the committee will 
approve 6277, and we ask Mr. Kilday to report it and try to get it on 
the consent calendar. And I think, Mr. Smart, it must be filed today. 

Mr. Smart. Correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. To get on the consent calendar. 

(Mr. Smart nods.) 
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The Cuarrman. Now, Mr. Kilday, 

Mr. Kitpay. The next is H. R. 6600, to amend section 303 of the 
Career Compensation Act, to authorize travel and transportation 
allowances and transportation of dependents and of baggage and 
household effects to the homes of their selection for certain members 
of the uniformed services and for other purposes. 

This is a technical matter affecting the designation of residence by 
a person retiring. 

I would like to have counsel for the committee explain the bill. 

Mr. Buanprorp. All it simply does, Mr. Chairman, is to correct 
an inequity that has existed since the Comptroller General’s decision 
with regard to reservists, of reservists of long service, who were 
thought to have the right to select the home to which they could 
ship their household effects upon leaving the service. 

After the Career Compensation Act became law, the Comptroller 
General ruled that reservists did not have this privilege. We have 
cases of reservists going out with many years of service, some of them 
30 years of service, and they are held not to have the right to select 
their home for shipment of household effects. 

This bill gives them the right, after they have had 8 years of 
continuous active duty. 

Now, the other correction is as to the people who were placed upon 
the temporary disability retired list. Under the Comptroller General’s 
decision, it has been held that they, too, may not select the place to 
which to ship their household effects. 

This allows them to ship their household effects to their home that 
they select, the same as an individual placed upon the retired list. 

The bill is retroactive, without any additional cost to the Govern- 
ment. 

There are three amendments, technical in nature. 

The CuHarrMaAn. Without objection—— 

Any questions from any members of the committee? 

(No response.) 

The CHarrMan. Without objection, the bill will be favorably re- 
ported; that is, H. R. 6600. 

Mr. Kilday will report the bill and place it upon the consent 
calendar. 

Now—— 

Mr. Kitpay. With the amendments? 

The CuarrMANn. With the amendments. 

Anything further from your subcommittee, Mr. Kilday? 

Mr. Kitpay. That is all. 

The CHarrMan. Now, Mr. Smart, will you please ask Mr. Kelleher 
to come in to see if he has anything from the subcommittee in reference 
to acquisition of lands? 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, while we are waiting on that, I 
would like to get permission from the full committee for the Maryland 
National Guard to go ahead with the rehabilitation of an armory at 
Westminster. Under our rules ordinarily it has to wait 30 days 
before they can go ahead. But in view of the fact that this is not a 
new construction but simply the rehabilitation, they have asked me to 
get permission to proceed at once. 

The CuarrMan. Now, may I ask the counselor, is it the policy for 
the full committee to make clearance on those armories that have 
been authorized? 
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Mr. Smart. I would like, Mr. Chairman, for Mr. Kelleher to give 
the immediate procedure on the clearance of these armories where we 
have a 30-day waiting period. 

Mr. Ke.iener. The project is submitted to the committee and is 
sent to all members of the committee. After 30 days, the Department 
assumes under its agreement with the committee that they may go 
ahead. 

The CHarrMAN. Well, do I understand 

Mr. Gavin. If no objection is raised. 

Mr. Kevuiener. That is correct. 

The CuarrMan. Do I understand that it is necessary for the com- 
mittee to approve the designated places of armories? That is a 
matter which I thought—the bill that authorized the $250 million 
and then we enacted it for $250 million more—was a matter that was 
left entirely up to the Department of Defense and the State National 
Guard. 

Mr. Ke.iener. Actually, that is correct, Mr. Chairman. But 
Public Law 783 required what is called consultation with the com- 
mittee. 

The Cuairman. Oh. 

Mr. Ke.iener. With respect to the policies that they adopt, the 
type of armories that they will build, and the locations. It is merely 
a vehicle by which they let the committee know what they are doing. 

Mr. Gavin. And they wait for a period of 30 days. 

Mr. Keuuener. Yes. 

Mr. Gavin. Before they take action. If they don’t hear within 30 
days, then they proceed. 

Mr. Keiser. That is correct. 

The CuHatrMaAn. Then without objection, we will approve the 
request of the gentleman from Maryland, General Devereux. 

The CuarrMan. Now, have you anything, Mr. Kelleher, from your 
subcommittee? 

Mr. KELLEHER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Fisher will present a report for Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Fisuer. Mr. Chairman, in the absence of Mr. Rivers, I have 
a statement in regard to real-estate projects. 

I would like to submit for favorable consideration to the full com- 
mittee Air Force lease projects Nos. 280 and 279. 

These two projects involve the renewal of some 12 leases. Most of 
them will expire at the end of this month. There is therefore some 
urgency that they be acted on promptly. 

Project No. 280 is for the renewal of a lease covering the Highland 
Pines Inn, Southern Pines, N. C. This property is used by the Air 
Force Air-Ground Liaison School. 

The rental is $109,000 a year, and I am pleased to say that this is 
some $15,000 less than has been paid in the past. This is the last 
vear that this property will be required, and it may not be required 
for the full year. 

The Air Force project No. 279 involves the renewal of 11 leases, 
most of which involve office space acquired for the Air Force by the 
General Services Administration. The total rental involved for all 
of the leases is about $550,000. 

1 would like to submit for the record the details of these leases 
rather than taking the time of the committee in reviewing each of 
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them at this time. All of the leases have been approved not only im 
the Department but also by Secretary Floete’s office. The Senate 
Armed Services Committee has already given its approval to both of 
these projects. 

Mr. Chairman, I move favorable consideration of the foregoing 
report. 

(The lease details follow:) 


Ark Force ACQUISITION 
PROJECT NO. 279 


The leases covered by this project are as follows: 

Air Force Cambridge Research Center, 413—415 Summer Street, Boston, Mass. : 
57,288 square feet, at $53,460 per annum, which is used by the Air Research and 
Development Command. 

About two-thirds of the property is used as laboratory space, with delicate, 
expensive, and complicated laboratory equipment. ‘This space will no longer 
be needed in the very near future when the facility will move to Government- 
owned space at Laurence G. Hanscom Field, Bedford, Mass. 

Industrial Building Corp., 165 Front Street, Chicopee, Mass.: 72,000 square 
feet for $30,415 a vear. 

This is for storage space which is not available at Westover Air Force Base 
due to the change in mission. This space, too, will be required only for a rela- 
tively short time, since Government-owned space will soon become available at 
Westover. 

Hangar No. 11, Washington National Airport: the rental of 57,852 square feet 
of space for $47,438 per annum. 

This property is required for the housing and maintenance of aircraft used by 
the President of the United States and Cabinet members. 

Paine Air Force Base, Snohomish County, Wash.: Renewal of a lease covering 
1,368 acres along with structures and other improvements, for $41,622 per annum. 

This base is used for the Air Defense Command fighter deployment program 
and for training Air Force Reserves. 

MecGhee-Tyson Airport, Knoxville, Tenn.: $27,700 per annum for exclusive 
use of 857 acres and joint use of flying field facilities. This is used by the Air 
Defense Command. 

Pittsturgh Air Reserve Center, 1428 Pennsylvania Avenue, Pittsburgh, Pa.: 
10,550 square feet for $31,650 per annum. This property is used as an Air 
Reserve Center. 

Kansas Citv Air Reserve Center, 1209 Walnut Street, Kansas City, Mo.: 
13,820 square feet for $25,567 per annum. Space is utilized for administration, 
meetings, and training purposes of Air Force reservists in that area. 

Chicago Air Procurement District, 165 North Canal Street, Chicago, III.: 
58,721 square feet at $112,586 per annum. 

This property is used in connection with the administration of Air Force con- 
tracts and to render services to small-business representatives. 

New York Eastern Air Procurement District, 111 East 16th Street, New York, 
N. Y.: This property involves 78,608 square feet at $75,881 per annum, and is 
used in connection with the administration of Air Force contracts and to render 
services to small business and prospective contractors. 

Western Air Procurement District, Bendix Building, 1206 Maple Avenue, Los 
Angeles, Calif.: 42,074 square feet at $75,733 per annum. 

The property is used in connection with procurement production, flight tests, 
and other allied matters, and to maintain liaison with and assist contractors in 
execution of Government contracts and to aid small business representatives in 
this connection 

Newark Regional Office, Eastern Air Procurement District, 218 Market Street, 
Newark, N. J.: 29,100 square feet for $48,597 per annum. 

This property is used for the administration of Air Force prime and subcon- 
tracts, the monitoring of problems relative to the procurement program and to 
render services to small business and to other prospective contractors. 


The CrarrMan. Any questions from any members of the com- 
mittee in reference to the recommendation made by Mr. Fisher. from 
his subcommittee? 

(No response. ) 
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The CHairman. If not, then the full committee approves these 
recommendations made by the subcommittee, and Mr. Kelleher will 
prepare a letter to that effect and send it to the Department. 

Now, members of the committee, this morning when the House 
convenes, on behalf of the conferees, I will call up the conference 
report on the extension of the draft law and the doctors draft and the 
Dependents Assistance Act. 

We have under the rules 1 hour for debate. I certainly trust that 
every member will be there, for I think it is one of the most important 
conference reports to be submitted during this session of Congress. 

They are both very important bills. The very essence of our 
defense is involved in it. 

It is necessary that some extension be granted between now and 
July 1, or these bills and these laws will all be halted. 

So I hope all of you will be there. Let’s try to get the House to 
agree to the conference report, which is unanimously reported by the 
conferees, who were Mr. Brooks, Mr. Kilday, Mr. Short, Mr. Arends, 
and myself. 

Now, Mr. Brooks, has your Subcommittee No. 1 a report to submit 
to the full committee this morning? 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, we have a report on H. R. 7000, which 
is a bill to provide for strengthening of the Reserve forces and for 
other purposes. 

I might say, Mr. Chairman, that the subcommittee met last week 
and had representatives from the departments here, and representa- 
tives from the Reserve. 

Two representatives flew down from Boston where the Reserves 
were having a convention, and appeared here. And we had the pleas- 
ure of the chairman of the full committee sitting with us on that 
occasion. 

H. R. 7000 is a composite of the thinking of the subcommittee, 
plus the background of the H. R. 6900 introduced by Chairman 
Vinson. 

Mr. Gavin. Just a minute, will you? 

There is a conference going on, and I can’t hear you. 

Mr. Brooks. By Chairman Vinson, chairman of the Armed Services 
Committee of the House. 

Now, H. R. 7000 is simply a skeletonized bill, with most of the 
recommendations which were set forth in 5297. 

For instance, take this example, we did reduce the overall service 
in the Reserves from 8 to 6 years for those who have prior service in 
the Armed Forces. And that is done in the first paragraph of the bill, 
which permits a reservist—I mean a person to enlist in the Army 
Reserve, the Navy Reserve, the Marine Corps Reserve, the Air 
Force Reserve, or the Coast Guard Reserve, for a period of 6 years, 
which enlistments are authorized by this act, but they must accept 
duty for a period of 2 vears during that time. On the completion 
of 6 years total overall service they are free. 

At the end of 5 years, providing the participation is satisfactory 
by the reservist, he goes into the Standby Reserve. 

So he has actually a period of 2 years on active duty and 3 years 
in the Ready Reserve, plus 1 year in the Standby Reserve, making a 
total of 6 years under the terms of this new bill. 

Likewise- 
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Mr. Gavin. At that point, if he enlists, he is subject to call at any 
time for the 2-vear period; is that right? 

Mr. Brooks. That is correct. He has a 2-year term of service 
which they call him to when he enlists. That is understood under 
his contract. 

We left out of this bill all reference to the State Guard. We did 
put in the reemployment rights which Mr. Price helped us so well in 
the first bill, H. R. 5297. We provided for 6-month trainees in this 
bill; that the President, when he finds the authorized strength of the 
Ready Reserve is sinking to too low an ebb, he is authorized to 
establish quotas, not to exceed 250,000 persons annually, for 6 months’ 
active training plus 7'4 vears in the Reserve. 

That is very similar to H. R. 5297, but it still permits the 6 months’ 
training and during that 6-month period he is on active training and 
active duty he then returns to the Reserves for the 744 year period of 
time. 

He stays in the Reserves for 8 years, if his service is satisfactory. 
If his service is not satisfactory, he may remain there—he is liable, 
that is, for induction until he attains the 28th anniversary of his birth, 
and then of course he is released under the act. 

Now, I think that covers most of the provisions in the bill. 

We provide of course that the President shall have authority to 
call from the Reserve not in excess of 1 million members when he finds 
a national emergency occurring and the need to call them. 

We provide by amendment to section 205 (b) that we will have a 
Reserve of 2.9 million ready reservists in the armed services. 

That, Mr. Chairman, is substantially the new H. R. 7000. 

As I say again, it is a skeletonized 5297 bill. It has very much of 
the essentials of the original bill, but not entirely all of them. 

Mr. Gavin. The 2-year enlistee will serve up to 6 years in the 
Reserve, but the 6-month volunteer, after his 6 months of training, 
he is 8 years in the Reserve? So the differential of 2 years between 
the enlisted and the man who volunteered for 6 months? 

Mr. Brooks. That is correct, to offset the one—the one does 2 
years of active duty and the other does 6 months’ training. So the 
6-month trainee has a total obligation of 8 years and the 2-year 
serviceman has a total obligation of 6 years. 

Mr. Gavin. I think that is appropriate. 

Mr. Winstreap. Mr. Chairman, isn’t that 5 years of active par- 
ticipation? 

The CHarrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Gavin. And one in the standby? 

Mr. Winstreap. Whereas the other boy has 8 years’ active par- 
ticipation. 

Mr. Suorr. And in addition the members who have the 6 months’ 
training do not receive the same pay and certain emoluments that 
the man in the service does. 

Mr. Brooks. One more thing, if I may say it, Mr. Chairman: We 
of course provide the benefits that a 6 months’ trainee may have under 
the bill. For instance, he is paid $50 a month. He is entitled to 
subsistence and travel. And then he is entitled to the benefits 
authorized for reservists under Public Law 108. We also provide, 
to enforce this obligation, on the part of all reservists, for 48 annual 
drills, or if that is impossible, when authorized by the appropriate 
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Secretary concerned, other equivalent periods of training may be 
provided. 

We provide also for 2 weeks’ field training per annum for the 
Reserves. If that is not acceptable—I mean if the 48 assemblies for 
drill are not acceptable to the reservist, he may take 30 days in the 
field training, and if he refuses both, he may be ordered by competent 
authority to field duty for not exceeding 45 days. 

Then we also provide the provisions for screening which were in 
H. R. 5297. I think these provisions are very significant, but they 
are identical to the other provisions in H. R. 5297. And they are 
set forth on page 8—at the bottom of page 8 and page 9 of the new 
bill. And I think that covers the bill pretty well. 

The Chairman. May I ask you this, Mr. Brooks? Now, you 
made the statement that this was a skeletonized bill. Now, will you 
point out to the committee the difference between this bill and the 
previous bill that the committee reported to the House and which is 
still pending in the House as unfinished business? 

Mr. Brooks. We do have this difference: In the old bill we pro- 
vided definitely a schedule for Ready Reserve training and Standby 
Reserve obligation, in each category. We don’t provide that in this 
bill. That is substantially the difference. 

The CuHarnMAN. You mean by that that this bill fails to say that 
a reservist is required to meet certain obligations 

Mr. Brooks. No. 

The CuarrMan. The bill very positively states what Reserve 
obligations are required. 

Mr. Brooks. I don’t mean by saying it is skeletonized that we left 
out any fundamentals. 

The CHarrMAN. Good. 

Mr. Brooks. Parts of the original bill. 

The CHarrMan. All right. 

Mr. Brooks. I am supporting this bill. I think it is a good bill. 
I think it ought to pass. 

The CHarrMan. All right. 

Mr. Brooks. We have abbreviated some of the things that were 
set forth in the original bill, but have—for instance, we have left out 
the State guard. You asked me. We left that out, and I think we 
can handle that in another bill just as well. 

The CuarrMan. That is right. 

Now, the only thing, members of the committee, that I see in it 
I had the privilege of sitting with the subcommittee and trying to 
work out something. Because I am intensely interested that we do 
have a strong Reserve bill, a bill that can accomplish something and 
will bring about the desired results. 

Now, the only thing that I see in this bill different from what the 
original bill was: the relation to the National Guard. 

Now, my recollection is under the original bill we permitted the 
National Guard, when he volunteered, to assume the obligation, 
instead of standing by and waiting for the draft; we gave him the 
right or we put it in a training period of 6 months in the Army, and 
then he was transferred back to his unit that he joined. 

Now, that is the only difference in regard to that. 

Mr. Brooks. The guard is left out. 

The CHarrMan. Now, that is left out. In every other respect 
and as a matter of fact, I think— 
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Mr. SuHorr. Not in every element. 

Mr. Brooks. But substantially. 

The CHarrMaNn. Well, in every other respect, in principle, I think 
this bill is just as strong as the previous bill. 

Now, we did reduce the reserve obligation, the total obligation, 
from 8 years down to 6 years. And I think that is fair, for this reason: 
You must all recognize the fact that the backbone of the Reserve is 
going to be the man who has already served 2 years or 4 years. 

Now, we give him now a total reserve obligation of 6 vears instead 
of 8 years. 

Now, 8 years is a long period that—a long period in a man’s life. 
If | am here 8 years from now, all of you can say, ‘The old man has 
traveled a great many years.”’ [Laughter.] 

The CHarrMAN. Because it is a long time. 

So I could just visualize a boy who serves in Germany or in Japan 
or anywhere serving for 2 years or a boy who serves for 4 years, and 
then he comes back home and he has to serve an additional period of 
time. And I thought the period of time should be cut down. So the 
committee has recommended, and I think wisely, a reduction of 8 
vears down. to 6 years. 

Mr. Gavin. At that point, Mr. Chairman, I think it is fair and 
equitable, too, in view of the fact that the 2-year man is only getting 
6 years in the Reserve while the 6-month man. is getting 8 years in 
the Reserve. 

The CHarrMan. Now, there was some criticism in, the previous bill 
that it would be of no benefit to the Navy and to the Air National 
Guard. So we permit a man to’ volunteer for a period of 6 years in 
each one of these Reserve components with the distinct understanding 
that he must serve, if called upon, 2 years of active duty. 

Mr. Suort. Does that satisfy the Navy? 

(Chorus of “Mr. Chairman.’’) 

Mr. Wrinsteap. Mr. Chairman, you don’t mean the Air Guard. 
You mean the Air Reserve. 

(Further chorus of “‘Air Reserve.’’) 

The CuarrMan. Air Reserve. 

Now, I have prepared here, with the aid of Mr. Ducander and Mr. 
Brooks, a paragraph analysis. If it will pot trespass too much on the 
time of the committee, I would like to read it off as it is necessary for 
us to consider this bill section by section for amendments. 

Mr. Suort. Good. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, this is what has been prepared. 

First, this paragraph, the first (a) paragraph, now, if you will follow 
it, this paragraph amends se*tion 4 (d) (3) of the Universal Military 
Training and Service Act by lowering the total military obligation 
from 8 years to 6 years. 

This applies only—remember that, now—only to inductees and 
volunteers who have been on active duty for training and service, 

Second—— 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, that is 4 (d) (3). 

The CuarrmMan. That is 4 (d) (3), ves. 

Second, this paragraph amends section 4 (d) (3) also by providing 
that a regular or duly ordained minister of religion shall be discharged 
at his request. 
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Further, any student who is preparing for the ministry and attend- 
ing a theological or divinity school is not required to serve on active 
duty or training. 

Now, we can all understand the soundness of that. 

Now, the next paragraph provides that any person may enlist in 
the Army Reserve, the Naval Reserve, the Marine Corps Reserve, 
the Air Force Reserve, or the Coast Guard Reserve, for a period of 
6 years. When he enlists, he must agree to accept active duty for a 
period of 2 years. 

Following the completion of his active duty, he will be required to 
serve in the Ready Reserve for a period which, when added to the 
time he serves on active duty, shall total 5 years. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question there? 

Does that mean he may be called at any time within that 5-year 
period? 

The CuarrMan. To active duty? 

Mr. LanKForp. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. If he has had his 2 years, I would say yes. 

Mr. Lanxrorpb. No, I mean he enlists for 6 years. 

The CuarrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Then does he go on his 2 years active duty right 
away or may he 

The Cuarrman. Oh, that is subject to the Department. He and 
and the Department arrange that, as to when he takes his 2 years. 
But he agrees whenever the Department calls him to serve the 2 
years. 

Mr. LanxForp. He could stay in the Reserve 4 years and then go 
on active duty for 2 years? 

The CHarrMAN. That is right. Whenever the Department calls 
him, he has obligated himself. It is a contract between the indi- 
vidual and the Department. 

Mr. Winsteap. And, Mr. Chairman, if he does not, is he then 
subject to the draft board or is there some way we could force him 
to participate? 

The Cuarrman. No. He would then be subject to court-martial 
because he has enlisted for 6 years and if he doesn’t meet all of his 
obligations, he is just like every man—he has taken the oath, he is 
in the service and he is amenable to it. 

Now—— 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, just for the purpose of the record, he 
must agree to accept active duty for a period of 2 years. 

The CHarrMAN. That is right. 

Mr. Price. However, if the services haven’t called him in by the 
end of 5 years, he wouldn’t have to extend that period of service, 
would he, after 6 years? 

The CuHarrmMan. No; of course not, because the Department hasn’t 
kept up with its contract. 

Mr. Price. That is correct. I just wanted that to be in the record 
to be absolutely certain. 

Mr. Puitpin. But, Mr. Chairman, by the same token, if he was 
called in at the end of 4 years, he is required to serve 2 years, which 
would be a total he would be in the Reserve of 6 years, and not 5. 
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The Cuarrman. I don’t think there would be any hesitancy on the 
part of the Department when a man volunteers for 6 years without 
getting 2 years of active duty out of him, and he agrees to it. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, the reason I wanted to bring it up: In 
case the Department neglected him for 5 years, they could not bring 
him in for 2 years of active duty. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman, as long as that man or individual 
—_ me have 24 months of active duty behind him, he is subject to 
the draft. 

Mr. Winsteap. And when his number is called, he must serve his 
2 vears. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Absolutely. 

Mr. Wrnsteap. He can’t stay there, if he is called, for 4 or 5 years. 

Mr. Bennett. Is that even though he has been in the Reserve for 
6 years under this section? 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrMan. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. As I understand, if a person enlisted in the Army 
Reserve, the Naval Reserve, Marine Corps Reserve, Air Force 
Reserve, or Coast Guard Reserve for a 6-year period, under this 
section, and then after 4 years he was called for 2 years, which would 
make a total of 6 years, and then following that, “upon completion of 
such duty, shall be a member of the Ready Reserve for a period which 
when added to the time on active duty shall total five years’ 

The CuartrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Bray. Providing he participates. Then he would only serve 
2 years on after he got out. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Bray. That would make a total of 9 years. 

The CHarrMan. No. 

Mr. Suort. No. 

The CHarrMan. You got it all wrong, Mr. Bray. 

Mr. SHort. No, no. 

Mr. Brooks. A total of 6 years, Mr. Bray. 

The CHarrMan. A total of 6 years. 

Mr. Bray. It says, ‘following completion of such duty, he shall be 
a member of the Ready Reserve for a period which when added to 
the time spent on active duty’’, and that is 2 years. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. All right. 

Mr. Bray. All right. 

The CuarrMANn. Now, the next paragraph—this is the very heart of 
it—the next paragraph is a limited authority which expires on July 
1, 1959. 

Now, bear in mind this: Everything else in this bill is intended to be 
permanent law, except this, what I am going to read now. 

This paragraph is the limited authority which expires on July 1, 
1959. That is4 years. And it provides that whenever the President 
finds that the strength of the Army Reserve, the Naval Reserve, the 
Marine Corps Reserve, the Air Force Reserve or the Coast Guard 
Reserve cannot be maintained at the strength he deems sufficient, he 
may authorize under such regulations as may be prescribed by the 
Secretary of Defense the acceptance of volunteers under the age of 
18% or enlistment in the Army Reserve, and so forth, up to a total of 
250,000 men. 





























4193 


Such persons shall be deferred from the draft so long as they continue 
to satisfactorily serve and participate in the Reserve training. These 
persons who have undergone no active duty for training will remain 
liable for induction until age 28 if they satisfactorily participate in a 
Reserve component. 

Now, the objective of this bill is to have a Reserve of 2,900,000. 
This being a 4-year bill, therefore if the President desires to have an 
annual taking in of 250,000, in 4 years he would have a million men. 
So that gets back again to the backbone of your reserves having to be 
men who already had the prior service. And that would be 1 million 
men from this source and 1,900,000 from other sources. 

Mr. Winsteap. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHairMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Winsteap. Where we refer to the quotas here, it has crossed 
my mind a number of times, but I neve asked a question or heard it 
discussed in the subcommittee. 

How will these quotas—I am just wondering how these quotas will 
be filled. Will each State have a quota, a number that can participate 
in this 6 months’ training program? 

The CuHatrRMAN. No. I would say the quota here means that that 
will be the total number all over the country that will be taken in, and 
this is entirely voluntary. More men may come from Mississippi 
and Georgia than comes from other sections. 

Mr. WinstgAp. The point I am thinking about, Mr. Chairman— 
I don’t know what you could do about it. But suppose this training 
program is convenient to a number of people in a county within a 
State, or in a city, for instance, or in any thickly populated areas, and 
you fill this quota with the volunteers. Then would those States who 
did not fill their quotas be called upon to substitute any 

The CHarrmMan. No; I don’t put that interpretation on it at all. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, let me suggest something. The term 
‘‘quotas” there means quotas as to the armed services. 

Mr. Winsreap. I understand. 

Mr. Brooks. In other words 

Mr. WinstexapD. But the States do have quotas now and if they have 
a certain number of volunteers, they get credit for that State’s 
participation. 

Mr. Puitpin. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Winsteap. Yes;I yield. This is important. 

Mr. Puitpin. The question is how the national quota provided in 
this bill is to be apportioned by and between the States. 

Mr. Brooks. That is broken down by the armed services. But 
the quota there refers to quotas among the armed services as set up 
by the Secretary of Defense and the President. 

Mr. Winsteap. I am wondering—no discussion has been had on 
State quotas, for this, in the Regular Establishments. 

The Chairman. Now, let’s take the next section now 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman 

The Cnarrman. Mr. Kilday. Wait 1 minute. 

Mr. Kitpay. I understand that would then give the Reserve 
components the identical situation that we now have as to the National 
Guard, volunteering before he is 18}. 

The CuarrmMan, That is right. 

Mr. Winstgeap. How is that, Mr. Kilday? 























4194 


The CuarrMaNn. Now, I may develop that thought. The National 
Guard has the same rights under this bill—and it is not touched by 
this bill—as they have today. We all know how the National Guard 
is recruited today. Any boy, before he gets to be 18% years of age, 
can join the National Guard, and as long as he maintains his National 
Guard obligation, he is not subject to the draft. 

Mr. Suort. Until he is out. 

The CuartrMan. Under the conference report, until he is 28 years of 
age. And under the law today, it is 35 years of age, and we broughtit 
down in the conference to 28 years of age. 

Mr. Suort. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrmMan. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Do I understand, following up Mr. Winstead’s ques- 
tion, that there would be no effect on the manner in which the draft 
boards would make their selections because of the number who had 
volunteered for the 6 months’ program? 

The CuarrMANn. Well, as far as—the question hasn’t been raised 
before. I would say off the cuff that this is entirely a volunteer 
proposition and if the draft board of my county has a call for so many 
men, the draft board would not take into consideration how many 
men have volunteered for the services prior to a call for a certain 
number of men. 

Mr. Harpy. So then 

The CuarrmMan. I may be wrong. We will 

Mr. Harpy. Then, Mr. Chairman, it is conceivable you could have 
a situation under which a particular Reserve unit was popular with this 
group and the draft roll could be pretty well depleted, and your draft 
board would be hard put. 

The CuarrMan. There won’t be any danger of the draft board 
being depleted of personnel, because 100,000 per month—or 1,200,000 
are becoming 18 years of age throughout the Nation every year. 

Mr. Winsteap. Mr. Chairman, just a little further on that ques- 
tion. 

Do I understand that—at the present time they send out to each 
State and probably break it down into counties within the State, 
according to the population, the eligibles of 1—A classification for the 
draft. But they do take into consideration, I understand, or at one 
time they did, as to the number of volunteers they had from that 
particular area. 

Now, Mr. Hardy brought out the point: Unless that is followed to 
a certain extent here in these populated areas, where it is convenient, 
it is possible that that county or locality 

The CuarrMan. To clear that up 

Mr. WinsteEap. I just want the record to show we are not antici- 
pating the military establishments can’t have that type of program. 

The CHatrman. All right. 

All this is done under such regulations as may be prescribed by the 
Secretary of Defense. So the Secretary of Defense, when he accepts 
these men and tries to get this number of 250,000—1t is done on what 
regulations he prescribes. And he may—wherever they are, a man 
has to volunteer according to those regulations. And if he doesn’t 
like them, he doesn’t volunteer. And he can’t be put in. There is 
nothing anywhere here where he can be put in. 
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Now, the Secretary may say this state of facts or that state of facts, 
and they are the state of facts upon which any boy prior to 18% years 
will have the knowledge of before he joins up in a Reserve component. 

Now 

Mr. Winsteap. I am not worried about the volunteer, Mr. Chair- 
man. I am thinking of the unpopulated areas—— 

The Cuarrman. Then the President can say, or the regulations can 
say that credit shall be given, if he wants to do it. 

Now 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, just one further observation on that 
point. 

Of course the Secretary of Defense will not be empowered to issue 
any regulations which would affect the call of the draft boards, would 
he? | 

The Cuarrman. No. But he could put in the regulations that the 
draft board—it might not be binding on the draft board, but it is 
going to be persuasive on the draft board. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, may I suggest this thought? The 
draft boards are going to be operated by the same rules and regula- 
tions they now have covering volunteers from any State. This is 
just an additional number of volunteers that may come in. 

The CHarrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. If they accept them now and give them credit, well, 
they will do it in the future under the same rules. 

Mr. Wrinsteap. You cant’ write this in the law. We just hope 
the military will use discretion there. 

The Cuarrman. Now, the next section deals with the ROTC. Any 
person who successfully graduates from college after completing the 
Army or Air Force ROTC or the Marine Corps platoon leaders class 
shall be granted a commission in the Reserve of the appropriate 
service. If such graduates exceed the number required to serve on 
active duty for training and service, such excessive number may be 
ordered to active duty for 6 months. Thereafter, they shall be 
returned to the appropriate Reserve. 

Now, that only applies to officers who have received an ROTC 
commission and it assures them of a commission and at least a mini- 
mum service of 6 months. 

Mr. SHort. Under existing law they have been guaranteed com- 
missions, haven’t they? 

Mr. Brooks. No. 

Mr. Ducanoer. If tendered. 

Mr. Brooks. This changes existing law. They are not guaranteed 
@ commission today. 

The CuatrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. But this is the same, exactly the same as H. R. 5297, 
with no changes. 

The Cuarrman. Now, 5: Any person who enlists in the Reserve 
and at the time of enlistment volunteers for 6 months’ active duty 
for training—now, bear that in mind, now. Here is a boy from the 
street. He volunteers to take 6 months, and if he takes his 6 months, 
_ he has a certain number of years in the Reserve—seven and a 

alf. 

Now, this paragraph also provides the National Security Training 
Commission shall sit in—I can’t read this—in an advisory capacity. 
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Now, this is the same thing that was in H. R. 5297. They have no 
control over the military training. They are just in an advisory ca- 
pacity and report on the general welfare of the 6 months’ trainees. 

Mr. Suort. That is right. 

The CHarrMan. Now, the next subject matter in that paragraph— 
the paragraph also provides that the President may allow persons 
with critical skills engaged in critical defense-supporting industries 
and research to fulfill their military obligation by taking 6 months of 
active duty and completing 7% years in their Reserve capacity. 

The paragraph further provides that 6-month trainees shall be paid 


at the rate of $50 per month, and that is the same as it was under the 
old bill. 

Now, six 

Mr. Patrerson. Mr. Chairman, where the President is authorized 
under such rules and regulations as prescribed—how are they going to 
set that up? 

The CHarrMan. I can’t tell you. I imagine the Department of 
Defense will prescribe the rules and regulations. We are giving him 
the authority to administer it. We have to trust him. And I hope 
you will have sound rules and regulations. 

Mr. Parrerson. [Nods.] 

Mr. SHort. Would a boy with critical skill serving in a defense- 
supporting industry and research be given credit for the time spent in 
that particular kind of work? 

The CHarrMan. He will have to take it, under this 6-month period, 
and is then put in the Reserve. Then he has a Reserve obligation. 

Mr. Snort. Just the same as the rest? 

The CuarrmMan. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. Eight years, an 8-year obligation. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Mr. Chairman, it is typical of the policy practices 
of the day. 

The CuarrMan. Now, the person who performs 6 months of active 
duty for training is guaranteed reemployment rights. 

Now, I want to point this out: +The person who performs 6 months 
of active-duty training is guaranteed reemployment rights within 6 
months after his release. 

Then this bill also protects the reemployment rights of the reservist 
who serves 15 days, who serves 30 days, who serves 45 days. It is 
preserved as it is under present law. 

Now, section 2. This section provides that any person who is 
inducted, enlisted or appointed on active duty after July 27, 1953, 
shall upon his release become a member of the Ready Reserve. 

Now, we write out in plain language his Reserve obligation. _ And his 
Reserve obligation is so plain in the bill anyone can understand it, 
without taking time to go over it. 

But, to repeat, he comes out of the service and he has a reserve 
obligation of 3 years in the Ready Reserve and 1 year in the Standby 
Reserve. He can take his weekly drills or he can take a correspond- 
ence course, and if he takes one of those—in addition to that, he must 
take 15 days of training, and if he doesn’t take that 15 days of train- 
ing, he will say, ‘‘Well, I will take 30 days,” and then he takes that 
30 days, and then that would square up his obligation, and if he just 
says, he will not train, then they can call him to active duty for a 45- 
day period. 
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Now, the next paragraph—with reference to the screening. That 
is highly important. It is in the previous bill. It gives them au- 
thority to screen persons from the Ready to the Standby Reserve 
and to have people who are in the Ready Reserve that can be used 
without undue hardship. 

Now, the third section. This paragraph provides that members 
of the Standby Reserve may be ordered to active duty only after they 
have been processed by the selective service board. And that is 
sound because when he is in the Standby Reserve, the selective 
service board will pass on him. 

The next one raises the limit of Ready Reserve from 1,500,000 to 
2,900,000. 

And the next section, 5: The Secretary of Defense must report to 
Congress. He must make an annual report. 

Then the next section is to permit the President to have the au- 
thority to order 1 million men to active duty. Under the law today, 
the President can’t order any reservists to active duty until Congress 
specifies the number, and here we give the authority to the President. 
Now, members of the committee, I think this is a good, strong Reserve 
bill. 

And yesterday the subcommittee at its meeting was notified that 
an amendment will be offered on page—have you that statement, 
Mr. Ducander? 

Mr. Ducanper. No, sir; I don’t have it with me. 

The CHAIRMAN. Get me a copy of it, please, sir. 

Mr. Smart. Clarence Mitchell’s statement. 

Mr. Brooks. It will be on page 2, line 16. 

The CHarrMAN. Not an amendment to this bill—will you get the 
Mitchell statement, please? 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, for fear, while we are waiting, that 
my statement regarding skeletonized bill may be misunderstood, 
I want to say that I think it is a good bill. It is a strong bill. And 
I am for it. I think the subcommittee did a grand job in rewriting the 
original bill, in presenting to you H. R. 7000. 

The Cuatrman. I want to say this: I was delighted to have an 
opportunity to serve with the subcommittee. Mr. Short and myself 
are ex officio members of all subcommittees, and this was the first 
time I have had an opportunity this year to consider this matter 
with the subcommittee. 

And after they had considered the bill that I had introduced the 
other day, I asked the subcommittee to authorize the distinguished 
chairman of the subcommittee, Mr. Brooks, to introduce in his own 
name a new bill which is before us now, which I certainly trust this 
committee will vote out unanimously. 

Now, give me that, Mr. Ducander. 

Now, I want to call your attention to this: Now, yesterday the 
subcommittee—a witness appeared before the subcommittee, Clarence 
Mitchell, director of the National Bureau for the National Association 
for the Advancement of Colored People, and he said that he was 
appearing on behalf of the association, notifying us that when this 
bill was considered that an amendment would be offered to section 
6 (2) (a) of the Universal Military Training and Service Act. 
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Now, that is the parent law. That is not this bill. And of course 
probably it might be in order—I don’t know, but nevertheless, it says 
this: He proposes to amend it on page 2, line 16, by adding this: 

Provided, said unit does not exclude or segregate any person on the basis of 
race, creed, color, or national origin. 

Now, I think it is highly important that the committee be aware 
of that, so all members of the committee can be on the floor of the 
House when this amendment is offered, if such amendment is offered. 

Now, we have all had the benefit of the statement of the President 
that this is an important measure, part of his national-defense pro- 
gram, and it should not be sabotaged by extraneous matter such as 
the amendment that was offered on the prior bill. 

So the issue must be met, and as far as I am concerned, I am willing 
to meet the issue and to vote the amendment down. 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman, what was that in reference to, please, 
what bill? 

The CHarrMan. That is the original. 

Mr. Cote. What is the amendment? 

Mr. SHort. Page 2, line 16. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, may I say this? It is sought by that 
amendment to add a separate paragraph to the bill, to amend a 
portion of the Universal Military Traming and Service Act which is 
not a part of this bill at all. It is not in contest in this bill. It is 
not changed by this bill. But the amendment would bring into the 
bill a portion of it which involves the National Guard. And then 
when it writes that into the bill, with a separate paragraph, it would 
amend it as indicated in the suggested amendment that will be 
presented to the Congress. 

Mr. Arenpbs. Will the gentleman from Louisiana yield? 

Mr. Brooks. I yield. 

Mr. Arenps. Have you checked into the question of germaneness 
of the amendment? 

Mr. Bray. That was the pot I was going to ask. 

Mr. ArEenpbs. We might as well have it all out here at the table. 

Mr. Brooks. I haven’t checked it. 

The CHarrRMAN. Well, let’s don’t go into that phase of it. We will 
do that when the question arises. 

Mr. Smart. Mr. Chairman, may I add this one word, to be certain 
that all the committee members understand exactly what this amend- 
ment does. The members will recall that under existing law young 
men between the ages of 17 and 18% can enlist in the National Guard. 

Now, the National Guard is no part of the present bill before the 
committee. The amendment in question would hereafter prevent any 
boy from enlisting in the National Guard as he is permitted to do 
today. That is the sole accomplishment of this amendment. 

The CuarrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Smart. And the National Guard is no part of this bill. 

So that the program of enlistment in the National Guard by those 
young men, which was authorized some 4 years ago, and has never 

een a subject of controversy in any way, shape, form, or fashion, is 
the sole point that is attacked by this amendment. 

The CuarrMan. This amendment does not in the slightest degree 
strengthen the Reserve program. It was brought in here, as Mr. 
Smart said, for the purpose of regulating a provision of law which has 
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been on the statute book for 4 or 5 years of permitting men to volun- 
teer into the National Guard. 

Now, members of the committee, I think that covers the whole 
bill. I think we have a strong bill. 

(Chorus of ‘‘Vote.’’) 

The CHarrman. I will now ask the clerk to call the roll. 

Mr. SxHort. Before you do, Mr. Chairman, I wonder if the com- 
mittee would indulge me for a moment. 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Suorrt. For almost a quarter of a century now I have been 
listening to testimony given before the old Committee on Military 
Affairs, and this committee, and the special committees that have 
been set up. If you have real strong imaginations, I imagine you 
can picture some of the pressures that have been brought upon me, 
as they have upon every member, particularly because of the stand I 
have always taken regarding universal military training. 

I voted the other day to send the bill back to the subcommittee 
for further consideration because I thought after Mr. Brooks and the 
members of the subcommittee had spent long weeks of hard, earnest 
study on the bill, they should be given the further courtesy and the 
right to reexamine it. I perhaps didn’t please my chairman alto- 
gether at that moment. But I felt we owed it to them. 

Unfortunately, I was ill the day that this new bill, H. R. 7000, was 
considered and was not here to get the benefit of all of the testimony 
given. But I have read and reread this bill, and I must confess I 
cannot see any UMT in it at all. 

(The chairman nods.) 

Mr. Snort. I think it is simply giving the youth of the Nation 
the same opportunity to enlist in the Reserve Forces that has pre- 
viously been given to the National Guard. It has a termination date. 
Of course you are still faced with the difficulty of having two different 
systems working concurrently. That naturally creates difficulties. 

But we are all striving to go through a period of transition of build- 
ing up Reserves and of lowering the standing forces and of reducing 
this terrible burden the taxpayers are carrying. We have to start 
sometime. 

I am inclined really to give this thing a whirl, a try, because it has 
a termination date. The only thing that disturbs me: While there 
is no UMT in this particular bill and while I think it is a strong Reserve 
bill and will do much to relieve the taxpayers and to build up an ade- 
quate Reserve, I am just fearful of what might happen in another 
body after we pass it and send it over there; then what might come 
out of conference. 

Now, if the bill—if it could be voted upon as is or if the conferees 
will stand their ground and we won’t vield to certain other individuals 
who I am convinced are going to try to amend this thing—I can see 
nothing wrong in it. I think that the subcommittee deserves a lot of 
credit and gratitude from the members of this committee and from 
the American people—and Mr. Ducander here, he has batted his 
brains out with it. 

Contrary to what some people think, I have always wanted a strong 
Reserve. I still question the worthiness of it if we get into an atomic 
or hydrogen war. Perhaps it would be over before your Reserves 
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could be called back and oriented or retrained, or before you could 
ever ship them to the area of conflict. 

I don’t know who they are going to stop. But nevertheless there 
is wisdom in a multitude of counsel, and it is quite possible that I can 
be wrong in my views and judgment. 

I think I shall vote today, reserving, of course, the right—it all 
depends on what is going to happen over there on the floor. I think 
| am going to vote to report this bill. 

One fortunate thing about this committee is that we are a pretty 
large family. We are cantankerous and impatient at times and fight 
among ourselves. But I can say for the benefit of the public that 
when we go into executive session and close the doors, we usually 
fight our battles out in the committee before we go to the floor. 
And practically all major pieces of legislation that have come out of 
this committee, regardless of what political party has been in power, 
have come out by ® unanimous vote. And we have succeeded in 
passing legislation out of our committee, in spite of individual 
differences, with a unanimity that gives us a pretty solid front. 

Now, there are some things, of course, I don’t like about the bill. 
There never was a bill that I suppose that we all could agree on in its 
entirety. And all legislation is a result of compromise. Since there 
is a termination date, since there is no compulsion in here, since it is 
purely voluntary, since you are giving young men their choice and 
it does equalize the burden a bit; if you would hold in the Reserve 
only those boys that have been drafted, you would get only a certain 
segment of the American people, which would be unfair and unjust. 
I think this bill is a vast improvement in that respect, and I am glad 
that you have cut the length of service from 8 down to 6 years. 
Because if a boy goes in before he is 18%—he really has only 5 years, 
2 years of training and 3 years in the Ready Reserve, and then 1 year 
in the Standby Reserve. Well, if he goes in at 18% and if he takes the 
full 6 years, including the 1 year in the Standby Reserve, he is still 
only 24 years of age. He is still pretty young. He perhaps will not be 
married or starting to raise a family much before that age. I don’t 
think he should. [Laughter.] 

He perhaps will be free to go in business or in a profession. I can’t 
see how this is going to interfere too seriously with his education or 
how it is going to too seriously interfere with our industrial economy, 
in this country. 

I did want to make those few remarks, Mr. Chairman, because this 
has been the most painful and trying and disturbing decision that | 
have made since I have been a Member of Congress. And I make 
it only in the hope that the bill will be kept to what it is. 

Now, if they are going to come back in here—and thank God Joe 
Martin—I want to read you just this brief release from the press. 
This was the other day when- 

Senate Republican Leader Knowland, emerging from the White House, said 
he is still hoping a Reserve bill satisfactory to the President can be passed. 

So am I. 

Republican House Leader Martin of Massachusetts- 
who is always honest and frank and forthright- 


also at the weekly meeting with Eisenhower, agreed that something adequate 
might be worked out through floor amendments, Senate action and Senate-House 
conferences. 
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Ah, he not let the cat, but all the little kittens, out of the bag there. 
[Laughter.] 

That is what disturbs me. And I have been around here long 
enough, and I have sat by this old warrior here, and there is none 
greater; I know how bloody our heads get when we go to conference. 

Now, I want the committee to understand when 1 vote for this 
bill, I am voting for this bill. I am not going to support a lot of 
hogwash that might be added. And I agree that the amendment 
here that is going to be offered has nothing whatever to do with this 
bill. It has no place init. And it should be entirely divorced. 

I hope our committee will stand firm. And 1 hope a few people, 
too, who have misunderstood me in days gone by and even mis- 
quoted me, will understand what my true position is. I think most 
of the members of this committee who have worked intimately with 
me over the years know what my position is. And I haven’t sur- 
rendered or capitulated on principle one bit, nor shall 1. 

I yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. ARENpDs. I am very glad to hear the gentleman’s statement, 
because I find myself almost 100 percent in agreement with him. | 
think this bill is needed. I think this bill is an improvement on the 
present situation, and I am glad we are going to report it out this 
morning, and I hope almost unanimously. 

But, like the gentleman, if this bill should not in the near future work 
and they come up here and ask for universal military training, I want 
to serve notice right now that unless something very unforeseen hap- 
pens, having assumed a position in opposition to compulsory military 
training or universal military training, call it what you will, in the 
past, I still stand firm in that position. 

And if, like the gentleman from Missouri I happen to be on the con- 
ference committee as one of the conferees on this bill and it should be 
that the Senate decides to do one thing to our bill when it gets over 
there, I want to tell you, Mr. Short, I stand by you. I will agree to 
no conferences that takes in anything that has compulsory military 
training in it. 

The CHarrMan. I was going to say 

Mr. Bray? 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I feel somewhat like the juror who said 
he never saw 11 such contrary men in his life. I feel genuinely like 
Mr. Short does on this bill. I do believe, and frankly, it was openly 
talked among proponents of this bill—I am not talking about members 
of the committee, I am talking about members of the Pentagon, | 
will be very frank, on the floor of this committee room, that they would 
get what they wanted in conference. I overheard that several times. 
Anyone who circulated there did. I didn’t like that, and I still don’t. 

My main objection to this bill is that it will not build a strong 
Voluntary Reserve. We are leaving in the hands of the Pentagon, 
who plainly has never tried to build a strong Reserve in all their rules 
and regulations. They will be back here, bear that in mind, next 
year or the next year, saying that this bill is not a success. Because 
I frankly am of the opinion that many of them do not want it to be a 
success. 

Now, that does not apply to all or even a majority. I do believe 
the House should have a right to vote on this matter. I am not 
pleased with the bill. I do want a strong Reserve. Maybe I am 
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wrong in what I believe constitutes a strong Reserve. But naturally 
I think I am right. 

I intend to vote present on this. I do not want to try in any way to 
block it, but I am not satisfied with the bill, and comments I made in 
the committee and comments I made on the floor express my view 
very plainly. 

The CuarrMan. Now, I want to take this opportunity to publicly 
thank Mr. Short for the very splendid statement he has made and the 
position that he has announced. 

As he says, that is no surrender of principle, not at all. He is 
against UMT. There is not one line of UMT in this bill. I think the 
country will read with much pleasure that this bill is of the type and 
character which gives a good strong Reserve, which will have the 
powerful backing of the distinguished gentleman from Missouri. 

Now, with reference to the conference, it is always the duty of the 
conferees representing either body to stand for that which their body 
has presented. 

Of course when this bill goes to conference, Mr. Brooks, Mr. Kilday, 
Mr. Short, Mr. Arends, myself and probably others will be on the 
conference. It is our moral duty to try to have the viewpoint of the 
House prevail. The House has always the right to instruct the con- 
ferees and the right to see that its will is carried out. 

I again want to thank Mr. Short. I want the country to know 
that this is a good, strong Voluntary Reserve program, and it has the 
endorsement of Mr. Short and other Members of the House who in 
the past have had the same viewpoint that he has with reference to 
UMT. Because there is no UMT in this bill. 

Now, with those remarks, let’s vote. 

Now, call the roll, and all in favor of this bill, vote ave, and all 
opposed, vote no. 

Mr. Ducanper. Mr. Chairman. (Further aside to the chairman.) 

The Cuarrman. Now, members of the committee, before we vote, 
when the bill was before the House last time, I accepted, after con- 
sultation with Mr. Brooks—Mr. Brooks and I both accepted it—an 
amendment offered by our colleague from Utah 

Mr. DucanpEr. Wyoming. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Wyoming. 

Mr. Brooxs. Wyoming. 

The CuarrMan. Wyoming, which permits the provision not apply- 
ing—read it there, unless he is a graduate of high school. 

Now, of course, oftentimes you accept amendments to get along 
with the bill that doesn’t hurt the bill. But there is nothing added to 
it to strengthen the bill by accepting that amendment. And I don’t 
think we were on sound ground when we accepted it. But I think in 
deference to a letter I received from him, it ought to be read and the 
committee 

Mr. Coxe. Mr. Chairman, at the time Mr. Thompson offered the 
amendment, I was impressed with what I thought was the wisdom of 
it, and I undertook to persuade the chairman to accept it. 

The CHarrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Coxe. So before you reject it, I wish vou at least would tell 
us what it is again. 

The CuarirMan. All right, read it out. I don’t think it is exactly 
on sound ground. 
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Mr. Ducanper. On page 3, line 5, following the word “induction’”’ 
insert the words ‘‘and who has satisfactorily, completed high school.” 

Mr. Cote. What does that mean? What does it do? 

Mr. Ducanper. It would mean— 

Mr. Cour. Let me ask Mr. Ducander what the amendment, the 
effect of the amendment is. 

Mr. Ducanper. For the boys who are volunteering prior to reaching 
the age of 18%, they would have to have completed high school. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, may I say this? I had a long talk 
yesterday with Mr. Thompson about that matter. He is very 
reasonable about it. Of course he is a very fine gentleman, in the 
first place. But here is what that amendment will do. It says that 
you shall not be enlisted under the 6-month program until you finish 
high school. 

Well now, someone who is delayed in finishing high school of course 
can’t go in regardless of the age until after he finishes high school. 
That will mean that some men perhaps will be inducted under the 
draft before they could volunteer for 6 months, which is not good. 

I suggested to him, and I think the answer is that we instruct our 
counsel to write in his report the policy which we think should be pur- 
sued by the armed services not to enlist these 6-month men until 
normally they do finish high school. 

The CuarrMan. May I say 

Mr. Brooks. Because it is good policy to let them finish high school. 

The CuHatRMAN. May I say the gentleman wrote a very fine letter 
and said he would like for it to be brought to the attention of the com- 
mittee and that he was reasonable about the matter and if the com- 
mittee did not think it was proper, it was all right with him. 

I do think it will be a limitation which might cause considerable 
amount of trouble. 

Mr. SHort. And it would be unfair, too. 

The CHarrMAN. It would be unfair. I suggest 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, couldn’t we let the counsel write 
something in the report? 

Mr. SHorr. That is right. 

The CHarrMAN. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. To the effect that it is our policy to encourage young 
men to finish high school before they go into a 6-month program. 

Mr. WinstEAp. May I point out that we have a number of 8-month 
high schools scattered over the country in rural areas. 

The CHarrmMan. That is right. 

Mr. Winsteap. Those boys would prefer to get their 6 months’ 
training and not interfere with a year’s schooling anywhere and could 
do it much more simply. 

The CHarrMan. All right. 

Call the roll 

Mr. CunninGuam. Mr. Chairman, one question, please? 

The.CHarrMan. Mr. Cunningham. 

Mr. Cunntncuam. Would not this amendment, if adopted, make 
it impossible for a boy who ever attends high school to volunteer 
until he is 18%? 

The CuarrMan. That is right. 

Mr. CunninGuHam. Isn’t that the danger? 

Mr. Brooks. That is right. 
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(Further chorus of “That is right.’’) 

The CuarrMan. Call the roll, Mr. Smart. 

All in favor of reporting the bill, H. R. 7000—we have a magnificent 
number on this bill, 7000—as your name is called, vote “aye,” and 
all opposed, vote ‘“‘no.”’ 

Call the roll. 

(Rolleall) 

Mr. Smart. Mr. Chairman, on this vote, 29 have voted aye, 1 has 
voted “nay,” and 3 have voted “present.” 

The CaarrmMan. A quorum being present, 29 voted in the affirma- 
tive, 1 in the negative, and 3 present, the bill is reported. And | 
will ask Mr. Brooks to file the report and to go before the Rules 
Committee as early as possible and try to obtain a rule. 

I would like to be notified by Mr. Brooks when he makes his 
request for the rule, so we can all be there to cooperate and help him 
get a rule, to bring it to the floor of the House at an early date, as 
early as the House leadership will set down. 

Now, members of the committee, I want to thank all of you. 1 
particularly want to thank the subcommittee, who, after many 
months, have been able to bring in a very strong and worthwhile 
Reserve bill. 

Now, I hope all of you will be-on the floor and we won’t let any 
motion to recommit this conference report prevail. We have got to 
pass this conference report. 

We will take a recess, subject to the call of the Chair. 

(Whereupon, at 11:29 a. m., the committee recessed, subject to the 
call of the Chair.) 
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[No. 26] 
SUBCOMMITTEE HEARINGS ON H. R. 6900 AND H. R. 7000 


Hovust or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICEs, 
SUBCOMMITTEE No. 1, 
Washington, D. C., Wednesday, June 22, 19565. 

The subcommittee met at 9 a. m., the Honorable Overton Brooks, 
chairman, presiding. 

Mr. Brooks. The subcommittee will please come to order. 

We have a quorum here now. 

We have the chairman with us this morning. I am sure Mr. Short 
will be along in a moment. 

Mr. Ducanper. He is ill today, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooks. He is ill? 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. I am sorry to hear that. 

Now, this morning we have Secretary Carter Burgess, who has a 
statement. 

Mr. Secretary, I think the proper way to begin this hearing on 
H. R. 6900 is to ask you to present your views on this new bill that 
has been handed to the subcommittee. 

Secretary Burcess. May I start, sir? 

Mr. Brooks. If you will, please. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Let’s have a copy of the bill. 

[Bill handed to committee] 

(H. R. 6900 is as follows:) 


{H. R. 6900, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 
A BILL To provide for the strengthening of the Reserve Forces, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Unitea States of 
America in Congress assembled, That section 4 (d) (3) of the Universal Military 
Training and Service Act, as amended, is further amended by striking out the 
words “eight years” and substituting in lieu thereof the words ‘‘six years’’. 

Sec. 2. Section 208 of the Armed Forces Reserve Act of 1952 (Public Law 476, 
EFighty-second Congress) as amended, is further amended as follows: 

(1) Redesignating subsections (g), (h), and (i) as (h), (i), and (j), and adding 
a new subsection (g) as follows: 

“‘(g) Unless otherwise provided by law, each person inducted, enlisted, or 
appointed in the Armed Forces after July 27, 1953, shall upon his release from 
active service become a member of the Ready Reserve. Thereafter such person 
shall be required to perform active duty for training or inactive duty training 
in the following manner: 

(1) An annual minimum of forty-eight assemblies for drill; or 
(2) When authorized by the appropriate Secretary concerned, other 
equivalent periods of training, 
and in addition to either (1) or (2) above, an annual period of active duty for 
training of fifteen days.”’ 

Whenever a member of the Ready Reserve of the reserve components of the 
Army Reserve, the Naval Reserve, the Marine Corps Reserve, the Air Force 
Reserve, and the Coast Guard Reserve elects not to participate in any of the 
foregoing procedures, such member shall be offered the alternative of active 
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duty for training of not to exceed thirty days annually. Any member of the 
Ready Reserve of the reserve component of the Army Reserve, the Naval Reserve, 
the Marine Corps Reserve, the Air Force Reserve, and the Coast Guard Reserve 
who fails through refusal, when able to perform his obligation pursuant to the 
above alternatives, may by competent authority be ordered to and required to 
perform active duty for training, without his consent, for not to exceed forty-five 
days annually. Notwithstanding any other provision of law, a person who 
served on active duty in the Armed Forces prior to July 27, 1953, will not be 
required, unless he has agreed or may hereafter agree, to participate in active 
duty for training or in inactive duty training in the Ready Reserve. 

(2) Section 208 (f) is amended by striking out the words “‘upon his request’’. 

(3) Subsection (j) as redesignated is amended by deleting (g) where it appears 
therein and substituting (h). } 

(4) Add a new subsection (k) as follows: 

‘“‘(k) Under regulations prescribed by the President, each Armed Force of the 
United States shall provide a system of continuous screening of units and mem- 
bers of the Ready Reserve to insure that— 

(a) no significant attrition will occur to those members or units during a 
mobilization; 

“‘(b) there will be a proper balance of military skills; 

“(c) members of the Reserve forces possessing critical civilian skills will 
not be retained in numbers beyond the requirements for those skills except 
for persons who have military skills for which there is an overriding require- 
ment; 

‘“(d) with due respect to national security and military: requirements, 

recognition is given to participation in combat; and 

‘““(e) members of the Reserve forces whose mobilization in an emergency 
would result in extreme personal or community hardship are not retained 
in the Ready Reserve.” 

(5) Add a new subsection (1) as follows: 

““(1) Under regulations prescribed by the appropriate Secretary, any member 
of the Ready Reserve may be transferred to the Standby Reserve.” 

Sec. 4. Notwithstanding the provisions of section 233 (a) of the Armed Forces 
Reserve Act of 1952 in time of war, or of national emergency declared by Con- 
gress, after the enactment of this amendatory Act, members of the Standby 
Reserve may be ordered to active duty only after a determination of availability 
by the Director of Selective Service. 

Sec. 5. Section 205 (b) of the Armed Forces Reserve Act of 1952 is amended 
by striking the words ‘‘one million five hundred th -usand”’ and inserting the 
words ‘“‘two million nine hundred thousand’’. 

Sec. 6. This Act shall terminate on July 1, 1959. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, Mr. Secretary, if you will proceed, we will 
appreciate it. 

Secretary Buresss. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, I appreciate very much the opportunity of again appearing 
before you with respect to the President’s Reserve program. I have 
no formal presentation to submit to you at this time but would 
appreciate the opportunity of a few informal preliminary remarks. 

As soon as | learned of our request to be present with you this 
morning, I undertook, with my staff, a study of H. R. 6900 with a 
view to some changes which I feel would preserve some of the essential 
features of the original national Reserve plan proposed by the President, 
the National Security Council, and the Department of Defense. 

Therefore, with your permission, Mr. Chairman, I am prepared to 
submit a few revisions to H. R. 6900. This proposed revision pre- 
serves certain features of H. R. 6900; it preserves the cutoff date of 
July 27, 1953, for obligated participation in the Ready Reserve; it 
preserves the authority to call up a reservist for 45 days in the event 
that he does not participate pursuant to his selected program; and 
the very important screening process and selective recall. It also 
continues the ceiling restrictions on the Reserve forces as contained 
in H. R. 6900. 
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The only additional provisions which are submitted by the Depart- 
ment of Defense in this revision of H. R. 6900 are those which have 
already been approved by the subcommittee and the full committee. 

There have been some omissions from the bill as voted out by the 
committee which are designed to recognize the present developments. 
I, or the staff with me from the Department of Defense, shall be 
pleased to go over our proposed revisions of H. R. 6900 with you 
section by section or to answer any questions or follow such procedure 
as the committee wishes to adopt. 

I have Colonel Norell and Judge Jackson here, who are most 
familiar with the provisions that we have before us, and between us 
we can take you through the bill, if that is your pleasure. 

Mr. Brooks. I think the thing to do is proceed with the bill 
section by section. 

This subcommittee is fully aware of the problem. I don’t see how 
a subcommittee could have worked as long as it has without being 
fully aware of the problems. 

Having that background, why not proceed section by section? 

Secretary Buresss. If it is convenient with you, sir, Colonel 
Norell here is very articulate on this problem, and I will ask him to 
start and then I am present to answer questions, and the judge here 
is familiar with the laws which pertain. 

Mr. Brooks. Colonel, if you will proceed. 

Colonel Nore.u. Yes, sir. 

Beginning, Mr. Chairman, on the first page of this proposal that has 
been handed to the committee, sir, in the first portion, under amend- 
ments to the Universal Military Training and Service Act, the first 
subdivision would amend the present 4 (d) (3), leaving in the provi- 
sions for the 8-year obligation. That is in the current law. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, that is different from your H. R. 6900? 

Colonel Noreu. Yes, sir. That is correct. 

That would change the proposal in H. R. 6900, which was for 6 
years, back to the 8 years of current law, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. What your language will do, then, is to continue 
the 8-year obligation, instead of the 6-year obligation, as provided 
for by H. R. 6900? 

Colonel Nore.u. That is correct, Congressman Van Zandt, in the 
exact language of the current law. 

Mr. Van ZAnptT. Yes. 

Colonel Nore.u. Because this does not even contain the provisions 
which would reenact the 8-year obligation that was present in the 
original 5297. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question? 

Mr. Brooks. Surely, the chairman of the full committee. 

Mr. Vinson. Then the proposed modification of 6900 fixes the 
total obligation at 8 years as it is under the law today? 

Colonel Noreuu. That is correct, Chairman Vinson. 

Mr. Vinson. In reference to the 8 years in the bill. It stands? 

Colonel Noretu. That is correct, Mr. Vinson. 

Mr. Brooks. Why wouldn’t it be preferable, Colonel, to use the 
language of H. R. 6900, if you want to do that, or leave out the 
reference in H. R. 6900 to that particular subsection? 

Colonel Norevu. That is what we have done. There is no men- 
tion 
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Mr. Brooks. Don’t you rewrite it here? 

Colonel Norett. No, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. No. 

Colonel Nore yi. There is no mention in here of the obligation at 
all. 

Mr. Brooks. No mention at all. 

Colonel Norewu. It stands as is in the current law. 

Mr. Vinson. Now, Mr. Chairman, may I ask him another ques- 
tion? 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. What is the reason why you conclude that 8 years is 
the proper total period that he should serve? Upon what basis do 
you think 8 years should be the total military obligation? What is 
magic about the 8 years? 

Colonel Noretu. No, there is nothing particularly magic about the 
8 years, except it does, Mr. Chairman, provide assurance of the proper 
supply of manpower in the Active and the Reserve forces. 

Mr. Vinson. Now then, a boy goes in at 18% years of age. 

Colonel Nore.u. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. And he has 8 years under the law today. Now, 
what would be his age when he completes his total military obligation? 

Colonel Noreiu. Well, if he is 18% when he goes in, he is 26% when 
he is through with his total obligation. 

Mr. Vinson. He is 26% years? 

Colonel Nore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Now, don’t you think that is a rather long period of 
time? Why wouldn’t it be—why should a man be kept in the Reserve 
any longer than he is physically liable—his military usefulness is at 
its very peak? 

Colonel Noretu. Well, there are a number of reasons for that, Mr. 
Vinson. In the first place, in time of war when you are mobilizing 
all your manpower, you go far beyond the normal age of military 
service. You raise your draft age up into the forties, for example, sir. 
So this 8-year obligation does not carry the man, even in its total, 
does not carry the man beyond his total military usefulness. 

Mr. Vinson. Now, in that connection, Mr. Chairman, they are 
drafting in the 21-year group today. Therefore, a man will be 29 years 
old before he finishes his total military obligation. 

Colonel Nore.u. There is the opportunity, of course, in law now, 
that would be continued, for this individual to shorten the period of 
time that he must be in the participating portion of the Reserve. 

Mr. Vinson. Oh, I understand that. But he is still in the Reserve. 
He has certain obligations. He is still in the Reserve. 

Now, we originally had it at 10 years. So J] am assuming that if 
Congress hadn’t reduced it down from 10 to 6 years, you would be 
advocating 10 vears. The only reason you are advocating 8 years is 
because it is in the law today, is it not? 

Secretary Burcsss. That is one of the reasons, Mr. Chairman, and 
also, sir, I would like to point out that in trying to develop a good 
Reserve program and to make things on an equitable basis across the 
range of the program, we wanted to have room within the 8 years to 
offer incentive earnbacks, to distinguish between the men who are 
willing to participate over and above the requirement and also to 
distinguish between the man who wouldn’t have the time to do that. 
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Mr. Vinson, But the same thing can exist in a 6-year period as it 
can in an 8-year period. 

Colonal Noreuu. Originally, during the consideration of the Na- 
tional Reserve—— 

Mr. Vinson. Now, you have a far stronger—let me get this and 
then I am through. T'won’t belabor this question. 

What do you consider to be the backbone of the Reserve? Is it the 
man who served or is it the man who is going to volunteer for 6 
months’ training? 

Secretary Burcess. It is a combination of both, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Vinson. All right. 

Now, what is it going to be—you can’t have a combination of 
backbones. Something must be the backbone, the mainstay. Now, 
what is going to be the mainstay? Is it going to be the man who has 
served and has completed his active duty, or is it going to be a man 
who has some lesser amount of training? 

Now, we know what is going to be the backbone of the organization. 
It won’t be any trouble to write a good, strong Reserve bill, either 
way. 

Now, what is the backbone? Is it the man that is going to be in 
and who is serving today, or is it going to be the volunteer? 

Secretary Burcrss. Well, from a bulk standpoint, sir, it is probably 
going to be—for the Army Reserve it is going to be, of course, the 
6-month man. But 1 don’t term that the backbone. I term the 
backbone to be those people who have leadership in skills to contribute 
to the competency of this Reserve. 

Mr. Vinson. Then the Department takes the position that as far 
as the Army Reserve, it is going to be the 6-month man who had 6 
months’ training? 

Secretary Burcsss. That is just for the Army Reserve, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. All right, just for the Army Reserve. 

Secretary Burcsss. But we still have the Reserves to consider in 
the Air Force and the Navy 

Mr. Vinson. All right. Then if that be true, why impose any 
obligation on the man who has served 2 years or longer? 

Secretary Burcess. Impose an obligation on him, sir? 

Mr. Vinson. Yes. 

Secretary BurcEss. Because—— 

Mr. Vinson. Why don’t you exclude him? Why don’t you let 
him go free? 

Secretary BurGess. You can’t do that, sir. 

Colonel Norre.it. What you would do by that would be to deny to 
the Navy and Air Force, for instance, any trained members in their 
Reserve. 

Mr. Pricr. No; you wouldn't. 

Mr. Vinson. Well, if you are basing your Reserve on your 6 months 
trainee instead of making the backbone the man who has had 2 years’ 
service, you will only have a weak Reserve. 

Secretary Bureess. Mr. Chairman, I agree with you completely, 
sir, and I tried to make that clear in my answer, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Now, let’s think it out and then I am through. 

You are going to have 250,000 volunteers. 

Secretary Burauss. We only ask for 100,000 the first year, sir. 
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Mr. Vinson. All right. Let’s assume Congress says 250,000. 
That would be 1 million men in your 4 years. And your objective 
is 2,900,000. Then you are bound to have 1,900,000 who have had 
prior service. So the backbone of your whole Reserve has to be 
based around the men who has had prior service. 

Secretary Burcess. I concur with you completely, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. All right. That is all right. Then if you go on that, 
there will be no dispute from me on that. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am through. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, even with the 6 months trainee you would have 
men with prior service of 6 months. 

Secretary Burcgss. Oh, yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Let me ask you this: Suppose you reduce this to 6 
years, will the Navy and the Air Force suffer? 

Secretary Buragss. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Why will they suffer? 

Secretary Burcess. Well—— 

Colonel Norexu. You will recall, Mr. Brooks, that at the time there 
was a consideration in the subcommittee of terminating the Reserve 
obligation of the individual who had had 5 years or more of active 
service, the request was made that that standby portion of the 8-year 
obligation be restored in order that those would be available in a 
military status to the services and to whom they could appeal for 
participation in their Volunteer Reserve program. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Brooks. If you had 6 instead of 8 years, wouldn’t there still 
be a period of time when they would be active in the Reserve? 

Colonel Noretu. That is true. But during their total period of 
obligation, there is more of an impetus for them to be inticed into 
participating than there is if they are in the civilian manpower pool. 

Mr. Brooks. You mean you can offer bigger inducements by cutting 
the time shorter? 

Secretary BurGess. Yes, sir; that is right, s 

Mr. Brooks. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Osmers. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the important 
feature of the program is not the 6 or the 8 years but the important 
feature of the program is the 2,900,000 trained Reserves. 

Secretary Burcgss. Yes, sir.. 

Mr. Osmers. Whether it is placed at 4, 6, 8, or 10 vears, if the 
Department of Defense has the authority and the power to compel 
participation in that program, there might come a time when you 
would only need 5 years. 

Secretary Burcess. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Osmers. In certain categories. 

Secretary BurGsss. Correct, sir. 

Mr. OsmMers. And I think we somewhat miss the point when we 
concern ourselves about the 10, 8, or 6. 

Secretary Burcegss. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Osmers. That’s the thing that Congress should primarily 
concern itself with at this time—the shortest means of providing the 
needed Reserve of 2,900,000, assuming that is the figure that is needed. 

Secretary Burcess. And keeping in mind what the chairman said, 
Chairman Vinson said, about the backbone of these Reserves. 
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Mr. Osmers. Well, the backbone of course must be trained, com- 
petent men with prior service. 

Secretary Burcess. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Osmers. But Congress at some future time can reduce the 8 
to 7 to 6 to 5, or raise it to 9, assuming that the country has sufficient 
Reserves. 

Secretary Burcess. That is the way we feel about it, sir. 

Mr. Osmers. I think that these figures are all—the length of the 
time is somewhat academic at the moment, until we reach the required 
number of trained Reserves. 

Secretary Burgess. We would like to retain present law. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, a man must not have hanging over 
his head for an undue length of time his Reserve obligation. It should 
be terminated as early as possible. Because 100,000 men become 
18% every month, and there is no need to have hanging over a young 
man’s head, who has served 2 years or 4 years, that he has 3 or 4 more 
years after he has served to continue in the Reserve. Let the obliga- 
tion be spread out. 

Mr. Osmers. I certainly join with the chairman. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

Mr. Osm_ers. In hoping that we may achieve that happy day when 
we have sufficient reserves. But when I consider what we did to a 
great many Americans during the period of the Korean war and the 
unfairness with which the military obligation was divided among our 
citizens, I feel that at this time it is not unreasonable to place eight 
vears into a bill. 

Mr. Vinson. The longer you extend the period of service, total 
service, the less new blood you have in. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Vinson. You can’t get away from that. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. I think Mr. Vinson is entirely correct in this, that you 
are talking about making the obligation less or more divided, that is, 
as to the man who has already served his 2, 3, or 4 years. 

I think Mr. Vinson is entirely correct in this. I wouldn’t have any 
objection to keeping a person in a Standby Reserve as long as he was 
physically able to perform service. But what we are talking about 
now is not an Army in time of war or Reserve in time of war. We are 
talking about a Reserve during the time of peace or cold war, whatever 
vou want to call it. And it seems to me like a 6-year obligation after 
a man has served his 2 years is ample. Then keep him—l have no 
objection, as I stated earlier, to keeping him in standby or whatever 
vou want to call it; that is, if there comes allout war, why, certainly a 
lot of us who are pretty creaky will go wherever we may be of use, 
We should. 

I am not trying to make it easy on them. But certainly when you 
hold over that man who has been there 2 years, comes back home and 
then year after year and he has to consider his job and to whether he 
can hold that job because of this weekly drill and the 30 days—a 15- 
or 30-day period in the summertime, and if he moves, can he find facil- 
ities where he is moving—lI think 6 years is a very realistic and fair 
period. Then extend the other, for the standby, as long as you want. 
I would have no objection to that. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman 
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Mr. Brooks. Mr. Winstead. 

Mr. Winsteap. In connection with this, let me see if I understand 
correctly. This 6900, if I understand, gives 6 years combined obli- 
gation. 

Mr. Vinson. Total. 

Mr. Brooks. Total. 

Mr. Winstzap. Total, yes. And you require, I believe, in H. R. 
6900 5 years participation in the regular service, and in the Active 
Reserve service, is that correct, in 6900? 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

Mr. Wrnsteap. And your proposition would set up 8 years for total 
service and have 6 years for active participation in the regular service 
and-——— 

Colonel Norutu. Still be five. 

Mr. Winstnap. The only difference you are asking for is the 8 
years in the standby—I mean 3 years in the standby, instead of 1 year 
in the standby? 

Colonel Noreuu. For those who participate. 

Mr. Winsteap. What is your purpose? So you can screen them 
and know where they are? We are all in standby when you get in war. 

As Mr. Bray said, this is peace. I am just trying to get clear. 

Colonel Norexu. So they are available to you for a longer period. 

Mr. Winsteap. For what? 

Colonel Norexu. For possible inducement for them to come into 
the Ready Reserve and participate in this volunteer force, which in 
the ultimate you are trying to get, Mr. Winstead. 

Mr. WinsteaAp. But you are putting in here—I am just trying to 
get clear on this thing. You are putting in the law on the 6-year 
proposition that if he does not participate for his full 5 years anyway, 
you will call him up whether for 30 or 45 days, and that is in both 
provisions, isn’t it? 

Colonel Nore. No, sir. 

Mr. WinsteEAp. I am not for H. R. 6900 as is, but it seems to me 
that if we put this trainee in there that you have been talking about 
all the way through—the main purpose of the whole bill is to get this 
enlisted personnel in your Army Reserve. It seems to me that an 
amendment that would do that to H. R. 6900 will get pretty close to 
what you are talking about. If so, the more simple we make this 
thing and the quicker we get along with something, the better off we 
will be. But I can’t see the point why you need them longer in the 
Standby Reserve, unless it is for screening purposes, so in case of an 
all-out emergency you can put your finger on them quicker. Because 
we are all standby anyway. 

Colonel Noretyi. That is important. But it goes beyond that. 
Now, this program is not exclusively one for the Army. The Air 
Force, the Navy and the other military services——— 

Mr. Winsteap. Oh, I see your point. In other words, you believe 
that if you cut down from 8 to 6 that you will interfere with the 
Reserve of the Air Force and the Navy? 

Colonel Nore.u. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wrnsteap. But how long do they take them under this? 
They will not have active participation for 4 or 5 years in the Air 
Force and the Navy and I believe in our original bill that we reported 
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to the House a few weeks ago that 5 years active participation in 
regular and active service ended, both. 

Colonel Noreu. That is right. Five is the position to which they 
could earn back by incentive performance. 

Mr. Price. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WinstEap. What I am trying to get at: We have to recognize 
public sentiment as well as military needs in these things. 

Colonel Nore u. Sure. 

Mr. Winsteap. If we can accomplish the same purpose. And 
frankly, it seems to me that I would go along with half. You know, 
I have been plugging on this 6-year proposition all the way through. 
Because I can’t see but that you will get the same result. If they do 
not participate for the 5 years, you have your penalties in here that 
require them to be called up. And you have them for 5 full years. 
Then if they go to the Standby Reserve—and that was true with the 
Air Force and the Navy, also, was it not? 

Colonel Noreuu. That is true. 

Mr. Price. Will the gentleman from Mississippi yield to me? 

Mr. Wrinsteap. Yes, I yield to you on that point. 

Mr. Price. Colonel, how do you figure that the Navy Reserve and 
the Air Force Reserve would suffer by a 6-year Reserve obligation? 

Colonel Noreuty. Let me first, if I may, Mr. Price, deal with the 
aspects of 6900. If you had the provision in 6900 for a 6-year obliga- 
tion and for the mandatory enforced participation, then the 4-year 
people coming out of the active forces after 4 years would be with 
you for just 1 year, at the end of which time you move them on into 
the standby for just 1 more year. Now, there you have that rapid 
turnover on a more or less enforced basis. 

Mr. Price. All right. Now, let me check you at that point. 
Haven’t we had all the testimony here from both the Air Force and 
the Navy to the effect that their program was strictly voluntary? 

Colonel Nore. Yes. 

Mr. Price. And they are satisfied with the success of it? 

Colonel Norexu. That is right. 

Mr. Pricr. So why would they be hurt? If it is a successful pro- 
gram and these people are in there voluntarily, won’t they stay in 
there regardless of whether you have a 10-year or 8-year or 6-year 
mandatory obligation? 

Secretary Burcrss. Mr. Congressman, may I address myself to 
that point, if I may? 

Mr. Pricer. Yes, I would like to have an answer. 

Secretary Buresss. I think the testimony that the Air Force and 
the Navy gave to you here was this, that they wanted to try to pre- 
serve a Voluntary Reserve, and nobody could be behind them more 
than I am on that. But they have requirements to meet and I think, 
as was indicated in the testimony given before this committee, that if 
those requirements could not be met, that they would welcome the 
existence of the mandatory feature, which was enacted by the sub- 
committee. 

Now, I can bring Captain Leeds here from the Navy, who can go 
over the figures of the additional requirements which we are building 
toward. 

I would like to address myself back to what Congressman Osmers 
said. We have 700,000 paid participating reservists in America right 
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now, and we are building toward a 2,900,000 Reserve. I think that 
there are uncertainties in our efforts to get to those requirements that 
we can’t foresee at this witness table right this morning. And what 
we would like to do is to have the opportunity to go to this much 
greater requirement, this much greater need, under the provision that 
is given us on this point by present law, rather than come back and 
reduce and have a much smaller room in which to try to achieve this 
objective. 

What we would like to do is to have as much incentive room in the 
Reserve for the Air Force, the Navy, the Army, and the Coast Guard, 
and what have you, in which to operate and build toward this require- 
ment, which is certainly much greater than the 700,000 that we 
have today. 

Mr. Winsteap. Let me follow up on the 6 and 8 years a little bit 
further there, Mr. Chairman. I have yielded and it kind of got away. 
If I understood the testimony all the way through the hearings, your 
sole purpose was trying to build—or not your sole purpose, but your 
main purpose was to build an Army Reserve and also aid and 
strengthen and assist the other Reserve organizations. 

But isn’t it true, in line with Chairman Vinson’s questions about the 
backbone being your prior servicemen, that you did want to get some 
of these young enlistees in the Reserve? And the testimony showed 
that most of your Reserve enlistments you have in the various 
branches of the service—you have more officers in many of them than 
you have enlisted personnel. 

Secretary Burcess. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Winsteap. And some of the complaints we had: That you 
would get more volunteers, even, for your Reserve organization if they 
had facilities and had enlisted personnel to command after they got 
to their training unit. It is just as essential that you get some of this 
young personnel in your Reserve organization as it is that you get the 
backbone from the regular establishments. And unless you have the 
combination of the two, you still won’t have a Reserve next year or 
any other time. It seems to me that this bill here —— 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Wrivstsap. It seems to me this bill gives you 6 instead of 
8 years. Is that the biggest difference you have with H. R. 6900 so 
far as the prior-service personnel are concerned? 

Secretary Burcsss. I would say that is the major difference on the 
bill. 

Mr. Winsteap. Between H. R. 6900 and what you now offer? 

Secretary Burecsss. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wrinstgeap. Let me ask you 

Mr. Brooks. I suggest this to the gentleman: Why not—we have 
gone over this repeatedly, and everybody has pretty well sized up 
their own opinions. Why not hear briefly from the Air Force and 
the Navy, who have representatives here. If they can convince you 
they ought to have 8 years instead of 6, then that will be their 
obligation. 

Mr. Wrnstgeap. Let me ask the Secretary a question, and it will 
save time later. 

If we take H. R. 6900, and if you make it 6 years or if you make it 
8 years, I have an amendment I expect to offer to the bill that states 
that anyone can enlist in any of the Reserve components, and after he 
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enlists in thoseReserve components, that he must take 6 months’ train- 
ing—and I would make it shorter, of course, but I don’t think this 
committee would subscribe to it, and I know you favor 6 months. 
Then require that he gets his 6 months’ training and fulfill at least a 
6-year obligations under H. R. 6900 if you make it 6 or if you make 
it 8. 

Mr. Vinson. In connection with that, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Brooks, Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. May I say to the gentleman from Mississippi that I 
also have an amendment along that identical line? 

Now, may I say this, and then I am through? 

Now, here it is: The witness has testified that the backbone of the 
Reserve is going to be prior servicemen who served a minimum of 
2 years up to a maximum of 4 or more years. All right. 

Now, when they come out, after they have served wherever the 
Government requires them to serve, and met all their obligations, 
then you propose that he be put in the Reserve for a period of 6 years, 
part in the Ready Reserve and part in the Standby Reserve. 

I say to every member of this committee that it is an undue hard- 
ship upon the man that has been drafted and the man who has vol- 
unteered, to require him, after he has served his enlistment or his 
induction, to require him to serve an additional 6 years. 

Mr. Puaitarn. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Brooks. I promised to recognize General Devereux. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Secretary, 1 would like to get squared away 
a little bit on this workback or the credit that is in the existing law 
today. 

As I understand it now, a man if he serves in the Ready Reserve 
may work back his credit and go iato the Standby Reserves earlier? 

Colonel Norexu. At the end of a total of 5 years. 

Secretary Burcess. At the end of a total of 5 years, Active and 
Ready Reserve, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. All right. 

Then when he goes into the Standby Reserves he is just subject to 
call through selective service? 

Secretary BurGess. As provided in the bill that we presented in 
5297 and also in the bill or the amendments that we have before you 
this morning. In other words, his recall would be through the selec- 
tive-service process, Mr. Congressman, and also while he is in the 
Standby he has opportunities to earn other Reserve credits for retire- 
ment and so forth. And that status is something which gives him the 
status that is entirely different from the fact if he was out in the world 
waiting for a selective-service recall. 

Mr. Devereux. But he is no more vulnerable than anybody else 
in the general manpower pool? 

Secretary Burcess. No, sir; he is no more vulnerable, but he has 
many Reserve opportunities open to him while he is in the Standby 
Reserve. 

Mr. Devereux. That is right. 

Secretary Burcess. Which he would not have if he were in the wide 
open manpower pool, Congressman. 

Mr. Devereux. I don’t see any objection, because as far as the 
man is concerned, why, he has very definite protections. He is no 
different from anybody else. 
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Secretary Burcess. He has many advantages. 

Mr. Devereux. Many advantages. 

Secretary Burcess. That is right, sir. And if his status changed 
while he was in the Standby Reserve and he wanted to come back into 
the Ready, he hasn’t lost any of his points and so forth, and he comes 
back in there and takes it up. 

We think that we have a much better opportunity to have a strong 
Reserve in this country if we have an administrative way to keep 
touch with these people and at the same time we have a much better 
opportunity to build a voluntary Reserve on an incentive basis, 
rather than an involuntary Reserve on a compulsory basis within a 
very limited span of time. 

Mr. Devereux. All right. 

Now, let’s take the 4-year volunteer. 

When he comes out, he would have under your proposal 4 more 
years in the Reserves, part of which would be in the Standby and 
part of which would be in the Ready Reserve. 

Colonel Nore (nods). 

Mr. Devereux. How much would be in the Ready Reserve? 

Secretary Burcess. Would you answer that? 

Colonel Noretu. If this is a 4-year man you are speaking of, 
Congressman Devereux, under the plan as it is proposed here and 
was contained in A—5297, he would have a maximum required time 
in the Ready Reserve of 2 years, which he could earn back to 1 year 
by participation. Then he would have either the remaining 2 or 3 
in the Standby Reserve. 

Mr. Devereux. Now—— 

Colonel Noreiy. Unless he wanted to stay. 

Mr. Devereux. I am not quite clear on that. When he comes out 
of the 4-year enlistment, he has 4 vears in the Reserve? 

Colonel Noretu. That is right. 

Mr. Drverevux. Now, if he participates in the Ready Reserve for 
2 years, he immediately goes into the Standby, or when does he go 
into the Standby? 

Colonel Noreuu. If he participated in the Ready Reserve, he 
would be eligible to go at the end of 1 year. That is your total of 5 
there. In which case he would spend 3 years in the Standby. 

However 

Mr. Devernux. Wait a minute. Three vears—in the Standby? 

Colonel Noretu. That is right; yes, sir. However, if he did not 
participate in accordance with this provision, then he would have 2 
years in the Ready and the last 2 in the Standby. 

Mr. Devereux. And of course anybody who 1s active, in the Active 
Forces and the Ready Reserve, would have a total of 5 years in the 
combination? 

Colonel Noretu. That is correct; yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Puitsrn. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. I yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Philbin. 

Mr. Puiieixn. What would you think of a 4-year period of total 
obligation? 

Secretary Burcsss. I don’t quite follow that. 
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Mr. Puitein. What would you think of a 4-year period of obliga- 
tion—say, 2 years under selective service or the draft and 2 years under 
the Reserve? 

Colonel Norrety. Mr. Congressman, you would deny to the Air 
Force exclusively or completely and to the Navy in large part anyone 
with a statutory Reserve obligation and would undoubtedly have 
extremely deleterious effect on their Reserve. 

Mr. Puiiern. But they are already getting their men on a voluntary 
basis. They testified that they don’t need this act. 

Secretary Burcess. Mr. Philbin, if I might address myself to that, 
sir, I think the fact that this committee in previous legislation set up 
the range of time and obligation which we are asking you to preserve 
this morning—the Air Force and the Navy in their voluntary Reserve 
program have been able to manage that program to a large extent 
through the vulnerabilities that exist on the men in the law that you 
now have on the books. And that is what we are asking you to 
preserve. And the Navy and the Air Force want to continue to try 
to build that voluntary Reserve to the very greatest extent possible, 
sir. But they are not going to hold to the present requirements as 
we now know them today. They are going to much larger require- 
ments. They are still going to try to meet those requirements by 
voluntary means. But I think that the testimony you have had in the 
past shows that if they can’t meet those requirements by a continua- 
tion of their voluntary efforts, that they will have to resort to this 
compulsory means to get to the valid defense requirements that we 
presented to you. 

And the thing that I think about this thing is that we have this 
thing as equitably arranged between the 4-year man, the 2-year man 
and the 6-month man, or whatever it might be, so that by a combina- 
tion of the active service and Reserve service, we have tried to equit- 
ably distribute this thing across the range of this obligation. 

Mr. Puxitsrn. So 

Secretary Burcess. And our problems are not getting any lighter. 
They are getting heavier. As I tried to point out to Congressman 
Devereux, the Standby Reserve, as we have set it up offer these men 
many advantages over and above just being out in the wide-open 
manpower pool, and if we had an all-out mobilization, they would 
have to be called back in anyway. So why not give them a standby 
status and let’s continue to try to get some requirements out of that 
standby area. 

Mr. Osmers. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Van Zandt, I promised him. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Mr. Chairman, we have been here for 45 minutes. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. And we are back into the same hassle that we 
were involved in that spread itself out over a period of 8 weeks. The 
bill before us is H. R. 6900. And I would like to know whether or 
not the departments can live with this bill. 

Mr. Brooks. That is all I want to know. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. That is all | want to know. I am ready—— 

Mr. Brooks. I think that is our problem now. There is no ques- 
tion but what reducing the time limit from 8 to 6 years would be a 
popular move. There is no doubt about that. 
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Now, the question is whether or not the Air Force and the Navy 
can live with it. And that is all that concerns me, and I believe it is 
all that concerns the average member of this committee. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Let me go a little further now. 

The proposal here to modify H. R. 6900 is quite a lengthy docu- 
ment, and if we are going to have to consider it along with H. R. 6900, 
we are not going to get this bill out. 

Mr. Price. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield? 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Just let me finish. 

Mr. Price. On the point you just brought up. 

Mr. Van Zanor. Yes. 

Mr. Price. Maybe Mr. Burgess can tell us in substance what these 
proposed amendments cover. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. Here is all I want to say: I want to get H. R. 
6900 out of this committee as quickly as we possibly can so we can 
get a Reserve bill. The time is running out on us. 

Mr. Brooks. I don’t see why we can’t get it out today. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, in view of that statement, may I 
offer for consideration some amendments to H. R. 6900 and get the 
reaction of the Department? 

Mr. Brooks. Would you rather finish with Mr. Burgess’ statement 
or offer the amendment now? 

Mr. Vinson. I was going to offer it in view of what Mr. Van 
Zandt said. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. I think we should proceed with fast action. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, in view of that—— 

Mr. Brooks. Go ahead and offer your amendment. 

Mr. Vinson. I would like to offer for the consideration of the 
committee this: 

Whenever the President finds that the authorized strength of the Ready 
Reserve of the Army Reserve, Naval Reserve, Marine Corps Reserve, Air Force 
Reserve, or Coast Guard Reserve cannot be maintained at the strengths deamed 
sufficient by him, he may authorize that volunteers be accepted, within quotas 
to be established by him (the quotas not to exceed a total of 250,000 persons 
annually for such reserve components), and thereafter any person, prior to attain- 
ing the age of 18 years and 6 months and prior to the issuance of orders for him 
to report for induction may volunteer in the Army Reserve, Naval Reserve, 
Marine Corps Reserve, Air Force Reserve, or Coast Guard Reserve and such 
persons shall be deferred from training and service under the provisions of the 
Universal Military Training and Service Act, as amended, so long as he continues 
to serve satisfactorily as a member of such reserve component in accordance with 
section 2 of this Act. Any person deferred under the provisions of this section 
shall remain liable for induction until attaining the twnety-eighth anniversary 
of his birth if he ceases to satisfactorily participate in such reserve components. 


A new section: 


Any person, prior to reaching the age of 19 years, who has volunteered and 
joined the Army Reserve, Naval Reserve, Marine Corps Reserve, Air Force 
Reserve, or Coast Guard Reserve may volunteer for active duty for training for 
a period of six months. Upon his completion of such training he will be assigned 
to the unit of which he is a member and shall be deemed to have fulfilled his 
reserve obligation when he has satisfactorily completed a total of eight years 
in such reserve gomponent. 

Any person é€nlisting in the Naval Reserve, the Marine Corps Reserve, or Air 
Foree Reserve for a period of six years must agree to accept active duty for 
training for a period of two years. 

Following his completion of such training, he shall be a member of the Ready 
Reserve for a period of time which when added to the time spent on active duty 
for training, totals five years. 


ne 
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Now, that is to strengthen the Reserve. 

Then the other amendment I have: 

In time of national emergency proclaimed by the President after the enactment 
of this amendatory Act, or when otherwise authorized by law, any unit and the 
members thereof, or any member not assigned to a unit organized for the purpose 
of service as such, of the Ready Reserve may, by competent authority, be ordered 
to active duty for not more than twenty-four consecutive months. Provided, 
that Congress shall determine the number of members of the reserve components 
necessary for the national security to be ordered to active duty, pursuant to this 
subsection prior to the exercise of the authority contained in this subsection in 
excess of one million members comprised of units and members thereof or any 
member not assigned to a unit. 

That is copied word for word from H. R. 5297. 

Then I propose an amendment: 

Notwithstanding any other provision of law, a person serving on active duty for 
training under the provisions of this act, shall be entitled to pay in the amount of 
$50 per month. 

Take the same language in the bill for the payment of the trainees. 

Then I propose an amendment that instead of 15 days it will be not 
exceeding a total of 17 days. 

Now, in that method I have followed exactly what the Department 
is trying to follow, to put some teeth in it, and I make no reference 
whatsoever anywhere to the National Guard. 

Mr. Winsteap. Mr. Chairman— would the chairman yield at that 
point? 

ue 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Winstead. 

Mr. Winsteap. I believe that we are striking at the same thing, 
and if there is no special objection from the military on H. R. 6900, 
except the 6- and 8-year proposition, I believe I have a simplified 
amendment that will make the whole thing still more simple and do 
largely the same purpose, except that men volunteer. If you don’t 
object, I would like to have read the amendment that I offered—— 

Mr. Brooks. We are not proceeding in a very orderly manner. I 
think this: If Mr. Vinson’s amendments are going to be disposed of, 
we ought to see what the Secretary has to say in reference to it before 
he takes up your amendment. 

Mr. WINsTEAD. Mine is very short, only a page long. 

Mr. Brooks. Do you think he can handle all of them together? 

Mr. WinsteEap. I believe it will answer the purpose the chairman 
has in mind, and we will not have so many amendments involved in it. 
I am not certain, but I believe it covers practically the same point. 

Mr. Brooks. I have an amendment, but I am withholding mine. 

Mr. Winsteap. It is only a page long. 

Mr. Brooks. Go ahead and offer the amendment. 

Let’s speed up the thing. 

Mr. Wiwnsteap. I just wonder if counsel will read the amendment. 
I think we can simplify it. We all have a bunch of amendments and 
I think it covers the same point and is much more simple. 

Mr. Ducanprr. You want me to read it? 

Mr. Brooks. Go ahead and read it. 

Mr. DucanpbEr (reading): 

The Universal Military Training and Service Act, (62 Stat. 604), as amended, 
is further amended as follows: 

(1) Clause (A) of paragraph (2) of subsection (c) of section 6 is amended by 
deleting the first word and substituting in lieu thereof the following: ‘Prior to the 
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date of enactment of these 1955 amendments to the Universal Military Training 
and Service Act, in’’. 


(2) Paragraph (2) of subsection (c) of section 6 is amended by redesignating 
present clause (B) to be clause (C) and inserting a new clause (B) to read as 
follows: 


‘““(B) Any person, prior to the issuance of orders for him to report for induction, 
may, pursuant to law, and providing an authorized vacancy exists, become a 
member of an organized unit (or other training element) of a Reserve component, 
which unit (or element) is required to perform at least forty-eight training assem- 
blies and fifteen days active duty for training annually. Such a person shall 
serve on active duty for training with the appropriate Armed Force and in the 
Reserve forees for a total period of six years. Upon becoming a member of a 
Reserve component under this clause a person shall be ordered to active duty for 
training by the Secretary of the appropriate Armed Force for a period of at least 
four months.”’ 

Mr. WinsteEap. I cut that down to six. 

Mr. Ducanperr. “Six months.”’ 

Mr. Winstgeap. That is in keeping with the committee’s views, 
and not necessarily mine. 

Mr. DucaNnpmr (reading): 

“Upon completion of the period of active duty for training prescribed herein 
such person shall revert to the appropriate unit (or element) in the Reserve forces 
for the unexpired portion of the total period of service prescribed herein.” 


Mr. Winsteap. In my thinking, that covered the volunteers for 
each Reserve component 

Mr. Brooks. Let’s take up one amendment at a time. Is it the 
pleasure of the committee to take up the amendments now? We 
started on them. Is there any objection to them? 

(No response.) 

Mr. Brooks. If not, we will take them up. 

Take up the amendment, for instance, for 17 days, which was 
brought up yesterday by General Devereux and written out this 
morning by Chairman Vinson. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Can we have the amendment read, Mr. Chair- 
man? 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, here are my amendments. Pass 
them around. 

(Amendments passed around.) 

Mr. Vinson. Read the amendment now. That is 17 days that 
he has to serve annually. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman——— 

Mr. Vinson. Instead of 15 days in the bill. 

Mr. Brooks. Read the amendment first before we talk. 

Mr. Winsteap. Let’s get a reaction from the services, shall we? 

Secretary Burcess. May I just make one comment, if I may, Mr. 
Chairman? 

I am not too adept at following all the language that has been 
read by both the chairman, Mr. Vinson, and Congressman Winstead. 
But if it would please the committee, I think that we have in spirit 
and in fact about all of the points that I believe Mr. Vinson was 
making, and if it is possible for the committee’s convenience, Colonel 
Norell, who has a very good knowledge of these pages—if we could 
just go through these pages and try to show you what we have here, 
we might have a point of departure, and I don’t think we would be— 
we might be accellerating your consideration of this thing. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman—— 











ae 








4221 


Mr. Brooks. Let me come to these amendments now. For 
instance, the 17-day amendment: We can dispose of that right now 
and it shouldn’t be duplicated by Colonel Norell when he comes to 
that. 

What I am interested in is speeding this matter up. We have 
actually been here a full hour and I think we have accomplished very 
little in this hour. Everybody has had a chance to talk, but we have 
accomplished nothing. 

So why not dispose of these amendments here and we will get the 
viewpoint of the Department on the amendments and then when we 
come to them and the Colonel reviews them, he could eliminate his 
remarks regarding the amendments. 

Secretary Burcess. The point I was making, Mr. Chairman, is we 
will have some trouble trying to conform as to what we have on this 
piece of paper and some of the more lengthy—— 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Vinson. I would say, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I don’t like to dispute the Secretary of 
Defense, but after all, it happens to be the job of Congress to legis- 
late and not the Department of Defense, and I say that with all 
spirit of kindness. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman, I move the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. Vinson. Second the motion. 

Mr. Bray. Second the motion. 

Mr. Brooks. It hasn’t been read yet. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Brooks. Let’s read it. 

Mr. Ducanper (reading): 

On page 2, line 14, strike the words “of 15 days’’ and insert in lieu thereo 
“for not to exceed 17 days.” 

Mr. Brooks. Now, you heard the amendment. There is a motion 
to adopt it. I don’t think it needs any explanation. Everybody 
knows. 

With no objection, it is adopted. 

It is so ordered. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I offer another amendment. 

Mr. DucanpeEr (reading) : 

In time of national emergency proclaimed by the President after the enactment 
of this amendatory Act, or when otherwise authorized by law, any unit and the 
members thereof, or any member not assigned to a unit organized for the purpose 
of service as such, of the Ready Reserve may, by competent authority, be ordered 
to active duty for not more than twenty-four consecutive months: Provided, 
That Congress shall determine the number of members of the reserve components 
necessary for the national security to be ordered to active duty, pursuant to 
this subsection prior to the exercise of the authority contained in this subsection 
in excess of one million members comprised of units and members thereof or any 
member not assigned to a unit. 

Mr. Jonunson. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Brooks. Let Mr. Vinson explain his amendment. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, that is the very language that is in 
your bill, H. R. 5297. Under the law today Congress controls 
absolutely when the President calls up the Reserve. He can only call 
it up by permission of the Congress. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask one question. 
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That does not apply to the National Guard in any way, I believe 
you stated, is that right? 

Mr. Vinson. This applies to all reservists—National Guard and 
everybody else. It applies to everything. And he has the right to 
call up without permission of Congress at least 1 million. It is the 
very language in your bill today. 

Mr. Bray. That is right. I just wanted to clarify it. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman, I understand this is exactly the 
language that was contained in H. R. 5297. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Ducander, this is the exact language? 

Mr. Ducanprr. Exact language. 

Mr. Brooks. There was no objection at that time by the sub- 
committee to the language. Is there any objection to the language 
at the present time? 

(No response.) 

Mr. Brooks. If not, it is so ordered. It is adopted. Jnsert it in 
the bill. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I offer another amendment that will 
put teeth in the bill. 

Mr. Brooks. Now read that slowly. 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. [Reading:| 

Whenever the President finds that the authorized strength of the Ready 
Reserve of the Army Reserve, Naval Reserve, Marine Corps Reserve, Air Force 
Reserve, or Coast Guard Reserve cannot be maintained at the strengths deemed 
sufficient by him, he may authorize that volunteers be accepted, within quotas to 
be established by him (the quotas not to exceed a total of two hundred and fifty 
thousand persons annually for such reserve components) and thereafter any 
person, prior to attaining the age of eighteen years and six months and prior to 
the issuance of orders for him to report for induction may volunteer in the Army 
Reserve. Naval Reserve, Marine Corps Reserve, Air Force Reserve, or Coast 
Guard Reserve and such persons shall be deferred from training and service 
under the provisions of the Universal Military Training and Service Act, as 
amended, so long as he continues to sere satisfactorily as a member of such 
reserve component in accordance with section 2 of this Act. Any person deferred 
under the provisions of this section shall remain liable for induction until attaining 
the twenty-eighth anniversay of his birth if he ceases to satisfactorily participate 
in such reserve components. 

Mr. Vinson. Now read the next one, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooks. Now 

Mr. Vinson. Now if you want an explanation of that. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. That places them exactly in the position the National 
Guard is in today. Any man from the street—and that is a proper 
way to describe it—any man from the street can go and enlist in the 
Army Reserve, the Navy Reserve, the Marine Corps Reserve, or the 
Air Force Reserve in the number that the President will set, not 
exceeding 250,000 each year, and if he does so, he will not be subject 
to the draft, if he does it before he gets his call, and as long as he 
continues in that status he will not be liable for induction if he keeps 
up his Reserve obligation which is set out in section 2 of the bill, 
which says he must take 48 drills annually, he must take 
correspondence courses and he must take a 17-day annual training. 
If he doesn’t do that, then he will be required—he can take 30 days. 
Then if he doesn’t do any of those things, he then can be ordered to 
duty for 45 days. 

Mr. Price. What age? 
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Mr. Vinson. 18 years and 6 months; before he obtains the age of 
18 years and 6 months. 

Now, as a matter of fact—— 

Mr. Price. Could he enlist or volunteer at 17? 

Mr. Vinson. Yes. As a matter of fact, the age limit ought to be 
up to 20 because they are only inducting in the 21-year class. And 
anybody down below ought to be given this opportunity to go in the 
Reserve straight from the street, just like a man does in the National 
Guard. It is identically the same thing he does in the Guard. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. What is the age? What is it, 17? 

Mr. Price. What is the minimum age? 

Mr. Vinson. Oh, the minimum age would naturally be 17 years, 
or whatever it is. 

Mr. Winsteap. Mr. ——. 

Mr. Vinson. Wait 1 minute. We are offering to every youth in 
America the opportunity to go and join one of the Reserves, that is 
coming from the street to join the Reserve, and if you live up to the 
Reserve obligation set out in the bill, you can’t be drafted. 

Now, that is exactly what we have done for—— 

Mr. Brooks. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Winsteap. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Vinson. I yield to Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. I want to ask a question there. I want to ask you 
two questions. Under your amendment can he go down and enlist 
in the unit or does he just enlist in the General Reserve? 

Mr. Vinson. He would naturally enlist in the overall, which would 
be the Army Reserve, and would be assigned to a unit. He would 
no doubt be processed through some kind of unit later on. He will 
get a unit. But he wouldn’t go down and enlist in a unit—— 

Mr. Brooks. Now your upper age limit under that is set at what? 

I called your attention 

Mr. Vinson. “Therefore any person who prior to attaining the age 
of 18 years and 6 month’’—— 

Mr. Brooks. All right. 

Now—— 

Mr. Vinson. Eighteen years and six months. 

Mr. Wixson. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooks. All right. 

Mr. Witson. What effect will this have on the Naval Reserve pro- 
gram? For example, a man from the street as the chairman says, can 
go in and sign up with a 2-year obligation of active duty. 

Now will he be given a choice of either 6 months or 2 years? 

Mr. Vinson. Later on I am offering something dealing specifically 
with the Navy, which I read just a while ago, specifically with the 
Navy. 

Mr. Winstreap. Mr. Chairman, right in connection with what the 
chairman is talking about—— 

Mr. Witson. I do not think that is clear yet, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Wrinsteap. Right in connection with what he is talking about, 
in my amendment I do not know that I said 20, I agree, should be 
the age. 

My amendment does simply this: It does not affect the Air Force 
and. the Navy unless they want to participate. It is patterned after 
what we did in our subcommittee. 
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Mr. Brooks. You want to offer your amendment as a substitute? 

Mr. Winsteap. I want to offer my amendment. It may need 
amending. I think 20 years should be the time. 

Mr. Brooxs. How do you offer it?) There is an amendment before 
the committee. 

Mr. Winsteap. I will offer it as a substitute amendment. 

Mr. Brooks. All right. 

Mr. Winsterap. Let me explain what it is, sir. 

A man volunteers—— 

Mr. Brooks. You offer it as a substitute. Let’s get that one 
straight. 

Mr. Winsteap. Yes, to that part of the offer. What it does: It 
gives the man the right to volunteer in any Reserve unit or compo- 
nent of the services for a 6-year obligation. But it does do this: it 
does require that he must participate as much as 6 months training. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Jounson. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Winsteap. And then return to his full 6-year obligation in the 
Reserve component. Now it does do that. I do not think the 
chairman’s does. 

Mr. Jounson. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Winstreap. Yes. 

Mr. Jounson. That 6 months training you are talking about, is 
that on active duty? 

Mr. Winstrap. Just like we tried to write the original bill, 6 months 
training in there. If he has to have a 6-year obligation, it will be 5% 
Reserve participation, active partic ipation, and 6 months training. 
That is what the subcommittee bill provides. 

Mr. Jonnson. Mr. Chairman—will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. Brooks. One at a time. 

Mr. Vinson. Wait one minute, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooks. I yield to Mr. Vinson. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, the committee must bear in mind that 
the subject-matter should not be considered altogether. There are 
different phases of it. I am just considering one pbase in this and I 
will follow the other phases along the line. 

May I ask, Mr. Chairman: What is the attitude of the Department 
with reference to this amendment that I have offered giving a man the 
privilege to enlist in a Reserve unit or Reserve component of the 
Ready Reserve and escape—I will use that word—escape the diaft by 
having done so and meeting the obligations? 

What is your attitude? 

Secretary Burcess. Chairman Vinson, if I may, I would like to 
hear the rest of your amendments. 

Mr. Vinson. All right. 

Now: 

Any person prior to reaching the age of 19 who has volunteered and joined the 
Army Reserve, the Naval Reserve, the Marine Corps Reserve, the Air Force 
Reserve, or the Coast Guard Reserve, may volunteer for active duty or training 
for a period of 6 months. 

Upon his completion of such training he will be assigned to the unit in which he 
is a member and shall be deemed to have fulfilled his Reserve obligation when. he 
has satisfactorily completed a total of 8 vears in such Reserve component. 

Now, you see I make a distinction between the man who has had 
2 years induction—— 
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Mr. Winstnap. Mr. 

Mr. Vinson. Let me get through, Mr. Winstead. 

Who has had 2 years inducted service and he has a less total obliga- 
tion than the man who has only volunteered for 6 months. You can 
recognize the fairness of that. 

Now, the next thought would be to follow that on with this: 





Any person enlisting in the Naval Reserve or the Air Force Reserve for a 
period of 6 years must agree to accept active duty for training for a period of 
2 years. 

That is the identical thought that is in the bill now. 


Following completion of such training he shall be a member of the Ready 
Reserve for a period which when added to the time spent on active duty for 
training shall be a total of 5 years. 

I put in that, in the same condition of a man who volunteered 
because he has had 2 years’ training. 

Now those are my amendments to carry out the philosophy in the 
bill of the 6 months. I will let him do exactly what you do. I propose 
to pay him, with the amendment, the amount of money you propose 
to pay him. And it is written in such language that anyone can 
understand it without going through a 35-page bill. 

Mr. WinstEeap. Would you yield at that point, Mr. Chairman, 
for one question? 

Mr. Vinson. Yes. 

Mr. Wrinsteap. I think you hit largely what I have been thinking 
about. If I understand they volunteer in the Reserve and then will 
be assigned to units. I prefer to let a man volunteer for whatever 
unit he is going to be in and then get his training. If you do not let 
the unit commanders go out and solicit these boys they will never 
get a Reserve. 

The National Guard built a Reserve by these neighbors soliciting 
their neighbors to get in the National Guard. Let them volunteer 
for the unit service and then get their training. 

Mr. Vinson. The Army Reserve, the Naval Reserve, and the 
Marine Corps Reserve is all broken down in units. But when you 
enlist in the Army you enlist in the Army. You do not say, “I am 
enlisting in this battalion or that battalion.” 

Then he is assigned to a unit. 

Mr. Winstrap. You are going to run into the same thing you did 
run into. Then the Army will assign him to some unit over here 
somewhere and the first thing you know you are back in the same 
controversy you got into in the beginning. 

Mr. Brooks. I would like to ask the Secretary this question. 
Suppose in lieu of complicated language you simply said this: 

Within quotas to be set by the President, any person may be enlisted in the 
Army, Navy, Marine Corps, Air Force, or Coast Guard Reserve for a period of 
6 months. 

Wouldn’t that adopt what you want? 

In other words, you would enlist the number that the President set 
in his quota called for the service wanted. It would be for 6 months. 
Under the law they would automatically go into the Reserve for the 
Reserve length of service, which is presently 8 years. They would 
perform the duties under the Reserve. 

Now wouldn’t that accomplish everything you wanted for the 
6 months’ trainee? 
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Secretary Burcess. Mr. Chairman, I got on this thing yesterday 
afternoon about 4 or 5 o’clock and my knowledge of this thing, since 
we are working on the defense of the country, is—I am just a little 
bit in a position now where it is hard for me to keep up with all these 
things. 

And I worked like the dickens last night with Colonel Norell and 
Judge Jackson to try to come up here, recognizing the situation that 
we were under, to try to come up here and provide something where 
I thought we could get as much of a solid front behind this thing as we 
could from the Department of Defense. 

And it is very difficult for me as an individual on the time we have 
had to keep up with all of these different points. 

I would like to address myself if I may to a couple of points which 
Chairman Vinson made. I personally do not see how you are going to 
encourage men to take the 6 months’ training, which is the thing that 
the President and the Department of Defense are trying to achieve— 
that we would have not only this backbone in the Reserve which Chair- 
man Vinson pointed out so clearly this morning, but that we did not 
want that backbone surrounded by people who had not had at least 
basic elementary specialist training that we foresaw in the 6 months’ 
program for the Army, Marines, and the Coast Guard. 

Now I do think—and I agree with the philosophy that the chairman 
is working on very much, that we have to have the same authority in 
the Reserve that we have over in the National Guard. 

The National Guard was handled similarly in our presentation here 
this morning. 

But I do not think, Chairman Vinson, that the differentiation be- 
tween coming in straight off the street into the Reserves with your 
going free at age 28 is enough of an inducement to get the man to 
come in and take this 6 months of training. 

And what of course I would like to see, if that is the type of thing 
that we are going to—and I certainly agree with this effort to get these 
6 months’ trainees—I think that present law gives us the best basis to 
come back and swing the men into this 6 months’ situation. 

Mr. Vinson. Now let’s analyze that, Mr. Chairman. A_ boy 
offers from the street to enlist in the Army Reserve. You say to the 
boy—and they are doing it in the Air National Guard today. You 
say to the boy ‘‘We do not take you unless you now agree to take six 
months training.” 

You won’t even enlist him until he does it. And that is exactly 
what the Air National Guard is doing today. You can force him by 
refusing to accept him unless he meets another obligation which is set 
out in the law, to take 6 months’ training. 

Secretary Burcsss. But, Mr. Chairman, if we may—— 

Mr. Vinson. Now you know that and I know that. 

Secretary Burcess. Well, Mr. Chairman, I follow you there quite 
clearly, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Well, isn’t that true? 

Secretary Burcsss. Well, but there is another side to this coin. 

Mr. Vinson. Isn’t that true, then? 

Secretary Burcess. Well, I do not know just exactly what Air 
Force program you are talking to. 

Mr. Vinson. Now 
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Secretary Buregss. I understand you, sir, and I agree with you, 
sir. But I would just like to point out on the other side of the coin 
that we have this National Guard situation to think about and we 
would like to have those men take the 6 months and we think that 
the best way to do that is the way that you have indicated it here. 

Mr. Vinson. Well, I grant you that might have been a nice way, 
Mr. Chairman, but on that we meet a stumbling block. 

Now the National Guard since the beginning of time has been 
training along the line it is training now. 

Secretary Burcess. And it has not been satisfactory, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Vinson. All right. It has been satisfactory sufficient to have 
them recognized by law as the first line of the Reserve. | 

Secretary Burcess. Well, I want them as the first line of Reserve 
in reality, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Well, now, it may not be as fine a training, but it is 
better than nothing. And here we are offering you an opportunity 
now to say to every boy that wants to go in the Reserve “All right, we 
will take you in the Reserve, we will take you from the street corner 
and go in the Reserve, but before you do that, Bill Jones, you have to 
agree with us to take 6 months’ training.” 

Then you put him back in the Reserve and he has the balance of 
time in the Reserve in his unit. Then you have a man that at least 
has had 6 months’ training and you have a man that helps augment 
your total strength in your Reserve by not putting all the obligation 
on the poor boy who has served 4 years or 2 years. 

Mr. Winsteap. But, Mr. Chairman, should we not give the man 
in the National Guard a right to get his 6 months’ training? 

Mr. Brooks. I have been asked—I want to interrupt this just a 
moment. I have been asked by Mr. Russ Blandford to announce 
that if there are any witnesses here or anyone interested in the ship- 
ment and storage of household effects legislation, that the hearings 
are being held down in room 304. 

Please repair there. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, may I offer this thought? I see here 
our former distinguished colleague, Mr. Maas—General Maas. 
Could we ask him what reaction his organization has to these amend- 
ments? 

And let’s find out what the reaction is. We have the Department’s 
viewpoint. Let’s see what General Maas has to say. 

Mr. Brooks. General Maas, do you care to make a statement on 
this? 

We are happy to see you here this morning. 

General Maas. Mr. Chairman, I think your amendment is ap- 
proaching the position that we have. I have a few observations. 
Permitting the man on the street to enlist in a Reserve component 
and if he does not take the 6 months he stays until age 28—now if he 
takes 6 months he only gets a year and a half off. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

General Maas. He does save a year and a half. I feel that is very 
important if you are going to allow 6 months—I mean enlistment for 
6 months’ training, that it must be in a unit, not merely in a com- 
ponent. Because then if you do that, after he has completed his 6 
months and then the respective service assigns him to a unit, you will 
run into the same trouble you have been running into all the time. 
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But if he initially enlists in the unit in which he is going to serve 
after he has completed his 6 months’ training, then you obviate that. 
And the whole purpose of this is to build up these units. 

The members of the unit should have the privilege of going out and 
soliciting enlistments, with the understanding that the prospective 
Reservist will take 6 months’ training and then will serve in that unit. 

If it is just a pool proposition, | am afraid it will break down and it 
won't accomplish the purpose. There is not much use in a boy in a 
rural area getting 6 months’ training and then not being able to keep 
up after that at all. 

So the enlistments must be in specific units. 

Mr. Brooks. General, if he enlists in a unit, then as far as distance 
from where he lives is concerned, that is all disposed of. 

General Maas. That is correct. 

Mr. Brooks. And the leadership of the officers is satisfactory to 
him. It has a tremendous advantage of enlisting in a unit? 

General Maas. That is exactly our point, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Winsteap. General 

Mr. Osmers. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Jonnson. Could I ask the general a question? 

What about that comment that Mr. Vinson made, that appealed 
to me, that they enlist them in the Army and then they train them, 
give them intensive training for 6 months, which I am heartily in 
favor of, and then they assign them to a unit. 

It seems to me that is a logical way to do it. 

General Maas. Well, Mr. Johnson, if anybody is eligible to that 
and takes his 6 months’ training and then does not live anywhere near 
where a unit is, he is not helping to build up the unit and that 6 months’ 
training is pretty much wasted. 

The idea of the 6 months’ training is to give a reservist who is going 
to be in a participating unit his basic training. It is not complete 
military traming. The 2 years is pretty good training. 

Whether he gets further training or not for 5 or 6 or 7 or 8 years, he 
can go on and perform the thing for which he is trained. But 6 
months is not adequate. 

Mr. JoHNsON. Six months is twice as much as they had for the basic 
training for the Second World War? 

General Maas. Yes, but you must realize, Mr. Johnson, that in the 
nature of military organizations now you need more than your mere 
boot training. 

Mr. Jounson. I understand that. 

General Maas. The 6 months gives you basic training and a start 
on your service training, your specialization. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Winsteap. May I interrupt? 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Vinson? 

Mr. Winsreap. General, may I ask a question? 

Mr. Brooks. I recognized Mr. Vinson. 

Mr. Wrnstreap. General Maas, the amendment I offered, won't it 
permit these unit enlistments like you are talking about and fulfill 
that requirement and still cover the same points that Mr. Vinson’s 
amendment offers? 

General Maas. Well, insofar as enlisting in the unit, yes. I have 
not too much of a fixed feeling on the 8 and 6 years. If we had uni- 
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versal participation, then 6 years would certainly be enough. But 
you do not have anything like universal participation. 

The draft calls are down so low now that even permitting 250,000 
to volunteer will still not make it where you have general participation. 
I mean all young men are not going to be in the military at all. 

Mr. Brooks. General—are you through, sir? I want to interrupt 
you for a moment. I think, really, we ought to proceed here with 
Secretary Burgess. I am sure he has other duties. If he has, we 
ought to release him after we hear from him here. 

Mr. Van Zanpot. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Brooks. I do think—we asked him down here as the witness 
and we ought to dispose of him. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, he has not been heard. 

Mr. Brooks. We have not heard him at all. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. We have a series of amendments pending before 
us here and I think what we should try to do is perfect the bill. With 
that in mind, I move we adopt Mr. Vinson’s amendment. 

Mr. Vinson. Let’s don’t do that, Mr. Van Zandt. We are going 
to get a good bill out. Let’s give these amendments, at least this 
amendment that I have drafted—I have been very much impressed 
with what General Maas said. I think it might be improved by say- 
ing the unit of the Army Reserve, and put the unit in. 

Mr. Brooks. I think that would help it. 

Mr. Vinson. Let the Department of Defense look over the amend- 
ment. Because it accomplishes exactly what they are seeking to do, 
which is sound and which we want to do. 

Mr. Brooks. You hand it to the judge there and let him look it 
over while we are going ahead here. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Brooks. I think we ought to hear from Mr. Burgess now and 
release him. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman, my thinking is this: we ought 
to perfect this bill as much as we can this morning and then let 
Mr. Burgess and his group take it and look it over the lunch hour, 
peruse it and come back here and tell us where we are wrong. 

Mr. Vinson. That is a good suggestion, Mr. Chairman. 

May I ask this: that he consider as temporarily agreed to an 
amendment along the line that I have just offered? 

Mr. Van Zanprt. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, will vou take, Mr. Burgess, those amendments 
and look at them over the lunch hour? 

Mr. Buraegss. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. The amendment before us, however, is a substitute 
offered by Mr. Winstead. 

Do you want to vote on that? What is the pleasure of the sub- 
committee? 

Mr. Vinson. Give him that substitute. Give it all to him. Let 
him look it over. 

Mr. Brooks. All right. Are there any further amendments that 
are to be brought up to be given to the Secretary? 

Mr. Putipin. Mr. Secretary 

Mr. Winsteap. Mr. Chairman, we also want the reserve organiza- 
tions and the National Guard to take a look at this, too. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Philbin has an amendment. Read it. 

55066—55—No. 26——4 
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Mr. DucanprEr. On page 2, line 4, strike the period, insert a 
semicolon and add: 


Provided, however, That any person who, while otherwise subject to the provisions 
of this act, becomes a regular or duly ordained minister of religion, shall at his 


request, be entitled to a discharge in accordance with regulations adopted by the 
Secretary of Defense. 


Provided, further, That a student preparing for the ministry in a recognized 
theological divinity school shall not be required to serve on active duty, active 
training and service, active duty for training or inactive duty training while in 
such status. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, that should be in the bill. 

Mr. Brooks. I do not see an objection to that. If there is no 
objection, it is so ordered. 

lhe Philbin amendment is adopted. 

Mr. Brooxs. Now any other amendments that we want the 
Secretary to look over during the lunch hour? 

Any other amendments? 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Brooks. You have an amendment? 

Mr. Devereux. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Devereux. 

Mr. Deverevx. As far as the 6900 bill is concerned, I would like 
to move that we retain the 8-year provision, rather than the 6-year 
provision. And I believe if we can make that decision, then the 
Secretary and his staff can proceed to scrutinize the amendments 
offered by Mr. Vinson in a more orderly manner. Because that 
would have an influence on their thinking. 

Mr. Osmers. I want to second that. 

Mr. Brooks. What is the pleasure of the subcommittee? 

Do you want to vote on that now or do you want to have further 
testimony? 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. I move the previous question. 

Mr. Brooks. We have gone all over it just time and time again. 

Do I hear a motion? 

Mr. Devereux. I make the motion. 

Mr. Osmers. I second it. 

Mr. Brooks. What is your motion? 

Mr. Devereux. The motion is to retain—remove the words “6 
years’ and retain the 8 years. 

Mr. Brooks. In the Vinson bill? 

Mr. Devereux. In the Vinson bill. 

Mr. Brooks. You have heard the motion, duly seconded. 

All in favor of the motion make it known by holding up their hands, 

(Show of hands.) 

Mr. Ducanper. Five. 

Mr. Brooks. All opposed by the same sign. 

(Show of hands.) 

Mr. Vinson. You voted wrong, Mel. 

Vote over. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, let’s start all over. 

A'l in favor of the 8 years make it known by raising the right hand. 

(Show of hands.) 

Mr. Ducanper. Four. 

Mr. Brooks. All opposed, in favor of 6 years, raise their hand. 

(Show of hands.) 
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Mr. Ducanperr. Seven. 

Mr. Brooks. Seven to five. Six years carries. 

Mr. Puitein. Mr. Chairman, I move 

Mr. Brooks. That would indicate the feeling of the subcommittee, 
in shortening the obligation from 8 to 6 years. 

Now, Mr. Philbin. 

Mr. Purtprn. Mr. Chairman, I move the period be 4 years. 

Mr. Brooks. We just set it by committee action at 6 years. 

Mr. Vinson. Give him a vote. 

Mr. Brooks. All right. I do not think—I do not know whether 
it is parliamentarily correct 

Mr. Purixsin. I will withdraw it. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Philbin makes the motion that we have a 4-year 
obligation. 

Do I hear a second to the motion? 

Mr. Puixsin. I will withdraw it. 

Mr. Brooks. The motion has been withdrawn. 

General Maas. Mr. Chairman, may I make another comment? 

I am not sure whether it is in Mr. Vinson’s amendment but it is in 
his bill and in your other bill, and that is the 45-day provision. 

I think that is a wrong premise. I think that for those who do not 
participate in drilling, whether it is because they can’t do it or whether 
they won’t do it, whatever the reason is, I believe they should have 
mandatorily 30 days’ active duty. 

Now you have said if they will volunteer for 30 days that is fine. 
So you are saying that 30 days is adequate substitution for the parti- 
cipation, which would be 48 drills and 15 days or 30 days. 

Now if he does not accept 30 days, then you make a punitive 
provision of 45 days. 

Now, I can’t see the logic in it. If 30 days is adequate to give him 
the necessary training to keep up his proficiency, then it seems to me 
that 30 days ought to be mandatory and not 45. 

When you add the 15 days, you are adding a needless cost to the 
country, giving him something that he does not need. 

If the purpose is to have a trained reserve and 30 days will train him, 
then it seems to me that 30 days should be mandatory if there is no 
other participation. 

That will be accepted by the country. 

In general, the man gets 15 days’ vacation and he can get 15 days’ 
military leave. You give hirn 45 days and in many cases it will cost 
him his job. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, General, no man need get 45 days. It is only 
when he refuses under that arrangement to take any period at all, 
either the drill period or the field period, that he gets the 45 days. 

Therefore, that simply is an incentive to cause him to elect to take 
it gracefully. 

General Maas. Well, it is punitive. 

Now, I am not making — 

Mr. Brooks. It is punitive, but what would you do if a man refuses 
completely to take any field training or any drill training? 

General Maas. Well, I would order him to duty for 30 days if he 
did not participate. That would be involuntary. 

You have the authority now to order him to 15 days’ active duty. | 
would extend that if he does not participate to involuntarily 30 days’ 
active duty. 
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Now this suggestion I am making is not ROA’s. I am making this 
on my own. It is just a comment that I have gotten from many 
reservists and many Members of Congress, that felt that the 45 days 
was purely punitive and not necessary in the interest of an adequately 
trained reserve. 

Mr. Brooks. Well—— 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, might I address myself to that? 

Mr. Brooks. General Devereux. 

Mr. Devereux. General Maas, you might have the case where a 
man participated for a few months time and he has had some training, 
but he can’t participate any more, so then he volunteers for his 30 
days’ active duty. 

The other man just refuses to do anything at all. Therefore he 
will have to have more training perhaps than this man who has par- 
ticipated to a degree, but has not participated sufficiently to get 
credit for years service. 

General Maas. I won’t press the point. I just wanted to call it 
to your attention. 

Mr. Brooks. You heard the suggestion. 

Anybody want to make a motion on the subcommittee? 

Mr. Jounson. Wait. We would like to have the Secretary’s view, 
on the 45-day provision. 

Mr. Brooks. How do you feel about it, Mr. Secretary? 

Mr. Jonnson. Why did you put it in, in the beginning? 

Secretary Burcrss. Mr. Chairman, that is, as you know, the form 
of recognizing nonfaithful participation in the Reserve as presented 
by the Department of Defense was not acceptable to the subcommittee 
in your very thorough hearings and the provision which was developed 
here was one that came out of our hearings before you and with some 
parts of it I think originated by members of your subcommittee. 

The Department of Defense stands with the provision that you 
had in your bill and we think it is correct. 

We do not think that man who is not a faithful performer should 
get just exactly the same thing as a man who does agree and does 
participate faithfully. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Secretary, this was thought out and written out 
into the bill with the thought that we would take it away from the 
punitive provision which gave a man a dishonorable discharge. 

So we still wanted to make him have some kind of incentive to go 
into this thing voluntarily. 

Mr. Osmers. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Brooks. Isn’t that right? 

Secretary Burcess. The phrase was “other than honorable.” 

Mr. Osmers. Mr. Chairman, in response to what General Maas 
has said, I think practically the 45 days is punitive and that it should 
be punitive and it should remain punitive. I don’t think we 
should—— ' 

Mr. Brooks. Well, there is no motion—— 

Mr. Osmegrs. I do not think we ought to even up the obligation in 
any sense. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Vinson? 

Mr. Vinson. There is a subject matter that I think should be 
included in the bill. 
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While it has no direct relation to the Reserve, but it is a healthy 
provision. 

There was a provision in the original bill with reference to the 
ROTC. 1 think that same language should go back in whatever bill 
we have now, to give commissions, to insure commissions to people 
who finish. That was in the original bill and I offer it for the consider- 
ation of the committee. 

Mr. Van Zanor. Mr. Chairman— 

Secretary Burcress. We have that in our proposal this morning, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooks. There is another provision if I may say—— 

Mr. Winsteap. Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Brooks. Just a moment. There was another provision that 
I thought was very helpful and it was pushed by Mr. Price and that 
was the job provision. 

Mr. Vinson. We looked that up, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooks. It should be in there. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, under the law that applies. We 
looked that up. That is the reason it was excluded from mine. 

Under the Universal Military Training and Service Act that applies. 

Mr. Brooks. Are you satisfied, Mr. Price? 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, if you do desire to put it in, the Depart- 
ment of Defense has recommended it in their modification to H. R. 
6900. You will find it on page 5 of the Department of Defense’s 
suggested modification, section 9 (g)._ I think possibly for protection 
that language should go back into the bill. 

Mr. Vinson. May I say,-Mr. Chairman, when I was fixing up this 
bill I examined that. And the Universal Military Training and Serv- 
ice Act, the original act, the parent act, assures the job for anyone, 
and that is the reason I excluded it. 

Mr. Ducanper. For the training, Mr. Vinson? 

Mr. Vinson. For the training. 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. For the 6 months man, this should go 
in if you are going to have a 6 months training program. 

Mr. Osmers. For his active duty? 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes. 

Mr. Brooks. Is there any objection on the part of anybody on the 
committee to cover this 6-months man, if it is necessary, to place that 
provision with regard to job insurance in the bill? 

Is there no objection? 

Well, that will be done. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Mr. Chairman, did I understand the gentleman 
from Georgia offered an amendment to cover the ROTC? 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. I suggest to you that you put back in this bill. That 
is right. 

Mr. Brooks. Now you wanted to offer a suggested amendment for 
the Secretary to study during the lunch hour. 

It will permit 6 months volunteering in the armed services, which 
will have the effect, in my judgment, of a very simple provision, of 
writing in within the quota set by the President—I have it written 
out here—the allowance of men to volunteer for 6 months in the 
armed services and then automatically they will become a part of the 
Reserve and be channeled into the Reserve. 
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I just give that verbiage for the Secretary to study. 

Mr. Vinson. Tp you, Mr. Chairman, I offer this line of thought 
for consideration. 

In this 6 months training, I hope the Department will consider 
some language that can provide ‘under such rules and regulations as 
the Department may prescribe.”’ 

Now, if that can go in, then before you take anyone he has agreed 
to take the 6 months’ training. 

Secretary Bureess. I understand, Chairman Vinson. 

Mr. Vinson. You understand that? 

Secretary Burcess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Now, Mr. Chairman, I think we have built up a very 
fine bill now. 

Why not let the staff and Mr. Burgess take it altogether? 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, why not let the Secretary now give us 
his ideas as to what additions he thinks should go in? 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. He ishere. He has his staff. He has a well-prepared 
statement that he has not been permitted to use vet. 

Mr. WrnstEAp. May I ask a question—— 

Mr. Brooks. Let’s let the Secretary proceed. 

Mr. Winsreap. Let me ask a question. 

As I understand, we are temporarily going over this and we will 
meet in executive session? 

Mr. Brooks. We will meet at 2 o’clock and take them all up. 

Mr. Secretary, I would like to hear from you. 

Secretary Burcess. Mr. Chairman, I wanted to be at the pleasure 
of the committee, and if it is your desire, now that you have gotten 
the amendments and 6 years and so forth, if it would expedite matters 
I would like to ask to be permitted to take my staff and the amend- 
ments which have been offered around the committee and with anyone 
that you might designate from the committee staff and I will do my 
best to come back here and have a package for you. 

But I think, if I am going through and presenting—I am presenting 
on a different set of premises altogether than some of the situations 
which you have set here. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Secretary, are there any other things, though, 
that you think are vital to a Reserve bill that will build up a strong 
Active Reserve? 

Secretary Burcess. I think we have a pretty good line—— 

Mr. Brooks. Other than what has been suggested? 

Secretary Burcesss. I think we have pretty good guidelines from 
you this morning, Mr. Chairman, and if it is permissible within those 
guidelines we might add a thing or two and point it out carefully to 
your staff as to what it is so you can give consideration to it. 

Mr. Vinson. May I ask, Mr. Chairman: Is there anything in your 
proposed suggestion that has not been discussed? 

Secretary Burcess. I just can’t tell at this point, Chairman Vinson, 
but I will be reasonable about the thing when I sit and work with 
your staff. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I think the Secretary should know that 
we want to write just as strong a Reserve bill as it is possible to do so. 

We all want 6 months’ training. 
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Personally I would like to see other things written in, but I must be 
realistic. But at least we all want some form of 6 months’ training, 
to insure that a man when he goes in the Reserve has some funda- 
mental knowledge of military matters. 

Mr. Osmers. Mr. Chairman, there is one thought that I feel I 
would like to express before—— 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Osmers? 

Mr. Osmers. Before the Secretary and his group consider this 
matter. 

Now that the expression of opinion here has been that it should be 
6 years’ total instead of 8 years’ total, 1 am giving consideration to 
offering an amendment that will raise the annual total from 250,000 
to some higher figure. 

If you are going to have the men for a shorter period of time, if 
that in the final analysis should be the wish of the full committee and 
the Congress, it seems to me that then possibly the ceiling of 250,000 
for 6 months trainees might be increased upward to some higher 
figure. 

How much higher I would not know. But you are giving the De- 
partment of Defense a shorter period of time with which to work and 
we may want to give them more 6 months trainees. 

Mr. Vinson. Well, may I say, Mr. Chairman, under 250,000. 1 
think it was 100,000 in the committee bill before. That you would 
give you 1 million men in 4 years. Then you would have to take 
1,900,000 from people who have served. 

Now you can’t get away and we need not deceive ourselves, we 
can’t ever get away from the fact that we have to have the backbone 
of your Reserve of people who have had prior service. 

Mr. Osmers. Of course. 

Mr. Vinson. Let’s don’t fool oursleves about it. What does a 
Reserve mean? 

It means to take the place of someone who has already served. 
And you can’t lean on a broken reed. You have to have a good 
strong stick to stand on. 

Mr. Van Zanvt. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Vinson. A 6 months’ man, in the 1 million men there, you 
would not have as strong Reserve if it all was made up of that group. 

Mr. Brooks. My suggestion, too, in the way of an amendment was 
to let the President set the quotas. And we do not want to hurt the 
services by inducting too many 6 months’ men. 

As Chairman Vinson has said, we rely upon the well-trained man 
who has had active service even in the Reserve. 

So my suggestion was that we let the President set the quota at 
such a figure and will not interfere with the normal enlistment, long- 
time enlistments, but still will get the suitable number of short-time 
trainees for the Reserve. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Every moment that we keep the Secretary here 
we are denying him that time to analyze our amendments. Therefore, 
I suggest that we adjourn at this time. 

Mr. WickersHam. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask one question. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Wickersham. 
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Mr. WickersHam. I would like for the Secretary to also inform us 
as to the President’s position on this new proposal. Also, as to whether 
or not there will be any needed changes relative to earned credits 
toward the total length of time of service. 

Secretary Burcess. Mr. Congressman, I do not think that I can 
give you a conclusive answer to that situation. What we tried to do 
was to come up here within certain guidelines and certain practical 
developments and come out with the best Reserve picture we could. 

And just exactly what is the President’s position or even that of 
the Department of Defense is something that I just can’t give you in 
any solid manner this morning, sir. 

Mr. WickxersHaM. I did not mean now. I meant between now and 
2 o'clock. 

Mr. Brooks. Is there anything further to come up this morning? 
Any other witnesses to be heard? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Brooks. If not, Mr. Secretary, could we meet at 3 o’clock? 
Would that give you a little more time? 

Secretary Burcess. Could I have contact with your committee 
through a staff member, sir? 

Mr. Vinson. Yes. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Secretary Burcess. Fine. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Ducander and Mr. Blandford. 

Mr. Brooks. All right. The committee will adjourn until 3 
o'clock, then. 

(Whereupon, at 10:40 a. m., the committee recessed, to reconvene 
at 3 p.m. the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


Mr. Brooks. The subcommittee will please come to order. 

While we are waiting for 1 or 2 more members that will be here in 
just a moment, I think it will be appropriate to refer to the fact that 
we have Mr. Joe Chambers, who is with the ROA, here. We sent a 
wire to him. He was attending the national convention of the ROA 
in Boston, Mass., and flew down last night. He is going back late 
this afternoon. 

Do you have a brief statement you want to make, Mr. Chambers? 

Mr. CHAmBers. Only to this extent, Mr. Chairman, that the associ- 
ation asked—sent me down. We are delighted at the turn of events 
that has taken place this morning. The amendments that have been 
offered seem to us to be sound. We believe possibly in some ways 
you are even going to give us a stronger bill than we had before. We 
earnestly urge that the committee agree on some text of the bill, and 
the association will do everything it can do to support it. 

We have had an opportunity in the hullaboo that is going on here 
at the present time to review it only casually. From what we can 
see in the draft that is now ready to be presented, the association will 
be strongly behind it. 

Mr. Brooks. We are happy to have you here and we are sorry we 
took you away from your convention. In fact, I am sorry I missed 
it myself. 

Mr. Cuampers. We are, too, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooks. Convey my greetings to everyone there. 
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Now, Mr. Secretary, if you wish to come forward with your aides— 
the Colonel. 

Secretary Burcsss. Judge, why don’t you sit over here on the side? 

Mr. Brooks. Do you have a copy of this 

Secretary Burcesss. Yes, I think I have. 

Mr. Brooks. Of this bill, including the changes? 

Secretary Burcsss. Yes, sir. I believe it is the same thing. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, do you find going through the bill as you now 
have it, with the changes, and explaining each one to us.? 

Is it the pleasure of the committee that we have counsel read the 
changes or—I think they were read this morning. But why couldn’t 
you explain to the committee what occurred? 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I suggest you better have it read 
section by section, so he can tell us what is in each section, so the 
country can understand. 

Secretary Burcess. The combination of the three of us will explain 
each of the sections. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Ducander, will you read the bill section by 
section? 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Stop after each section and the Secretary will explain 
it as we go along. 

Mr. DucanDER (reading): 

That the Universal Military Training and Service Act (42 Stat. 604), as amended, 
is further amended as follows: 

(i) Section 4 (d) (3) is amended by striking out the words ‘8 years” and sub- 
stituting in lieu thereof the words “6 years.” 

Mr. Brooks. We voted on that this morning. 

Mr. DucanpeEr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. It requires no discussion. 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. 

Section 4 (d) (8) is further amended by adding at the end thereof the following: 

“Provided, however, Any person who, while otherwise subject to the provisions 
of this act, becomes a regular or duly ordained minister of religion shall, at his 
request’’——— 

Mr. Price. Where are you reading from? 

Mr. Van Zanpt. That is an amendment. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, are there copies of this? 

Mr. DucanpeEr. Mr. Bray, we could not in the time allowed make 
enough copies for all the members of the committee. 

Mr. Van Zanovt. That is the Philbin amendment he is reading now. 

Mr. Ducanper. This is the Philbin amendment. 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes. 

Mr. Brooks. We have to split up here and several of us read each 
copy. Why don’t you sit over here next to Mr. Johnson, Mr. Bray? 
Mr. Philbin will share my copy. 

Mr. Brooks. Now proceed with the reading, Mr, Ducander. 

Mr. DucanpEr (reading) : 





“Provided, however, Any person who, while otherwise subject to the provisions 
of this act, becomes a regular or duly ordained minister of religion shall, at his 
request, be entitled to a discharge in accordance with regulations adopted by the 
Secretary of Defense: provided further, That a student preparing for the ministry 
in a recognized theological or divinity school shall not be required to serve on 
active duty, active training and service, active duty for training or inactive duty 
training while in such status.” 

§5066—55—No. 26——5 











4238 


Mr. Brooks. We voted on that this morning. 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. So we will move on. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Does the Secretary have any comments on it, Mr. 
Chairman? 

Mr. Brooks. Do you have any comments? 

Secretary Burcess. We concur. 

Mr. Brooks. No comments. 

Secretary Burcess. No comments. 

Mr. Ducanpver (reading): 

Provided further, That any person enlisting in the Army Reserve, the Naval 
Reserve, the Marine Corps Reserve, the Air Force Reserve, or the Coast Cuard 
Reserve for a period of six years— 
let me interrupt for one moment. 

Is this the right place for this? 

Colonel Norrtu. Yes, 4 (d) (3). 

Secretary Bureugss. 4 (d) (3). 

Mr. DucaNnbEr (reading): 

For a period of six years, which enlistments are hereby authorized, must agree to 
accept active duty for a period of tow years. Following completion of such duty, 
he shall be a member of the Ready Reserve for a period which, when added to the 
time spent on active duty, shall total five years, providing he participates satis- 
factorily. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Van Zandt? 

Mr. Van Zanpt. That is the Vinson amendment, isn’t it? 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir; that is the Vinson amendment. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, now, is there any opposition to that amend- 
ment, or any discussion? 

(No response.) 

Mr. Brooks. I think we all understand it. But, Mr. Secretary, 
do you have any comments? 

Secretary Burcsess. No comment on that provision, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. No comment and no discussion. 

Is there any objection? 

Mr. Van Zanpvt. Mr. Chairman, that is identical with the language 
of 5297, is it not? 

Secretary Burcess. I am not sure it is identical. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. But the intention is the same. 

Secretary Burcess. Congressman Van Zandt, but it gives the same 
opportunity we had in column 3. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right, the same philosophy and the same 
viewpoint. 

Mr. Brooks. If there is no objection to it, we will adopt it. 

Mr. DucanpeEr (reading): 

(3) Subsection 6 (c) is amended by changing the designation of present clause 
(b) paragraph (2) to clause (c), and inserting new clause (B) as follows: 

“Until July 1, 1959 whenever the President finds that the authorized strength 
of the Ready Reserve of the Army Reserve, Naval Reserve, Marine Corps 
Reserve, Air Force Reserve or Coast Guard Reserve cannot be maintained at the 
strengths deemed sufficient by him, he may authorize, under such regulations as 
may be prescribed by the Secretary of Defense, that volunteers be accepted, 
within quotas to be established by him (the quotas not to exceed a total of 
two hundred and fifty thousand persons annually for such reserve components) 
and thereafter any person, prior to attaining the age of eighteen years and six 
months and prior to the issuance of orders for him to report for induction may 
volunteer in the Army Reserve, Naval Reserve, Marine Corps Reserve, Air 
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Force Reserve or Coast Guard Reserve, or units thereof, and such persons shall 
be deferred from training and service under the provisions of the Universal 
Military Training and Service Act, as amended, so long as he continues to serve 
satisfactorily as a member of such reserve component in accordance with section 2 
of this Act. Any person deferred under the provisions of this section shall remain 
liable for induction until attaining the twenty-eighth anniversary of his birth jif 
he ceases to satisfactorily participate in such reserve components.” 

Now, what are your comments on that, Mr. Secretary? 

Secretary BurcrEss. No comments, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Would you explain it? 

Mr. Price. Mr. Secretary, when you say no comments, does that 
mean that you at least agree with the amendment? 

Secretary Buresss. I agree with the language; yes, sir, 

Mr. Vinson. I want to point out—Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Vinson. 

Mr. Vinson. I want to point out—this I consider to be one of 
the first steps, bemg some worthwhile language and teeth in the bill. 

Now we all know what it does. It must be under certain regulations 
as may be prescribed by the Secretary of Defense. The Secretary of 
Defense says upon what terms and conditions he will permit 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Louder, Mr. Chairman, 

Mr. Vinson. What? 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Louder. We can’t hear you. 

Mr. Vinson. The Secretary of Defense will say under what terms 
and conditions he will permit, to use the expression, a man from the 
street to enlist in the Army Reserve, the Navy Reserve, and so forth. 

For instance, the Secretary of Defense might say that ‘Before you 
can join this organization you must have 6 months training.” 

So the fellow says, “All right, I will take 6 months training. Then 
I become a member.”’ 

The Secretary might say 4 months. It is under whatever regulation 
he sets. Now you are getting down to teeth, now, as you go along 
in this bill. 

Mr. Osmgrs. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Osmers. 

Mr. Osmers. I would like to ask Mr. Burgess a question. Before 
the committee recessed this morning or right after it, I discussed with 
Mr. Burgess the possibility of leaving a ceiling of 250,000 out of this 
bill. 

It seems to me that we place an unnecessarily hindering factor in 
the legislation both from the standpoint of the President and of the 
Department of Defense, by putting that ceiling in there, even though 
I recognize that at this time the Department of Defense does not plan 
to use this excess of 250,000 nor are they particularly well prepared 
to handle them. 

But it would seem to me that if this program accomplished its 
purpose and we wanted to get a Ready Reserve at an earlier date than 
would normally come about through these procedures, that if the 
President had no limitation on the number that might come in under 
the 6-months’ program we might have a stronger, more flexible 
situation. 

Mr. Price. Yes, but you would not have any bill. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

Mr. Osmers. Perdon? 

Mr. Pricer. That may be true, but you would not have any bill. 
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Mr. Van Zanprt. Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr, Van Zanprt. We discussed the floor and the ceiling as it relates 
to these 6 monthers for many, many hours during the hearings on 
H. R. 5297, and we agreed it was in the best interest of the services in 
general to establish the ceiling of 250,000. 

Mr. Osmers. Was 

Mr. Brooks. Not to exceed. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Not to exceed. 

Mr. Osmers. Was that at the time, Mr. Van Zandt, when you were 
talking about an 8-year obligation or a 6-year obligation? 

Mr. VAN Zanpt. We were talking about an 8-year obligation. 

Mr. Brooks. Will the gentleman yield? 

This is a 10-year obligation here. 

Mr. Vinson. I think 

Mr. Brooks. It is not 6 or 8. It is 10. 

Secretary Burcess. Not if he takes the 6 months. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. No. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, under this—I was going to ask the Secretary this: 
The language here: 








Any person deferred under the provisions of this section shall remain liable 
for induction until attaining the 28th anniversary of his birth, if he sees he is to 
satisfactorily participate in such Reserve components. 

What does that mean? 

Secretary Burcsss. Well, I take that to mean, sir, if a man—and 
we want him the 6-month route, but if by chance he did not go the 
6-month route he was liable up to age 28. Otherwise he would have 
a total obligation of 8 years. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, he is deferred under this provision, isn’t he, 
when he goes in the 6-month route? 

Now, if he goes in for 6 months 

Mr. Vinson. Wait. Not necessarily. 

Mr. Brooks. Does he have to stay in until he is 28 years? 

Colonel Nore.u. Two things 

Mr. Brooks. It seems to me, that is the way I read it. 

Colonel Noretu, If I might explain that—I am sorry, Mr. Vinson. 

Mr. Vinson. Now, here is the way it applies. The boy between 
this age, 18 and 6 months—he makes application or he tries to get in 
and they accept him, and then he must meet all of the other require- 
ments up until, while he is in, which is referred to in section 2 about 
training—and if he does not do any of that he goes back in the draft 
pool, but if he does, when he reaches his 28th birthday out he goes. 
That is what— 

Mr. Brooks. That really makes it a 10-year obligation. 

Mr. Vinson. Oh, no. 

Mr. Brooks. From 17 and a half— 

Mr. Vinson. Oh, no. 

Mr. Brooks. From 17 and a half to 28. 

Mr. Osmers. It is a 10-year liability but not a 10-year obligation. 

Colonel Noreuu. There is provision further on, Chairman Brooks, 
that if he takes the 6-months’ training, then he can terminate his 
obl'gation in 8 years. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

Secretary Burcess. That is provided further on. 
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Mr. Brooks. That is provided further? 

Secretary Buresss. That is right. 

Mr. Van Zanpvt. Mr. Chairman, may I add further, that certain 
policies established by the Department of Defense will permit his 
screening. 

Colonel Nore.u. Oh, yes. 

Mr. VAN Zanpt. From a Ready Reserve to a Standby Reserve. 

Colonel Nore... Yes, sir. 

Mr. Winsreap. But may I ask a question? 

Do I understand now in this provision that if he takes his 6 months’ 
training and fails to live up to his commitment, without cause, for 
instance, that he is subject to the draft until he is 28 years of age? 

Colonel Noretu. That is right. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

Mr. Price. The same as the National Guard. 

Mr. Winsteap. That is just like what we had in the original bill. 

Mr. Vinson. That is ral. 

Mr. Brooks. Why wouldn’t it be a wise idea in that sentence to 
state ‘any person deferred under the provisions of this section shall 
remain liable for induction until attaining the age of 28, anniversary 
of his birth, or until officially released’’? 

Mr. Vinson. You can’t hold him any longer than up to his 28th 
birthday if he has met all of his obligations. 

Mr. VAN Zanpt. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Brooks. It reads that—of course it may be modified by this 
other part of the bill. 

I have not collated them yet. 

Mr. Van Zanpnt. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. By the language of this amendment we are 
simply offering of young men who select an Army, Navy, Air Force, 
of Marine Corps or Coast Guard Reserve unit, the same privileges 
offered to a young man who joins a National Guard unit today. 

Mr. Vinson. Absolutely. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. That is all you are doing. 

Mr. Vinson. Absolutely. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. You are giving him protection from the draft. 

Mr. Vinson. That is all you are doing. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. As long as he performs in a unit he is part of. 

Mr. WinsteapD. In addition you are requiring him to take 6 months’ 
training. 

Mr. Vinson. You are not requiring that. 

Colonel Noretu. That is coming on a little later. 

Mr. Vinson. Read this language ‘‘under such regulations as pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of Defense.” 

We leave it to the judgment of the Secretary of Defense to say 
whether or not he will have training before he goes in or whether he 
will have training after he goes in. 

We leave that to his discretion. 

Mr. WinsteapD. Wait a minute, Mr. Chairman. 

Let me get it straight on this thing. It is confusing enough to me. 
If he goes in, certainly we should have him required to take at least a 
basic training of 14 weeks or 3 months or 4 months or 6 months and 
not let him hang there in a Reserve with no training. 
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That is one of the complaints in some of the other services, that they 
hang on so long with no training. 

Certainly it seems to me within a year’s time or some time he should 
have some requirement that he must take at least some basic training. 

Secretary Burcess. That is the intention, Congressman, and I 
think you will find that that is taken care of a little later on in this bill. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. It is taken care of right here. It is taken care of also 
right here because he can only join under such rules and regulations 
prescribed by the Secretary. 

Secretary Burcess. That is right. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman 

Secretary Burcess. That is our No. 1 policy. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, after you jomm—should it not be a pre- 
requisite to joining? 

After you have joined, then let’s say the Secretary of Defense or 
the respective service wants to put in the qualification. They are 
already in. And you have already spelled out 48 drills a year, and 
not 6 months. 

So I believe this should maybe speak a little plainer. 

Mr. Vinson. But that is after he is permitted to get in the house. 
This is when he is trying to get in. He has to meet certain standards. 
He has not got in the front door. After he gets in the front door, then 
he has something else to do. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. That is right. 

Mr. WinstEAp. Now one other question. Is he given any advan- 
tages that he might have for a period of time, to give him an advantage 
over the National Guard? 

I am thinking about the Navy, Air Force, your National Guard, 
and all of it. 

Secretary Burcess. If he takes 6 months, he will be through in a 
total of 8 years of service—6 months and 7% years of Reserve service, 
Congressman Winstead. 

And that is taken care of a little later on in the bill. 

Mr. Winsteap. Oh, it is further included in the bill? 

Secretary Burcgss. Yes. 

Mr. Brooks. Let’s go along with the bill. 

Is there any objections to adopting that provision of the bill? 

(No response.) 

Mr. Brooks. If not, we will adopt it. Proceed. 

Mr. Ducanper (reading): 





(4) Subsection 6 (d) (1) is amended by adding at the end thereof the following: 

“Upon graduation persons who successfully complete the Army or Air Force 
ROTC course or the Marine Corps platoon leaders’ class and are qualified shall 
be commissioned in the reserve of the appropriate service. Thereafter, such 
persons in excess of the Active Forces requirements existing at that time shall 
be ordered to active duty for training for a period of 6 months with the service 
in which commissioned. 

“Upon completion of such active duty for training such person shall be returned 
to inactive duty and assigned to an appropriate Reserve unit for the remainder 
of the military obligation. The Secretary of Defense shall develop standards 
and regulations to require satisfactory participation by such a person. Failure 
to meet these standards may result in his commission in the Reserve being 
revoked.” 


Mr. Brooks. Now, Mr. Secretary, that is the same thing that was 
taken from 5297? 
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Secretary Burcess. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I frankly doubt very strongly the 
advisability of that, because you are giving this man who gets a 
commission an advantage over the man that does not get a commission. 

I do not see why a man who is deferred to go through an ROTC 
course or your Marine—I do not understand. 

Mr. Ducanpsr. Platoon leaders class. 

Mr. Bray. I do not see why the service should not call him for 2 
years when he finishes, if they need him. I do not want to try—— 

Secretary Burcgess. He has a longer reserve obligation, Congress- 
man Bray, for one thing. 

Mr. Bray. The average reservist expects, who goes in ROTC, 
when he graduates, to take 2 years of active duty, and I think he 
should. I certainly do not want to support any milk toast idea to 
keep him from performing that obligation. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Well, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Is it not true the language of this amendment 
grants every graduate of the ROTC course a commission? 

Secretary Burcsss. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. And although he may not be called up to active 
duty he is assigned to a Reserve unit. 

Secretary Burcess. After 6 months. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. And as long as he performs his obligation in that 
Reserve unit he retains a commission. But if he does not, he is then 
turned over to the draft board. 

Secretary Burcuss. That is right. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. And they draft him for 24 months of active duty? 

Mr. Bray. Wait a minute. The way it has been, he has been 
taking his call to active duty for 2 years. I attended a ROTC com- 
mencement the other day and every one of them are being called. 

Mr. Brooks. All of those men have 4 years of school, ROTC, plus 
the regular obligation of a reservist. 

Mr. Bray. I understand the reason. Last year the foul-up was not 
on the part of the Air Force but the Department of Defense who tried 
to validate the promises that had been made. 

Colonel Norety. What this does, sir, is to permit your ROTC 
program to be geared to mobilization requirements, rather than active 
force requirements? 

Mr. Bray. How are you going to get your reserves that are using 
those—and there are better than 90 percent in the Ground Forces of 
the men getting commissions. 

They do need them. 

Where are you going to get them if you let that man off in 6 months? 

Mr. Devereux. You do not. 

Secretary Burcess. We have an increased requirement, Congress- 
man Bray, of a 2,900,000 Reserve and the necessity to get more men 
into that Reserve as officers is one of the essential features of this 
bill. 

And of course the way to try to equate that is the man who com- 
petes or is designated or qualifies for this 6 months program to com- 
mand the Reserves has a much longer Reserve obligation and he is also 
subject to having his commission revoked if he does not do that duty 
“a he is in the Reserves for 7% years. 
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Mr. Bray. You mean now under this plan that the man who is 
commissioned next June, instead of serving 2 years—it has been his 
understanding and the Government’s understanding that he is only 
going to serve 6 months. 

Secretary Buresss. Some of them. 

Mr. Bray. Who is going to say 

Secretary Burcess. We will have to set up competitive fair means 
by which that is carried out, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Will some of them be sent for 2 years? 

Secretary Buresss. Sure. 

Mr. Brooks. It is geared to the needs of the services. We do not 
want the services to take in men they do not need and can’t use. 

Mr. Bray. I have severe criticism of the ROTC program because 
it gives the boy whose parents consent an advantage over the boy who 
can’t go. I certainly do not want to contribute to that. 

Secretary Burerss. Mr. Congressman, I was talking to an inductee 
the other day who went through one of our OCS schools. I was 
talking to him on this Operation Alert. He was one of the finest 
officers in appearance and ability that you have ever seen, sir. 

I mean going to ROTC is not the only way of getting a commission 
in this man’s Army. 

Mr. Bray. I do not think anyone ever said it was. 

Secretary Burcess. Well, there are just lots of ways for it to be 
carried out, Mr. Congressman. 

Colonel Nore.tu. What we are doing in this program is to parallel 
for the young officer exactly the same opportunity that you have 
provided now for young men coming in either to the active or into the 
Reserve, to give them a chance to come for 6 months. 

Mr. Bray. I am certainly opposed to giving a ROTC man a break 
so far as time than the other man. 

Secretary Burcesss. I do not think we are giving him a break. 

Mr. Bray. I want the record to show that. 

Colonel Noreuu. I do not think we are giving him a break. 

Mr. Brooks. Gentlemen of the committee, we discussed this 
very carefully for days in the subcommittee. It was approved. 
It has never been under attack. 

The ROTC man is at a distinct disadvantage now because he has 
4 years before he gets in the Reserve, even. 

So his obligation, if it is reduced to 6 years, would be 4 plus 6 or 10 
years, as against a normal reservist that will have only 6 years. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Brooks. Are you ready to vote on it? 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Is it not true that the number of ROTC officers 
that the services call up each is contingent on the amount of money 
that Congress makes available to the Armed Forces? 

Secretary Burcess. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Therefore we are the ones who actually control 
the number of ROTC graduates who take active duty? 

Secretary Burcess. One of the very important features of it, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Any objection to this amendment? 

Mr. Bray. Yes. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman, I move its adoption. 

Mr. Deverevx. I second it. 
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Mr. Brooks. It has been moved and seconded the amendment. be 
adopted. 

All in favor please say “‘aye.”’ 

(Chorus of “‘ayes’’.) 

Mr. Brooks. All opposed? 

(One ‘‘no’’.) 

Mr. Brooks. The ayes seem to have it. 

The amendment is adopted. 

Take the next one. 

Mr. Ducanpber. That is the one now that ties in with taking people 
into the Reserve. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Mr. DucanpEr (reading) 

(5) Add new subsection 6 (p) as follows: 

‘‘Notwithstanding any other provision of this Act, no person who is honorably 
discharged upon the completion of eight years of satisfactory service pursuant to 
enlistment or appointment under the authority of subsection (ec), paragraph (2 
clause (B) of this section, which satisfactory service includes six consecutive 
months of active duty for training performed pursuant to regulations prescribed 
by the Secre tary of Defense, shall be liable for induction for training and sery ice 
under this Act, except after a declaration of war or national emergency made 
the Congress subsequent to the date of enactment of this subsection. 

“For the purposes of this Act the words ‘active duty for training’ means full- 
time duty in the active military service of the United States for training purposes, 
The National Security Training Commission shall act in an advisory capacity 


Mr. Vinson. Wait. 

May I suggest before you continue, Mr. Chairman, let’s talk about 
the first line. 

Mr. Winstrap. Did he say 8 years? 

Mr. Price. Eight vears. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Secretary, any comment you wish to make on 
that? 

Mr. Vinson. That is the man who comes from the street into the 
service. 

Secretary Burcess. I have no comment. 

Mr. Brooks. You approve that 8-year limit on that? 

Secretary BurGess. Yes, sir, the 8-year limit is all right. 

Mr. Brooks. Any comment on it? 

This is the 6 months’ man who stays in for 8 years. 

Mr. Winsteap. Wait. I thought it was 6 vears instead of 8, across 
the board. I thought that is what we voted on this morning. 

Mr. Brooks. Six years for the prior service man, but 8 years for 
the 6 months’ trainee. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Six months’ trainee. 

Mr. Vinson. The man that comes from the street, and goes in the 
Reserve, 18% years of age, has to serve until he is 28 years of age. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Well, the National Guard is getting them tod: ay. 

The young man in the National Guard unit, as ‘long as he performs 
drills and takes his summer training, is deferred from the draft. 

Mr. Winsreap. I understand. 

Mr. Brooks. Is there any objection to this portion of the section? 

Is there any further discussion? 

Mr. Jounson. Well, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 
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Mr. Jounson. When we voted on that 6- and 8-year length of 
service I thought we reduced it to 6. 

I would like to have the colonel explain this particular clause here, 
where it goes up to 8 vears. 

Colonel Nore ui. The 6-year clause that is in the very first language 
of the bill here, sir, relates to those individuals who are released from 
active service into the Reserve. They have the total 6-year obliga- 
tion now. 

Now the provision for young men to enter the Reserve is governed 
by those that relate to deferment. So what we have done here in 
the one provision is to defer these young men who come in under 
certain requirements prescribed by the Secretary of Defense and then 
we say in this section that despite the fact that their draft liability 
under that deferment goes to age 28, nonetheless if they take the 
f months they can be discharged at the end of 8 years and are not 
further liable to induction for training and service. 

In other words, they are off the hook. 

Secretary Burcesss. That is 6 months of active training, Congress- 
man Johnson, and 7% vears of Reserve, as compared under the change 
that was made by the committee this morning of 2 years for induction 
and 4 years for Ready and Standby Reserve service for the man who 
has had 2 or more vears of active service. 

Mr. Winsteap. Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Winstead. 

Mr. Winsreap. We compared this 8 years with the 8 years in the 
National Guard. But isn’t it true that some in the National Guard 
may never have as much as 6 months’ training? 

Secretary Burcess. I do not quite get your point, Congressman 
Winstead. 

Mr. SinsteAp. I say we compared this 8 here with this enlisted 
trainee we so speak of, to the National Guard who now stays in the 
National Guard on active participation for 8 full vears. 

Secretary Burcess. He stays until age 28 on the basis of the hear- 
ings yesterday on the National Guard. 

Mr. Wrnsteap. But some of them may not be required to have 
6 months’ training under the present program. 

Secretary Burcess. That is not covered in this bill. 

Mr. Brooks. There is a rolleall, Mr. Secretary. 

It is 3:30. Suppose we reconvene here at 4 o’clock. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Could we dispose of this particular amendment 
before we go? 

Mr. Brooks. Is there any objection to this portion of the section 
that has been read and discussed? 

(No response.) 

Mr. Brooks. If there is not, it will be hereby approved. 

Mr. Winsteap. I may have, but I am not going to raise it now. 

Mr. Brooks. We will recess until 4 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 3:30 p. m., the committee recessed until 4 p. m.) 

(Whereupon, at 4:07 p. m., the subcommittee reconvened. ) 

Mr. Brooks. We have a quorum present, gentlemen of the sub- 
committee. We will proceed with the bill that we have before us. 

Just before adjournment we adopted that portion of subsection (5) 
on page—I don’t have the page. 

Mr. Ducanper. It is on the third page. 
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Mr. Brooks. Which is actually the third page, and which is to add 
a new subsection (6) as follows: Now, we adopted the first 12 lines 
of that section. 

Now, Mr. Ducander, will you read the remainder of that section? 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. [Reading:] 

The National Security Training Commission shall act in an advisory capacity 
to the Secretary of Defense and the President, as Commander in Chief, with 
respect to the welfare of persons while serving on active duty for training for 6 
months under this subsection. The National Security Training Commission shall 
report with respect to the welfare of such persons annually to the Congress. The 
advice and reports rendered by the National Security Training Commission 
pursuant to this section shall be with reference to the welfare of the persons 
involved and not with respect to the military training required. 

Mr. Brooks. That is not all of it. Suppose you read ‘the rest of it. 

Mr. Ducanper. All right. [Reading:] 

The President is authorized, under such rules and regulations as he may pre- 
scribe, to provide for the selection of persons with critical skills engaged in critical 
defense-supporting industries and research who may be allowed, notwithstanding 
their age at the time they are ordered to report for induction, to fulfill their 
military obligation by serving on active duty for training and in a reserve com- 
ponent for a total of eight years under the terms of this subsection. Notwith- 
standing any other provision of law, a person while undergoing six months active 
duty for training provided for in this subsection shall 

(i) - 

Mr. Brooks. Wait just a minute. Before you read those sub- 
sections. 

Now, Mr. Secretary, what do you think of what we read in that 
section? 

Secretary Burcsss. I agree with what you read; yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. You are in accord with that? 

Secretary Buraess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. All right. Is there any discussion on that? 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman, that part which concerns the 
National Security Training Commission and its supervision of the 
welfare 

Secretary Burcess. That is right, sir. 

Mr. VAN Zanpt. Of the troops, that is identical to the language 
that was contained in H. R. 5297. 

Secretary Burcess. That was our intention; yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. You feel it should be there, don’t you? 

Secretary BurGsss. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, is there any objection to 

Mr. Jounson. Does that mean they are going to supervise the 
facilities on the station? 

Secretary Buraegss. It is a 6-month program only, Mr. Congress- 
man, and they would of course be—have access to anything which 
affects the welfare and morale of these 

Mr. Jounson. They would look into the morale situation in nearby 
towns and things like that? 

Secretary BurGsss. Yes, sir; that would be part of their activities. 

Mr. Brooks. If there is no objection to it, then we will adopt it 
unanimously as it is read. 

Now take up these subsections, Mr. Ducander. 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. [Reading:] 


(i) be entitled to pay in the amount of $50 a month, as well as for any period of 
hospitalization incident thereto; 
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ii) for the purposes of subsistence and travel and transportation allowances 
and title IV of the Career Compensation Act of 1949, as amended, be treated as 
if he were serving in pay grade E-1 (under four months) 

(iii) be entitled to the benefits authorized for reservists by Public Law 108, 
ighty-First Congress, approved June 20, 1949 (43 Stat. 201) (for the purposes 
of which the term “active duty for training”’ shall be considered to be “extended 
naval or military service’’), except that he shall not be entitled to the benefits of 
section 621 of the National Service Life Insurance Act of 1940, as amended, and 
the automatic indemnity coverage under the Servicemen’s Indemnity Act of 1951, 
as amended, shall be limited to thirty days after separation or release from the 
initial six months of active duty training. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, Mr. Secretary, do you have any comments you 
would like to make? 

Secretary Burexss. I believe you will find those identical with 
5297, for that part of it. 

Mr. Brooks. The committee is familiar with that. It is part of 
5297. So—I hear no objection, and we will adopt it. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one question? 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Mr. Devereux. Supposing by chance that a man was sent to 6 
months’ active duty after he had had a rating. Then he would receive 
that proper pay, wouldn’t he? Would that thing come up? 

Secretary Burcess. I can’t foresee it coming up, General Devereux. 

Mr. Devereux. All right. 

Mr. Brooks. Any further questions? 

(No response.) 

Mr. Brooks. We have already adopted it. Proceed. 

Mr. DucaANDER (reading): 

Section 9 (g) is amended by adding the following new paragraph, to be known 
is paragraph (4), to read as follows: 

‘‘Any person who performs six months of active duty for training pursuant to, 
and as defined in subsection 6 (p) of this Act shall be entitled, upon application 
for reemployment within sixty days after (a) release following satisfactory com- 
pletion of required training or (b) from hospitalization continuing after discharge 
for a period of not more than six months, to all reemployment rights and benefits 
provided by this section in the case of persons enlisted under the provisions of 
this title, except that any person so restored to a position in accordance with the 
provisions of this title shall not be discharged from such position without cause, 
within six months after such restoration.” 

Mr. Brooks. That is the Price amendment. It is verbatim, too, 
isn’t it, Mr. Secretary? 

Secretary BurGcess. That was our intention, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. That is in accordance with existing law? 

Secretary BurGess. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Nore tu. It is a new provision. 

Mr. Brooks. If there is no objection 

Colonel Noreuu. Related specifically to the 6-month people. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. All right. 

Mr. Brooks. If there is no objection to it, it is so ordered. 

Mr. Vinson. May I ask one question to clarify? What about the 
boy who is taking his 30 days or his 15 days? He is protected under 
the act, is he not? 

Secretary BurGess. That is my understanding, Mr. Chairman. 
He is protected under previous law, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. That is right. 

Read the next section. 

Mr. Ducanper (reading): 


a 
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Sec. 2. Section 208 of the Armed Forces Reserve Act of 1952 (Public Law 476, 
Eighty-second Congress) as amended, is further amended as follows: 

(1) Redesignating subsections (g), (h), and (i) as (h), (i), and (j), and adding a 
new subsection (g) as follows: 

“‘(g) Unless otherwise provided by law, each person inducted, enlisted, or 
appointed in the Active Forces after July 27, 1953, shall upon his release from 
active service become a member of the Ready Reserve. Thereafter such person 
may be required to perform active duty for training or inactive duty training in 
the following manner: 

“(1) An annual minimum of forty-eight assemblies for drill; or 

(2) When authorized by the appropriate Secretary concerned, other equivalent 
periods of training, and in addition to either (1) or (2) above, an annual period of 
active duty for training of seventeen days. 

‘Whenever a member of the Ready Reserve of the reserve components of the 
Army Reserve, the Naval Reserve, or the Marine Corps Reserve, the Air Force 
Reserve, and the Coast Guard Reserve elects not to participate in any of the fore- 
going procedures, such member shall be offered the alternative of active duty for 
training of not to exceed thirty days annually. Any member of the Ready 
Reserve of the reserve component of the Army Reserve, the Naval Reserve, the 
Marine Corps Reserve, the Air Force Reserve, and the Coast Guard Reserve who 
fails through refusal, when able to perform his obligation pursuant to the above 
alternatives, may by competent authority be ordered to and required to perform 
active duty for training, without his consent, for not to exceed forty-five days an- 
nually. Notwithstanding any other provision of law, a person who served on 
active duty in the Armed Forces prior to July 27, 1953, will not be required, unless 
he has agreed or may hereafter agree, to participate in active duty for training or in 
inactive duty training in the Ready Reserve.” 


Mr. Brooks. Now, Mr. Secretary, we would be glad to have a 
statement from you on that. 

Secretary BurcEss. We believe that is a very essential provision. 

Mr. Brooks. How does that differ from 5297? 

Secretary Burczss. I am not aware of any difference on it, to the 
particular provision. 

Mr. Brooks. It is the same provision; isn’t it? 

Secretary Burasgss. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. It is the same thing. Mr. Chairman, it is just 
phrased a little bit differently, but it is the same thing. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, we are familiar with the provision, then. Is 
there any discussion on that? 

Mr. Jounson. It is phrased the same. It has the same effect, too, 
doesn’t it, Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Vinson. That is right, it has the same effect. 

Mr. Brooks. The same identical effect. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. If there is no objection, we will approve that section. 
Will you take the next one? 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. [Reading:] 


Section 208 (f) is amended by striking out the words “upon his request.” 


Mr. Brooks. What does that do? 

Colonel Nore.u. That permits the transfer of an individual from 
the Ready Reserve to the Standby Reserve, without the individual 
having to make a request for such transfer. It permits you to tidy 
up the Ready Reserve. 

Mr. Van Zann. It is a saving clause. 

Colonel Nore.u. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. That is really a fundamental change from that act 
of 1952. 

Colonel Nort. Yes, sir. 

















4250 


Mr. Brooks. We all know what it does. 

If there is no objection—that gives the Secretary the authority to 
go ahead and make the change regardless of the request. 

If there is no objection to that change, it is so ordered. 

Mr. Ducanper (reading): 

(3) Subsection (j) as redesignated is amended by deleting (g) where it appears 
therein and substituting (h). 

(4) Add a new subsection (k) as follows: 

“‘(k) Under regulations prescribed by the President, each Armed Force of the 
United States shall provide a system of continuous screening of units and members 
of the Ready Reserve to insure that— 


(a) no significant attrition will occur to those members or units during a 
mobilization; 


““(b) there will be a proper balance of military skills; 

““(e) members of the Reserve Forces possessing critical civilian skills will not 
be retained in numbers beyond the requirements for those skills except for persons 
who have military skills for which there is an overriding requirement; 

“‘(d) with due respect to national security and military requirements, recogni- 
tion is given to participation in combat; and 

““(e) members of the Reserve Forces whose mobilization in an emergency 
would result in extreme personal or community hardship are not retained in the 
Ready Reserve.” 

Mr. Brooks. Now, that is the same thing as in 5297? 

Secretary Buraess. I believe identical. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Jonnson. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Johnson. 

Mr. Jounson. Go ahead. 

M. Derverevx. I just want to bring up this one point. You say 
“critical skills.” Should that not be “critical skills or occupations’? 
It will be a matter of interpretation. That is on the bottom of the 
page: “(c)”—— 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Drverevx (reading): 





Members of the Reserve Forces possessing critical |civilian skills will not be 
critical skills or occupations. 

Secretary Burcsss. I would see no objection to that, Congressman 
Devereux. 

Mr. Vinson. Let’s see now. 

Mr. WinstBap. Who would classify them? 

Mr. Vinson. The occupation goes a little bit further, does it not? 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. It is a little bit broader. Now, may I say this, Mr. 
Chairman: This is identically from the previous bill which was pre- 
pared by the subcommittee and which was approved by the full 
committee. Now, if you broaden that, I don’t know what effect 
occupation would have or how it would be interpreted. 

Secretary Burcess. I think, Chairman Vinson, that we would not 
be restricted. I think we would have a liberal interpretation of skills 
there, as to make sure we didn’t preclude the idea of occupation. 

Mr. Devereux. I mean if you had some scientist who is working 
on a project, and so on and so forth, that would be considered as skill 
or an occupation? 

Secretary Burcess. That is my interpretation and understanding 
of it. 





ESET PEC 
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Mr. Devereux. I mean the interpretation would be to include such 
people as that? 

Secretary Burcesss. That is correct, sir, absolutely. 

Colonel Nore... There is a Department of Labor list of critical 
skills that normally is accepted as the guide for this, that includes 
scientists- 

Mr. Devereux. And that would include such people as that? 

Colonel Noreuu. Yes, sir. 

Secretary Burcsss. That is right. 

Colonel Nore. Skilled craftsmen and so on. 

Mr. Brooks. In other words, I believe what he is driving at is 
whether skills would refer only to artisans. 

Colonel Nore.u. Yes, sir, it does. Skilled crafts are on those the 
same as skilled professions. | 

Mr. Devereux. Skilled professions as well. 

Colonel Nore.u. Yes, sir; professions, crafts, and so on, on this list. 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Johnson. 

Mr. Jounson. I would like to have the colonel explain what (d) 
on the next page—what it really means. 





With due respect to national security and military requirements, recognition 
is given to participating in combat. 
Will you elaborate on that a little? 

Colonel Nore.u. Yes, sir. The way that would be carried out in 
the regulations -that would implement this is that, as we have said 
here previously, sir, that first priority in this screening process will 
go to combat veterans, to get them from the Ready to the Standby 
Reserve. 

Mr. Jounson. All right. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, Colonel, wouldn’t it be preferable if you 
change that word “participating” to ‘“‘participation”’; “participation 
in combat’’? It seems to me it would be better verbiage. 

Mr. Vinson. Where is that? 

Mr. Brooks. It is on line 5, page 7: “Recognition is given to 
participation in combat’. 

Secretary Burcess. That would be fine. That is correct. 

Mr. Brooks. Is there any objection on the part of the subcommittee 
to make that change there, the word “participating” to ‘“partici- 
pation’’? 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, is that at all necessary? Because by 
the way this bill is written, anyone who was in the Army at the time 
of the last conflict, including Korea, is not even part of the Ready 
Reserve. So it looks to me like that is just surplusage. 

Secretary Bureress. Congressman Bray, this stems back to our 
earliest work on this whole bill. When we originally came up here 
we tried to point out that combat veterans would be the very first 
persons considered for screening to the Standby Reserve. I think 
in the bill that we have before us here, that although a combat 
veteran comes out, he is not given any compulsory participation but 
he still has remaining time to be eligible for service in the Ready 
Reserve and we wogit apply this to him. And secondly, sir, we have 
future situations that we have to concern ourselves with, and we 
would like to go on the record in this legislation that we are going 
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to lift the reserve obligation first in the case of the combat veterans in 
this screening procedure. And I think it is a wise recognition to have 
in this bill, sir. 

Mr. Bray. I see how in the future it might be necessary. At 
present it is not. But I have no objection to it. It might be of 
benefit in the future. 

Mr. Brooks. No objection, then, to the section as amended by 
changing the word “participating” to “‘participation’’? 

It is so ordered. 

Proceed to the next one. 

Mr. Ducanprr. Reading on page 7, line 11: 

(5) Add a new subsection (1) as follows: 

(1) Under regulations prescribed by the appropriate Secretary, any member of 
the Ready Reserve may be transferred to the Standby Reserve. 

Mr. Brooks. Any objection to that? 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Is that identical to 5297? 

Secretary Burcess. I believe it is, sir. 

Mr. Ducanper. I think it is; yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. If there is no objection, we will adopt that. 

Take line 15. 

Mr. Ducanber (reading): 

Sec. 4. Notwithstanding the provisions of section 233 (a) of the Armed Forces 
Reserve Act of 1952 in time of war, or of national emergency declared by Congress, 
after the enactment of this amendatory act, members of the Standby Reserve may 
be ordered to active duty only after a determination of availability by the Director 
of Selective Service. 

Secretary Burasss. That is the same, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. The same as the other bill. 

Secretary Burcsss. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Any discussion or objection to it? 

(No response.) 

Mr. Brooks. If there is no objection, we will adopt it. 

Mr. DucanpDER (reading): 

Sec. 5. Section 205 (b) of the Armed Forces Reserve Act of 1952 is amended 
by striking the words “one million five hundred thousand” and inserting the 
words “two million nine hundred thousand.”’ 

Mr. Brooks. Well, that simply amends it to conform to the whole 
basis of this act. 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. 

Secretary Burcsss. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. No objection to that? 

(No response.) 

Mr. Brooks. If not, we will adopt it. 

Mr. DucanpeEr (reading): 

Sec. 6. Section 233 (b) (1) is amended by deleting the period at the end thereof 
and adding the following: 

“in excess of 1,000,000 members comprised of units and members thereof or 
any member not assigned to a unit organized for the purpose of serving as such.” 
Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman, that is identical, as I recall it. 

Mr. Brooks. That is the—— 

Colonel Norgutu. There is a typographical error there, Duke. It 
says, “‘purposes as serving as a 

Mr. Brooks. I see. Is that the change? 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir, just change “‘as”’ to “‘of.”’ 
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Mr. Brooks. That is exactly like the old bill, excepting for that 
one word. 

Is there any objection at all? 

(No response.) 

Mr. Brooks. If there is no objection, it is approved. 

Mr Derversvux. Mr Chairman, I would like to suggest the addition 
of another section there, that I believe the Secretary would agree with. 
That is the provision for reporting annually. 

If you can refer to the mimeographed sheet put out by the Defense 
Department, on page 15, the last paragraph—it is called section 5 
on that. 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes. 

Mr. Devereux. Do you have that, Mr. Ducander? 

Mr. Ducanpsr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. You want to read that? 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. [Reading:] 

The Secretary of Defense shall cause records to be maintained in the three 
military departments as far as practicable on the number of persons participating 
in active duty for training in the reserve components and naval status with pay. 
The Secretary of Defense shall report in January of each year to the President 
and to the Congress on the progress as to the strengthening of the Reserve Forces. 

Mr. Brooks. I think there is a provision in the Reserve Act, isn’t 
there, that does that, too? There is an amentment. I have no 
objection to it. 

Secretary Burcsss. I welcome it. 

Mr. Brooks. So if we want to adopt it in this act, why—is there 
any objection at all to it? 

(No response.) 

Mr. Brooks. If not, then we adopt it. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Have we adopted section 6, that this act shall 
terminate on July 1? 

Secretary Burcsss. That is taken care of in the bill. 

Mr. Ducanper. It is taken care of earlier in the bill, Mr. Van Zandt. 

Secretary Burcgss. And also in the Draft Act, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, gentlemen, you have heard the new bill as read 
and adopted paragraph by paragraph. What is the pleasure of the 
subcommittee? 

Mr. WickrersHam. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask one question 
at that point. Could the chairman tell us: Does he anticipate any 
objections on the part of Mr. Powell or Mr. Roosevelt or any of 
those who objected the other day? With this new bill, do you 
anticipate encountering much difficulty? 

Mr. Brooks. We hope it will go through unanimously. 

Mr. WickersHam. I think it should. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, if I may be recognized, I move-—— 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman, could I ask a question before- 

Mr. Brooks. Will you withhold your remark? 

Mr. Vinson. I will wait. 

Mr. Brooks. All right, Mr. Johnson. 

Mr. Jounson, I just raise this problem just for discussion. I don’t 
know what the correct answer is. In the bill as I recollect it you 
provide for $50 per month for these trainees. Is that in the bill yet? 

Mr. Van ZAnpt. Yes. 

Mr. Brooks. $50. 
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Mr. Jounson. Then the enlisted man, the lowest enlisted man gets 
$28 more than that. He gets $78 per month. What is going through 
my mind—and I talked it over with the subcommittee chairman— 
would that raise any jealousy or conflicts that might destroy good 
morale in the group? We wondered if it would be wise to increase the 
pay of those who take the 6 months’ period to the amount that the 
lowest enlisted man gets, which is $78 a month. I would be glad 
to have some of you gentlemen comment on that and tell us whether 
you think that would be advisable or inadvisable. 

Secretary Burcress. We would rather see it held at $50, Mr. Con- 
gressman. 

Mr. Brooks. Will there be any large amount of bookkeeping on 
account of that unusual provision? 

Secretary Burcess. I don’t think so. 

Mr. Brooks. I discussed that with Mr. Johnson. I was thinking 
about it at the time. But it occurred to me it might be wiser to stick 
to the $50. 

Secretary Burcess. We don’t want to make this program—we have 
to keep in mind the fact that you have certain situations there, 
Mr. Chairman, where the man has got certain advantages other than 
pay. And I just think that that is one of the prices that the man 
ought to pay that goes that way. And I think that we will be able to 
manage it satisfactorily in the Armed Forces so the conditions that 
Congressman Johnson raises won’t occur. 

Mr. Jonnson. And that was a specific recommendation of the 
President, wasn’t it? 

Secretary Burcess. The President recommended $30, as I recall. 

Mr. Brooks. That is right. 

Mr. Jonnson. That is right. But he increased it to $50. 

Secretary BurGess. You increased it to $50. 

Mr. Devereux. We increased it to $50. 

Mr. Jonnson. We did. All right. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Winstead. 

Mr. Winstreap. May I ask a question here about this 6 months of 
training? 

Does this give the Secretary permission to lower or increase that 6 
months if he sees fit? Can he lower it too, say, 14 weeks, like the 
regular basic training or can he increase it to 1 year? 

Mr. Vinson. Are you asking me or the Secretary? 

Mr. Winsteap. Well, you or the Secretary—anybody can inform 
me on that. Just what does that do? 

Mr. Vinson. “Under such regulations as may be prescribed by the 
Secretary of Defense.’”’ He goes in in the first instance under what- 
ever regulations the Secretary prescribes. I assume in view of the 
fact that we in another section used the expression ‘‘6 months” it will 
be a 6-month service. Because otherwise it would be in conflict with 
what we say back in another section, 6 months. 

Secretary Burcess. That is the intention and that is the record. 

Mr. Vinson. That is it exactly. For instance, to follow it on up: 
“Under such regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary.” 
Then over here, “notwithstanding any other provision of this act, no 
person who is hereby honorably discharged,” and so forth and so on, 
“with satisfactory service including 6 consecutive months of active 
duty training.” 
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So we carry out there what we intend to put in the President’s and 
the Secretary’s regulations. In other words, to be consistent, he 
must say 6 months. 

Mr: WinstEap. Now, let me ask this. Is it necessary to have 
that language in order to take care of the Navy and the Air Force 
Reserve program? 

Mr. Vinson. Yes. 

Mr. Winsrep. Is that why the language is in there? 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

Mr. Winsreap. Because it is a little confusing or will be on the floor. 

Secretary Burcess. We have some similar authorities even under 
present legislation, Congressman Winstead. 

Mr. Vinson. This is off the record. 

(Statement off the record.) 

Mr. Vinson. Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman, I have a question. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Would it be possible now to introduce a clean bill? 

Mr. Vinson. I was going to offer this, Mr. Van Zandt. I trust 
that the subcommittee will vote this bill favorably and that the 
subcommittee—and I would like to do so, as being an ex officio 
member of the subcommittee, I will ask Mr. Brooks to reintroduce a 
clean bill and have it before the full committee next Tuesday morning 
for voting out. 

Mr. Devereux. I second the motion. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. I would like to ask one question of Mr. Burgess. In 
your opinion does this bill change in any way the authority of the 
National Guard to enlist people direct into the guard that they now 
have without the 6 months’ training? 

Secretary Buresss. It is my opinion that this doesn’t change that 
authority, sir. 

Mr. Bray. It doesn’t change the authority and it doesn’t give any 
administrative authority for anyone else to change it? 

Secretary Burcess. Not that I know of, sir. 

Mr. Bray. It is not your intent or the intent of the Defense Depart- 
ment to change the situation now existing in any way whatsoever. 

Secretary Burcess. Not in this bill, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Oh, I know your intention, personal intention, but I am 
talking about what you are doing in this bill. 

Secretary Burcesss. I don’t quite get your question, Congressman 
Bray: I regard as not covered in this bill—— 

Mr. Bray. The only thing we are talking about is this bill. I be- 
lieve he answered. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Bray, there is not anything in the bill relating to 
the National Guard, and he can only administer the law that we pass. 

Mr. Bray. That is what—— 

Mr. Vinson. After all, with reference to the National Guard, now, 
that is being administered, and then this law will govern the subject 
matter we covered here. 

Secretary Buraruss. We would be covered by law, Congressman 
Bray. 

Mr. Brooks. It does not include the guard. 








4256 


Mr. Van Zanprt. Mr. Chairman, do I understand we have a motion 
before us? 

Mr. Brooks. Well, I want to thank the great chairman for his 
magnanimous motion in reference to introducing a clean bill, but 
wouldn’t it be preferable to adopt the present bill 

Mr. Vinson. Qh, yes. 

Mr. Brooks. First; to approve it? 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. And then proceed. I do appreciate the motion. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman, then I move—— 

Mr. Winsreap. Let me make this statement before I vote. | 
don’t expect to delay this bill or hold it up. I personally think it is 
a mistake to try to write any Reserve bill anywhere that the National 
Guard, which is the strong arm of the Reserve, is not included. How- 
ever, I expect to vote to report this bill to the full committee, and 
between now and then [ might see fit to find some amendments to 
offer to the full committee. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I move 

Mr. Brooks. I think the gentleman ought to offer his amendments 
here to the subcommittee. 

Mr. Winsteap. Well, I haven’t had a copy of the bill. I am not 
fussing about it. You didn’t have enough to go around. Let’s not 
rush the thing. That is why we get in trouble too often. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I move that H. R. 6900 be favorably 
reported as amended. 

Mr. Devereux. I’second the motion. 

Mr. Vinson. And that the chairman of the subcommittee be 
authorized to introduce a new bill as voted out by the subcoinmittee. 

Mr. Brooks. You have heard the motion, duly seconded by Mr. 
Van Zandt. All in favor—and we better take a record vote on it— 
all in favor will make it known by saying ‘aye’ when his name is 
called and all opposed no. 

(Rolleall.) 

Mr. Vinson. It is unanimous. 

Mr. Ducanprer. Mr. Chairman, on this vote there were 11 yea’s 
and | nay. 

Mr. Brooks. The motion is duly carried. 

Mr. Vinson. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask that counsel may be per- 
mitted to renumber and break the bill in the proper sections, to make 
it read in the right order, as there are to be some new sections where 
it is all written together. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Vinson, the chairman of the full committee, 
makes the motion that the numbering of the sections be coordinated 
in the new bill. Is there any objection to this motion? 

(No response.) 

Mr. Brooks. If not, it is adopted and counsel is authorized to make 
this coordinated change in the numbering of the bill. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I ask permission—as I understand 
the chairman is going to go away probably tonight—that Mr. 
Ducander prepare the bill and we will drop it in the hopper in the 
chairman’s name in the morning. 

Mr. Ducanpmr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Osmers. 
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Mr. Osmers. I was going to inquire when we might have copies of 
the bill. That answers my geustion. 

Mr. Vinson. You will get it in the morning, if you be around here 
at 8 o’clock. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. What about the report? 

Mr. Vinson. Well, we won’t write a report until the full committee 
acts on it. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, the question comes up—it will be all 
right. We are going to hear some people Monday on this matter. 
But I see no objection to a new bill being before them, so it will be 
easier for them to understand it. 

Mr. Vinson. That is the proper thing to do. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, if there is no further business, the subcommittee 
will adjourn. We thank everybody. 

(Whereupon, at 4:47 p. m., the subcommittee adjourned.) 





House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES SUBCOMMITTEE No. 1, 
Washington, D. C., Monday, June 27, 1955. 


The subcommittee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Overton Brooks, chairman, 
presiding. 
(The following bill was under consideration :) 


[H. R. 7000, 84th Cong., Ist sess.] 
A BILL To provide for strengthening of the Reserve Forces, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Universal Military Training and Service 
Act (62 Stat. 604), as amended, is further amended as follows: 

(1) Section 4 (d) (3) is amended by striking out the words ‘eight years” and 
substituting in lieu thereof the words ‘‘six years’’. 

(2) Section 4 (d) (3) is further amended by adding at the end thereof the fol- 
lowing: ‘‘Provided, however, That any person who, while otherwise subject to the 
provisions of this Act, becomes a regular or duly ordained minister of religion 
shall, at his request, be entitled to a discharge in accordance with regulations 
adopted by the Secretary of Defense: Provided further, That a student preparing 
for the ministry in a recognized theological or divinity school shall not be required 
to serve on active duty, active training and service, active duty for training or 
inactive duty training while in such status: Provided further, That any person en- 
listing in the Army Reserve, the Naval Reserve, the Marine Corps Reserve, the 
Air Force Reserve, or the Coast Guard Reserve for a period of six years, which 
enlistments are hereby authorized, must agree to accept active duty for a period of 
two years. Following completion of such duty, he shall be a member of the Ready 
Reserve for a period which, when added to the time spent on active duty, shall 
total five years, providing he participates satisfactorily.”’. 

(3) Subsection 6 (c) is amended by changing the designation of present clause 
(b) paragraph (2) to clause (C), and inserting new clause (B) as follows: 

“Until July 1, 1959, whenever the President finds that the authorized strength 
of the Ready Reserve of the Army Reserve, Naval Reserve, Marine Corps Reserve, 
Air Force Reserve or Coast Guard Reserve cannot be maintained at the strengths 
deemed sufficient by him, he may authorize, under such regulations as may be 
prescribed by the Secretary of Defense, that volunteers be accepted, within quotas 
to be established by him (the quotas not to exceed a total of two hundred and fifty 
thousand persons annually for such reserve components) and thereafter any person, 
prior to attaining the age of eighteen years and six months and prior to the issuance 
of orders for him to report for induction may volunteer in the Army Reserve, Naval 
Reserve, Marine Corps Reserve, Air Force Reserve or Coast Guard Reserve, or 
units thereof, and such persons shall be deferred from training and service under 
the provisions of the Universal Military Training and Service Act, as amended, so 
long as he continues to serve satisfactorily as a member of such reserve component 
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in accordance with section 2 of this Act. Any person deferred under the provisions 
of this section shall remain liable for induction until attaining the twenty-eighth 
anniversary of his birth if he ceases to satisfactorily participate in such reserve 
components.” 

(4) Subsection 6 (d) (1) is amended by adding at the end thereof the following: 
“Upon graduation persons who successfully complete the Army or Air Force 
ROTC course or the Marine Corps platoon leaders’ class and are qualified shall 
be commissioned in the reserve of the appropriate service. Thereafter, such 
persons in excess of the active-forces requirements existing at that time, shall be 
ordered to active duty for training for a period of six months with the service in 
which commissioned. Upon the completion of such active duty for training such 
person shall be returned to inactive duty and assigned to an appropriate reserve 
unit for the remainder of the military obligation. The Secretary of Defense shall 
develop standards and regulations to require satisfactory participation by such a 
person. Failure to meet these standards may result in his commission in the 
reserve being revoked.” 

(5) Add new subsection 6 (p) as follows: 

“Notwithstanding any other provision of this Act, no person who is honorably 
discharged upon the completion of eight years of satisfactory service pursuant to 
enlistment or appointment under the authority of subsection (c), paragraph (2), 
clause (B) of this section, which Ssatisfactéry service includes six consecutive 
months of active duty for training performed pursuant to regulations prescribed 
by the Secretary of Defense, shall be liable for induction for training and service 
under this Act, except after a declaration of war or national emergency made by 
the Congress subsequent to the date of enactment of this subsection. For the 
purposes of this Act the words ‘active duty for training’ mean full-time duty in 
the active military service of the United States for training purposes. The 
National Security Training Commission shall act in an advisory capacity to the 
Secretary of Defense and the President, as Commander in Chief, with respect to 
the welfare of persons while serving on active duty for training for six months 
under this subsection. The National Security Training Commission shall report 
with respect to the welfare of such persons annually to the Congress. The advice 
and reports rendered by the National Security Training Commission pursuant 
to this section shall be with reference to the welfare of the persons involved and 
not with respect to the military training required. ‘The President is authorized, 
under such rules and regulations as he may prescribe, to provide for the selection 
of persons with critical skills engaged in critical defense-supporting industries and 
research who may be allowed, notwithstanding their age at the time they are 
ordered to report for induction, to fulfill their military obligation by serving on 
active duty for training and in a reserve component for a total of eight years 
under the terms of this subsection. Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
a person while undergoing six months’ active duty for training provided for in 
this subsection shall— 

“(j) be entitled to pay in the amount of $50 a month, as weil as for any 
period of hospitalization incident thereto; 

‘“‘(ii) for the purposes of subsistence and travel and transportation allow- 
ances and title IV of the Career Compensation Act of 1949, as amended, be 
treated as if he were serving in pay grade E-1 (under four months); and 

““(iii) be entitled to the benefits authorized for reservists by Public Law 108, 
Eighty-first Congress, approved June 20, 1949 (63 Stat. 201) (for the purposes 
of which the term ‘active duty for training’ shall be considered to be ‘extended 
naval or military service’), except that he shall not be entitled to the benefits 
of section 621 of the National Service Life Insurance Act of 1940, as amended, 
and the automatic indemnity coverage under the Servicemen’s Indemnity 
Act of 1951, as amended, shall be limited to thirty days after separation or 
release from the initial six months of active duty training.”’ 

(6) Section 9 (g) is amended by adding the following new paragraph, to be 
known as paragraph (4), to read as follows: 

‘Any person who performs six months of active duty for training pursuant to, 
and as defined in subsection 6 (p) of this Act shall be entitled, upon application 
for reemployment within sixty days after (a) release following satisfactory com- 
pletion of required training or (b) from hospitalization continuing after discharge 
for a period of not more than six months, to all reemployment rights and benefits 
provided by this section in the case of persons enlisted under the provisions 
of this title, except that any person so restored to a position in accordance with 
the provisions of this title shall not be discharged from such position without cause, 
within six months after such restoration.” 
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Sec. 2. Section 208 of the Armed Forces Reserve Act of 1952 (Public Law 476, 
Eighty-second Congress) as amended, is further amended as follows: 

(1) Redesignating subsections (g), (h), and (i) as (h), (i), and (j), and adding a 
new subsection (g) as follows: 

“(g) Unless otherwise provided by law, each person inducted, enlisted, or 
appointed in the Active Forces after July 27, 1953, shall upon his release from 
active service become a member of the Ready Reserve. Thereafter such person 
may be required to perform active duty for training or inactive duty training in 
the following manner: 

(1) An annual minimum of forty-eight assemblies for drill; or 

(2) When authorized by the appropriate Secretary concerned, other 
equivalent periods of training, 

and in addition to either (1) or (2) above, an annual period of active duty for 
training of not to exceed seventeen days.” 

Whenever a member of the Ready Reserve of the reserve components of the 
Army Reserve, the Naval Reserve, the Marine Corps Reserve, the Air Force 
Reserve, and the Coast Guard Reserve elects not to participate in any of the 
foregoing procedures, such member shall be offered the alternative of active duty 
for training of not to exceed thirty days annually. Any member of the Ready 
Reserve of the reserve component of the Army Reserve, the Naval Reserve, the 
Marine Corps Reserve, the Air Force Reserve, and the Coast Guard Reserve who 
fails through refusal, when able to perform his obligation pursuant to the above 
alternatives, may by competent authority be ordered to and required to perform 
active duty for training, without his consent, for not to exceed forty-five days 
annually. Notwithstanding any other provision of law, a person who served on 
active duty in the Armed Forces prior to July 27, 1953, will not be required, unless 
he has agreed or may hereafter agree, to participate in active duty for training or in 
inactive duty training in the Ready Reserve. 

(2) Section 208 (f) is amended by striking out the words “upon his request’’. 

(3) Subsection (j) as redesignated is amended by deleting (g) where it appears 
therein and substituting (h). 

(4) Add a new subsection (k) as follows: 

“(k) Under regulations prescribed by the President, each Armed Force of the 
United States shall provide a system of continuous screening of units and members 
of the Ready Reserve to insure that— 

“(a) no significant attrition will occur to those members or units during a 
mobilization ; 

“‘(b) there will be a proper balance of military skills; 

““(¢c) members of the Reserve forces possessing critical civilian skills will 
not be retained in numbers beyond the requirements for those skills except 
for persons who have military skills for which there is an overriding require- 
ment; 

“(d) with due respect to national security and military requirements, 
recognition is given to participation in combat; and 

‘“‘(e) members of the Reserve Forces whose mobilization in an emergency 
would result in extreme personal or community hardship are not retained in 
the Ready Reserve.” 

(5) Add a new subsection (1) as follows: 

*“(}) Under regulations prescribed by the appropriate Secretary, any member 
of the Ready Reserve may be transferred to the Standby Reserve.”’ 

Sec. 3. Notwithstanding the provisions of section 233 (a) of the Armed Forces 
Reserve Act of 1952 in time of war, or of national emergency declared by Congress, 
after the enactment of this amendatory Act, members of the Standby Reserve 
may be ordered to active duty only after a determination of availability by the 
Director of Selective Service. 

Sec. 4 Section 205 (b) of the Armed Forces Reserve Act of 1952 is amended 
by striking the words “one million five hundred thousand’’ and inserting the 
words “‘two million nine hundred thousand’’. 

Sec. 5. The Secretary of Defense shall cause records to be maintained in the 
three military departments, as far as practicable, on the number of persons 
participating in active duty for training in the reserve components and in a drill 
status with pay. The Secretary of Defense shall report in January of each year 
to the President and to the Congress on the progress as to the strengthening of the 
Reserve Forces. 

Sec. 6. Section 233 (b) (1) is amended by deleting the period at the end thereof 
and adding the following: ‘‘in excess of 1,000,000 members comprised of units 
and members thereof or any member not assigned to a unit organized for the 
purposes as serving as such’’. 
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Mr. Brooks. The subcommittee will please come to order. 

We have this morning as a witness, from the National Association 
for the Advancement of Colored People, president Clarence Mitchell. 
Is he here? 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. All right. If you will have a seat there, we will be 
glad to hear from you this morning with reference to the views of the 
National Association for the Advancement of Colored People. 

Mr. Mrrcneii. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

I would just like to say I just got in from our national convention 
in Atlantic City. 

Mr. Brooks. Are you president? 

Mr. Mircuetu. | am director of the Washington bureau. 

Mr. Brooks. Oh, director of the Washington bureau. 

Mr. Mircue iyi. And we have our statement. It is being mimeo- 
graphed. I brought part of it with me in order that I wouldn’t hold 
up the committee. And our counsel, Mr. J. Francis Pohlhaus, is 
checking it over, the last part of it. He will be along in a minute or 
two, and when he comes, I would appreciate it if he could sit with me 
at the witness table. 

Mr. Brooks. It is all right to have him sit with you. 

Why don’t you begin, then, and you can pick up when he comes in 
with what he has prepared? 

Mr. Mirenetyi. Thank you very much, Mr. Brooks. 


STATEMENT OF CLARENCE MITCHELL, DIRECTOR, WASHINGTON 
BUREAU, NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE ADVANCEMENT 
OF COLORED PEOPLE, ACCOMPANIED BY J. FRANCIS POHL- 
HAUS, COUNSEL 


Mr. Mrrcnety. Mr. Chairman and members of the subcommittee, 
on behalf of the National Association for the Advancement of Colored 
People, I wish to express appreciation to you for this opportunity to 
testify. 

When we were in our convention, the news came over the wires 
that this subcommittee had already approved the bill, or at least 
approved a bill, and we were under the impression that the whole 
matter had been concluded so far as the possibility of making an 
appearance is concerned. And I must admit that it was a very de- 
pressing feeling to think that there was a possibility that a piece of 
legislation so vital as this would be acted upon when persons wished 
to testify, even though they could not be present. 

I am especially grateful to you, Mr. Chairman, and to Mr. Vinson. 
I want to say, for whatever it is worth in the record, that the American 
people ought to be glad that in a country such as ours a chairman 
whose views I hardly think will correspond to the views of the National 
Association for the Advancement of Colored People on civil rights 
issues, and I would feel the same would be true of yourself, never- 
theless believes in the fundamental principle of fair play and would 
give to all persons an opportunity to be heard. As I said, I think 
that ought to be in the record, that I am proud to be able to say it. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 
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Mr. Vinson. I may state when I received the telegram I immedi- 
ately consulted you. So after consultation with you, I advised him 
that we would meet his request to give him a hearing this morning, 
as he had requested. 

Mr. Mrrcueuyi. Thank you very much. 

There is a lot of newspaper publicity to the effect that this revised 
bill eliminates many popularly described objectionable features, and 
there is also a statement that it eliminates inclusion of the National 
Guard in the defense program—in the Reserve training program. 

I would like to point out that as I have read this bill it amends the 
present Universal Military Training and Service Act. Section 6 (c) 
(2) (A) of that act allows the governor of any State to enlist into the 
National Guard young men under 18% whenever the Guard’s author- 
ized strength cannot be otherwise maintained. Such enlistees are 
then exempted from Federal service. 

We therefore propose the following amendment: 

Section 6 (c) (2) (A) of the Universal Military Training and Service 
Act, as amended, is further amended by substituting a comma for the 
period at the end thereof and adding the following 

Mr. Brooks. What page of the bill are you on? 

Mr. Mircueti. That was on page 1 of the first bill, H. R. 6900. 
It would be on page 2 of the revised bill, line 16. Do you find that? 

Mr. Brooks. I see page 2, line 16. 

Mr. MircHe.u. Yes, sir. 

Line 16 says: 





Subsection 6 (c) is amended by changing the designation of the present clause 
and inserting the following— 
I didn’t have this revised bill to work with. I had to work with the 
original bill. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. What is the amendment? 

Mr. Mircuetu. The amendment is as follows, Mr. Van Zandt: 


Provided that said unit 
referring of course to the National Guard 
does not exclude or segregate any person on the basis of race, creed, color or 
national origin. 

The point of this is that the governors would be given the right 
which the present Universal Military Training and Service Act gives 
to them of enlisting people in the National Guard and thereafter 
exempting them from Federal service, but only if the National Guard 
of that State is opened to all people without regard to race and there 
is no segregation in that National-Guard. 

The Department of Defense has stated that present policies of the 
armed services on the matter of racial segregation will continue 
under the proposed expanded program of military training. 

This means that we shall have two armies. The first part of the 
program administered by the Department of Defense will give equal 
opportunity to all on a nonsegregated basis so far as race is concerned. 
The part of the program administered by the States through units of 
the National Guard will be segregated in the areas of the country 
where most of the colored people live. 

As we see it, racial segregation in any unit that may be called to 
defend the country is not only a gross violation of civil rights of 
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colored people but it is also an attempt to have the Nation commit 
suicide. 

Six officers who served in the Maryland National Guard have 
prepared a petition to Governor Theodore R. McKeldin of that 
State. 

Before I read a quote from that petition, I would just like to mention 
to you gentlemen that as long as I can remember, colored people have 
served in the Maryland National Guard. 

In World War I they were willing to serve as a separate company. 
A lot of them were shot up and killed over in France. They came 
back and in the years between World War I and World War II they 
participated in drills. They were actively engaged in preparing for 
the defense of the country. They served on the frontlines throughout 
World War II, and many of those young men were wounded. ‘They 
returned to this country and entered into peacetime activities. Some 
of them opened law offices. Some of them went back to teaching in 
the schools. Some of them are and were businessmen, finding their 
way back into life. 

But there came a day when the Korean war began, and that 
group of young men marched off with the Nation flying on a segregated 
basis from the State of Maryland. They went to Korea and because of 
the necessities of combat, they were integrated in Korea. So far as I 
know, not one of them grumbled about giving up their jobs, about 
giving up whatever measure of security they had been able to estab- 
lish. The country needed them. They had served in World War II, 
but they were willing to go off and fight in Korea. There they were 
integrated. And this is a condition that they face today. They want 
to serve in the National Guard. They want to continue defending 
the country. But the State of Maryland has said to those men who 
served on an integrated basis in Korea that now, as we are gearing up 
for a new program of defense, you must return to the old condition 
of segregation. 

Six officers who served in the Maryland National Guard have pre- 
pared a petition to Governor Theodore R. McKeldin of that State. 
The petition includes the following: 

Facilities offered to Negroes in the Maryland National Guard are clearly and 
measurably inferior to those available to whites. The single unit for Negroes in 
Maryland is in Baltimore, but white persons throughout the State may partici- 
pate in National Guard activities in more than a dozen armories in other sections 
of the State. Negroes may join only a transportation battalion. White persons 
may join the infantry, artillery, engineers, a fighter squadron, and a medical unit 
and an armored tank company. It cannot be said that the Negro members of 


the Maryland National Guard, who served with distinction in the Korean con- 
flict— 


and I think this is important— 


indeed, they were the only unit of the Maryland National Guard which served 
there, are unfit to associate with white comrades in arms. In Korea, in battle, 
members of Maryland’s Negro units served with or commanded mixed units. 

I have spoken to Mr. Devereux several times about a Col. Vernon 
Greene, who is here in the city of Washington. Colonel Greene was 
one of the officers of the Maryland National Guard who served as a 
commanding officer of an integrated unit and served with distinc- 
tion in Korea. 

The delegates to the annual conference of our organization have 
just concluded their sessions in Atlantic City. Like any group of 
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persons who have varied interests and come from different parts of 
the country, they had many healthy differences of opinion. Very 
few of our resolutions passed without lively debate and some revision. 
On the following resolution, however, the delegates were unanimous. 
That resolution is as follows: 

Whereas the National Association for the Advancement of Colored People 
urges Congressman Adam Clayton Powell to stand firm on his antisegregation 
amendment to the Armed Forces Reserve bill: and 

Whereas, we condemn all efforts to force withdrawal or circumvent this amend- 
ment, whether by President Eisenhower in his denunciation of this so-called rider 
or by Congressman Vinson in his efforts to substitute a new bill or the efforts of 
any other Congressman or administrative official, 

We, the delegates to the 46th Annual Convention of the NAACP desire to go 
on record endorsing the amendment to end segregation in all National Guard units 
and call upon President Eisenhower and Members of Congress to support such 
amendment. 

It is the will of the convention that this resolution be sent to the President, the 
House majority leader, the House minority leader, Chairman Vinson, and 
Congressman Powell, immediately. 

That is the end of the resolution. 

Now I would like to remind the members of the subcommittee this 
resolution does not oppose a Reserve training program. It merely 
says if there is to be a program, let all participate, without the stigma 
of racial segregation. 

In his press conference on June 8, 1955, and subsequently, after 
the national emergency alert, the President called this type of amend- 
ment extraneous. He also said that in an emergency every hamlet 
and important city in the United States is likely to be on the front line. 

We do not question that the President is right when he says that we 
must be ready to use ail of our manpower effectively in every city and 
hamlet in any emergency. Our difference with the President is that 
he is willing to settle for using all white manpower in the National 
Guard units of great cities like Charleston, S. C., Birmingham, Ala., 
and Atlanta, Ga. In these cities more than 30 percent of the popula- 
tion is colored. 

We cannot see how it is a wise use of manpower. We cannot see 
how this is a program of complete mobilization for defense if 30 per- 
cent of the population is going to be excluded from the vital arm of 
defense known as the National Guard simply because that part of the 
population is colored. 

We have in the past opposed any defense program that exposes the 
Nation to danger by limiting the use of manpower on the basis of race. 
We shall never agree with anyone, not even our great President, who 
tells us that we must not make an all-out effort to contribute our skills 
and abilities to the defense of our country in an emergency. 

When the House of Representatives approved the Powell amend- 
ment to the Reserve bill, Secretary of Defense Wilson held a press 
conference and implied that this was some kind of a revolutionary 
move to change conditions overnight. 

A surprise attack on our country could wipe out millions of people 
in a matter of hours, or perhaps minutes. This is no time for equivo- 
cation about whether a nonsegregation provision in defense legislation 
is an invasion of States rights. If an H-bomb falls on Georgia, all 
will be lost in that State, including States rights. 

We believe that if Mr. Wilson had reminded the people of the 
country of this possibilitv, very few Members of Congress would 
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oppose a program of training all citizens without the ridiculous waste 
of racial segregation. 

The amendment we propose is vital. We urge that it be approved. 

And, Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the committee’s permission 
to offer for the record a letter which we sent to the New York Times 
over the signature of Roy Wilkins, executive secretary of our organ- 
ization. 

The reason we offer this letter is a great many newspapers around 
the country have been writing editorials in their news columns instead 
of reporting the news. They have said we have injected the race 
issue into this defense program. 

They have pictured Congressman Powell and those of us who sup- 
port him as forming a coalition with people who want to kill the bill. 

I don’t know of any coalition that anybody has formed. So far as 
1 am concerned, I believe that most of the American people would 
prefer to have an integrated Army, using all the people defending the 
country, than to have a white Army out on the frontline fighting, 
with the colored people back home and not participating in it, even 
though they might want to participate in it. 

This letter of Mr. Wilkins’ attempts to answer some of those 
questions. 

| would like permission to insert it, and I would like permission at 
a later time to insert some editorials, which I do not now have, from 
the colored press. There are about four of them, Mr. Chairman, if 
it would be agreeable. 

Mr. Brooks. If there is no objection, let the letter be inserted in 
the record. 

(The letter and editorials follow: ) 


(The New York Times, June 16, 1955] 
ANTISEGREGATION AMENDMENTS NECESSARY 


LETTERS TO THE TIMES: SEGREGATION IN RESERVES—CONCERN Over BILL 
Sain To Be Wirh a Virat Puase or MI itary SERVICE 
To the Epiror oF THE NEW YorK TIMEs, 

In your editorial of June 10 on the military Reserves bill it is a source of some 
little gratification that you grant that the antisegregation amendment proposed 
“was not entirely extraneous.”’ In this small and passing delineation you differ— 
and soundly—from Arthur Krock’s assumption in his column of the same date, 
and from President Eisenhower’s sweeping characterization in his press con- 
ference of June 8. 

It seems to us that Mr. Eisenhower, the New York Times, and others have 
confused the public on a legislative technique and have placed an undeserved onus 
on the antisegregationists. We all know that hundreds of amendments to bills 
are presented to the Congress each session, debated and adopted or rejected. 
In the vast majority of cases these are legitimate, germane proposals in tune with 
the substantive matter of the bills and helpful in effectuating the general goal. 
The term “rider” is seldom applied to the great bulk of such proposals. However, 
this label is reserved for those proposals which have little or no relation to the 
substantive matter under consideration. 


ESTABLISHED POLICY 


As you have conceded, the question of segregation of men in uniform is related 
to a military Reserves bill. An established Federal policy of nonsegregation is 
now in effect and functioning in all the Federal armed services. Indeed, the 
Eisenhower administration has made much of this in its claim that it has a good 
record on the segregation question. 





Bae ore SS — 











writers al 








4265 


Are we now to set up a military Reserve plan for the training of men to defend 
the country, closing our eyes to the glaring repudiation of existing policy involved 
in permissive segregation in such a plan? Are 2 brothers, 1 in Korea and | in the 
homeland Reserves to be treated differently as they defend or prepare to defend 
their country? How can it be denied, logically, that a proposal to eliminate this 
probability is not germane to a military Reserves bill? 

If certain groups were seeking to solve the gamut Of problems of racial segre- 
gation in American life by advocating this amendment they would be fairly sub- 
ject to the charge of using the “rider” technique; but here the only concern is 
with a vital phase of military service. 

We take issue with the implication that we, as antisegregationists, are making 
‘the defense of our country dependent upon all of us getting our own ways here.”’ 
The prosegregationists in the Congress who have served notice that they will 
sacrifice the defense of our country (by burying the bill) if their segregation formula 
is disturbed are the culprits deserving this rebuke. Let it be addressed to them. 


IMPLICATIONS SEEN 


We are equally distressed that the New York Times should imply, as it does 
in its editorial, that the real purpose of the amendment was to block the original 
measure, rather than to defeat segregation. 

We consider that both these implications unfairly and unjustifiably impugn 
the patriotism of antisegregationists, while setting scot-free (and enshrining with 
patriotism) those who have used their power in congressional committees to veto 
this measure until it meets their obsolete concept of race. 

We feel similarly about the bill to aid the States in school construction. The 
Supreme Court has ruled public school segregation unconstitutional, but some 
governors, legislatures, and United States Senators have vowed defiance. In such 
circumstances an amendment to insure that Federal moneys are not used to subsi- 
dize noncompliance with the Supreme Court ruling seems to us eminently fitting, 
proper, and germane—far from being ‘‘extraneous.”’ 

We believe the President was ill-advised in his June 8 remarks. 

Roy WILKINS, 
Executive Secretary, National Association for the Advancement of Colored People. 
New York, June 10, 1955. 


(Distributed by National Association for the Advancement of Colored People, 
20 West 40th Street, New York 18, N. Y. Longacre 3-6890.) 





[Chicago Defender, June 25, 1955] 
SURRENDER TO BIGOTRY 


We regard as highly regrettable the remarks of the President at his recent 
press conference when he called the proposed antisegregation rider to the National 
Guard Peserve Act “extraneous” and “erroneous.” 

Representative Adam Clayton Powell, of New York, who has been strong in 
his praise of the Eisenhower record in civil rights led a vigorous and successful 
floor fight in the House of Representatives a few weeks ago to get his amendment 
attached to the bill. He was cheered by both southern Democrats and northern 
Republicans for his stand. 

In brief, the Powell provision simply guarantees that there will be no nullifica- 
tion of the hard-won integration in the armed services by allowing Southern 
States to train segregated units in the National Guard to go into action on a 
segregated basis. 

The President went further in applying his same opposition of antisegregation 
riders to Federal aid to education. This, in effect, is denying the very principle 
of the Supreme Court decision in the schools cases because it will allow those 
States defying or seeking to circumvent the high court ruling to build more 
segregated schools. 

During the press conference the President asked whether the fact that all of us 
-an’t have our way in social progress meant that we do not want to defend our 
country. Here we must rebuke the Chief Executive sharply, for the suggestion 
that the Negro population of this country is attempting to hamstring the defense 
of our country and is thereby disloyal. 

The Negro has no apologies whatsoever to make for his record of loyalty. 
Indeed his sacrifices have been far greater in the defense of his country for despite 
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segregation, he fought valiantly to protect at the needless waste of precious lives 
because of discrimination. 

The question is not one of “having our way.’’ It is the basic guaranty of the 
Constitution of the United States of guaranteeing equality to all citizens. What 
the President is doing is actually surrendering to sectionalism because he knows 
that powerful southern opposition has time and time again forced the country 
to yield to its bigoted way of thinking. 

It is high time that the administration and the Congress of the United States 
stop pampering the South as a form of political expediency and stand on the 
Constitution of this country. It is not the Negro who is disloyal and insistent 
upon having his way. The President should take another look southward. 


{Washington edition of the Pittsburgh Courier, June 18, 1955] 
An EDITORIAL: SECURITY AND SEGREGATION 


President Eisenhower urged, with obvious feeling, last Wednesday that the 
Powell amendment to the manpower reserve bill be removed. It was clear from 
what the President said that he did not think it fair, even patriotic, to attach an 
antisegregation rider to the bill. 

What the President said is so important that we quote him in part: 

“Tt is entirely erroneous to try to get legislation of this character through by 
tacking it on to something that is so vital to the security of the United States. 

“T just don’t believe that it is the place to have any kind of extraneous legisla- 
tion.” 

The President truthfully said that the record of his administration “on carry- 
ing out its pledges in this whole field of segregation is a good one.” 

However, we seriously disagree with the President and his resentment toward 
the Powell resolution, particularly to the language which implies that segregation 
is an extraneous issue and to the suggestion that those who support such an 
amendment are carelessly and recklessly jeopardizing the security of the United 
States. 

Referring to the controversial rider, the President says: ‘‘Why not put these 
things on their own and decide them?” 

Well, that is exactly what was done when the Nation adopted the 13th, 14th 
and 15th amendments to the Constitution, what was done when the United States 
Supreme Court outlawed racially segregated public schools and colleges, and 
what was done when the President. ended. segregation and discrimination be- 
cause of race or color in the Armed Forces. 

Bluntly, the President would characterize the Powell amendment as racially 
selfish and inimical to the best interests of the country as a whole. 

From this position he would place blame for the precarious position of the bill, 
and whatever it might mean to national security, on Mr. Powell or the racial 
group to which Mr. Powell belongs. 

That is a false impression to spread from the White House. 

Mr. Powell’s amendment simply prohibits the assignment or enlistment of men 
in any National Guard or Reserve unit practicing racial segregation. 

How ridiculous and paradoxical it would be for the Federal Government to 
outlaw Jim Crowism in the regular Armed Forces and then turn around and 
subsidize it in the various States in deference to ideas of racial separatism and 
white supremacy. 

The amendment was voted through in the House of Representatives 126-87. 
When Chairman Vinson of the Armed Services Committee asked the House to 
throw out the Powell amendment, he lost 167-143. 

The segregationists then got together. They said they would kill the bill rather 
than pass it with the Powel amendment. 

Actually, it is these segregationists, mostly from Southern States, who are 
holding up the bill and creating the risk to national security, if any, about which 
the President is so much concerned. 

Why does not the President ask these men to face up to the facts of life so far as 
national security is concerned? 

Standing pat by his amendment, Congressman Powell said: 

‘‘When the colored peoples are being wooed by communism, we cannot afford 
to do anything to suggest that we are going backward.” 

We agree. There is nothing more vital to the security of the United States 
than the manner in which we can make the democracy we talk about work at 
home. 
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No manpower reserve, regardless of size, nor atom nor hydrogen bombs, will 
make us secure if we do not succeed in convincing the rest of the world, mostly 
colored, that we are not hypocrites on this matter of democracy. : 

Instead of being extraneous, we believe the Powell amendment to be essential 
to the manpower reserve bill. 

We believe the President should train his guns on the foes of the Powell amend- 
ment—those who would keep America from being a living demonstration of the 
concept that here equality of opportunity for any one citizen is far more valuable 
for our internal and external strength than a carload of hydrogen bombs. 

This is our position and the President can scarcely expect us to blow hot and cold 
with the same breath, as it were, on matters so vital to our future progress. 

Mr. Brooks. Do you have-a further statement? 

Mr. Mircue.tyi. That concludes our statement, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, does anybody else in your group have a state- 
mert here that he wishes to make at this time? 

Mr. Mitcueti. No. I just wanted to acknowledge the presence 
of Mr. Pohlhaus, who is the counsel of the Washington Bureau. He 
helped in the preparation of this statement. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, then, he has no statement, either. | 

If there are no further statements, are there any questions that 
anybody has? 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Did I understand you to say that you approve of 
the President’s nonsegregation policies as they apply to the Armed 
Forces today? 

Mr. Mircuety. Yes, Mr. Van Zardt. We raised a question about 
this matter when the program was first under consideration, and be- 
fore the bill had come to Congress. At that time we received assur- 
ance from the Department of Defense that the portion of the program 
which would be under its direction would be operated as the armed 
services now operate, op a nonsegregated basis. 

Mr. Van Zanot. Therefore, then, you would approve H. R. 7000 as 
it is today? 

Mr. Mircueiy. No. Iam coming to that. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Well, now, let’s stick to the Armed Forces, and 
we are not including the National Guard. If you approve the 
President’s nonsegregation policies as they apply to the Armed Forces 
today—I am now talking about the Army, Navy, Air Force, and 
Marine Corps, plus their Reserves—then you would approve H. R. 
7000? 

Mr. Mircuetu. Are you now excluding that part of H. R. 7000 
which has to do with amending the Universal Military Training Act? 

Mr. Van Zanpr. I am including that language which amends the 
Universal Military Training Act. 

Mr. MircuHe.u. No, we would not approve it. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Well, it does not include National Guard. 

Mr. Mircuetu. It does. You see’, as we pointed out in our testi- 
mony, under the Universal Military Training Act, the governor of a 
State, when he is running short on his enlistment quotas, may enlist 
persons and individuals will thereafter be exempt from service in the 
other forces. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. That is already in the law. 

Mr. Mircue.tu. That is correct. But if you attach it to a com- 
pulsory Reserve program, you therefore discriminate against colored 
people in that you say to a white young man, “If you wnat to enlist 
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in the National Guard in Georgia, you may do so, but if you are a 
colored man, you may not do so.”’ 

Mr. Van Zanpr. But I want to point out to you that we are not 
disturbing that provision of existing law. 

Mr. Mircue.v. I know, but you are including it. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. It is there already. 

Mr. Mircuety. That is correct. 

Mr. Zan Zanpt. It is already there. 

Mr. Mrrcueuu. But the effect of this bill, as I understand it, is 
to make compulsory the completion of a period of service in a Reserve 
training program. 

Now, as long as it is on a voluntary basis, it is a disgrace that the 
National Guard would be segregated, but it is not necessarily an 
attack on the individual rights of colored people who may be affected 
by a compulsory program. 

The minute this program becomes compulsory and there is offered 
to white young people, just because they are white, a type of service 
different from that which is offered to colored young people, then it 
is discriminatory and we think that the Congress ought to make the 
Nation conscious of the need to meet the emergency and use all 
people by amending the existing law. 

Mr. Brooks. Any further questions? If not—— 

Mr. Puiiern. Yes. 

Has he proposed a specific amendment? 

Mr. Mircnety. Yes, Mr. Philbin. What we had proposed was 
that the section 6 (c) (2) (A) of the Universal Military Training and 
Service. Act be amended. And I will just read the section the way— 
do you have that section [confers with associate]. 

The effect of this would be, Mr. Philbin, that a young man could 
enlist in the National Guard in lieu of performing the compulsory 
period of training, but if the governor of the State in which that 
National Guard was located asked that such young man be allowed 
to enlist, the Governor would have to agree that the unit would not 
exclude people on the basis of race nor segregate them on the bass 
of race. 

As I pointed out just before you arrived, we have right now a very 
acute problem in the State of Maryland where the colored men who 
are members of the National Guard want to continue to serve in the 
National Guard but they will not serve on a segregated basis because 
they were integrated in Korea and they think this is a backward step 
to come back to their own country and be segregated. 

Mr. Puiteiy. And your amendment proposes to acknowledge and 
endorse the principle of nonsegregation? 

Mr. Mircuetyu. Yes, Mr. Philbin. 

Mr. Puusin. As to all of the Armed Forces and particularly as to 
the National Guard? . 

Mr. MircHetui. We can’t see how there is any real difference 
between the National Guard, which I believe all the members of this 
committee would agree is the first line of defense of the country, is 
any different from the rest of the armed services. We can’t see how 
it makes sense to, in this period when we are not facing a shooting war, 
to say that we will segregate people whom we know we will have to 
integrate when we get into a shooting war. 

Mr. Puteri. | understand the point you are making. 
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Mr. Winsteap. Mr. Chairman. You will agree, however, that our 
State militia or National Guard constitutes the Armed Forces of the 
respective States. It is clear that under our Constitution the ap- 
pointment of officers and the training of the militia is a function 
reserved to the States. There is no power in the Congress of the 
United States to control the training or activities of the militia or 
National Guard except to provide for disciplining. The appointment 
of officers and the training of the militia remains the function of the 
States until such time as the militia may be called into Federal service 
in accordance with law. Until such time as this is done the National 
Guard retains its status as State militia. 

Mr. MircwHetu. Well, Mr. Winstead, we don’t propose to try to 
offer a constitutional argument to justify this point of view, but we 
have it nevertheless, and I think we could justify it. 

We don’t believe that there is anything in the Constitution of the 
United States which says that the National Guard, as we know it 
today, is the kind of thing that the Founding Fathers of the country 
had in mind when they placed it under the direction of the State 
governors. 

Mr. Winsteap. I think we would all have to agree that our 
Founding Fathers gave control of the militia to the States, rather 
than the Federal Government, because they believed the States were 
in a better position to handle their activities. 

During the recent Korean war many of our National Guard units 
were called into Federal service. The members were integrated 
into all branches of armed services. 

But when these men were released from Federal service they 
ceased to be under the jurisdiction of the Armed Forces and re- 
verted to their former status as members of the National Guard or 
militia. They were returned to the jurisdiction of the governors of 
their respective States. 

I was just thinking that if we are going to approach this thing 
from your viewpoint, it seems to me that it would be appropriate for 
you to go into these States where you say that the great masses of 
those ol 8 believe in integration live—take New York State or Ohio, 
for instance—and many other places and set up shining examples of 
this integration you talk so much about. Then maybe the people 
of other sections of our country would be more sympathetic with your 
views. But when you start dealing with the National Guard, you 
are dealing strictly with a State organization. Until such time as 
it is federalized, it retains its status as such. It is only when National 
Guard units become federalized that they become subjected to the 
President’s nonsegregation policies. 

Mr. Brooks. Anything further? 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WinsteEap. Yes. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Is it not true that we have nonsegregation in the 
majority of the States as applies to the National Guard, based on a 
proclamation issued by the governor of that State? 

Mr. Winsteap. Well, I might say this, that segregation and non- 
segregation have been discussed back and forth and back and forth. 
When I was in Vietnam in 1953, I observed that the Chinese and 
Japanese there were segregated. This condition exists to some extent 
throughout all sections of the world. 
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It seems to me that our first interest should be the security of our 
country by the building up of our Defense Establishment, rather than 
trying to set up a social institution in our Military Establishment 
through the forcing of nonsegregation policies on our National Guard. 

Mr. Mircue.u. Mr. Winstead, I would say, respectfully, that there 
is nothing social about teaching a man how to die as a brave and 
courageous individual in defense of his country. This is not a social 
question. This is a question of whether 

Mr. Winsreap. I do not think that because the Federal Govern- 
ment has the authority to call the National Guard into Federal service 
in an emergency, that this gives Congress the right to enact laws to 
promote social reforms in our National Guard. As I have stated a 
number of times before, the militia or National Guard is strictly a 
State organization and has been since the founding of our great 
country. 

Mr. Mircuetu. I would just like to say that in your statement 
you pointed out that the Mississippi National Guard would be under 
the direction of the Governor. What we propose merely says that if 
the Governor wants to federalize his National Guard, and he does 
federalize it, the minute he says he wants to participate in this pro- 
gram—if he wants to participate in this program—then it would be on 
the basis of admitting all people. If Mississippi doesn’t want to 
participate, all they have to do is stay out. 

Mr. Winsteap. If we had only one race of people in the United 
States I would still maintain that our National Guard or State militia 
should be under control of the governors of the respective States. If 
every person in this country were of one race and no race problems 
existed, I would still be of the opinion that the National Guard 
should be under control of the States until such time as they are 
federalized. 

Mr. Mironey. Well, I am just emphasizing, Mr. Winstead, that it 
is voluntary so far as this proposal is concerned. If the governor of 
any State decides that he would rather keep segregation instead of 
participating in the program, he doesn’t have to participate. There 
is nothing in our proposal or even in the present law that would compel 
him to have the National Guard. But it would say in a great many 
States that here is a system under which we can make a better use of 
our manpower than we are now making. It is my belief, on the basis 
of experience, that if this were a part of the law, the States of Ten- 
nessee, Kentucky, Missouri, Virginia, and many others would begin 
a program of integration, and I submit also that on the basis of what 
I know about the State of Mississippi, on personal contact—some of 
my people come from down there—what I know about the State of 
Mississippi leads me to believe that if this were a part of the law, the 
wise leaders of Mississippi would recognize that they had to make use 
of one-half of the State’s population which is colored, and they would 
integrate them into the National Guard. 

I think the same wisdom which led the people of the Mississippi 
National Guard to fight with good heart and good spirit on an inte- 
grated basis in the Korean war would lead them to do this thing with 
good grace and good spirit. 

Mr. Winsteap. I believe that the people of all the States would 
get along better and it would be to the best interest of all the races, if 
those people who so loudly profess to believe in total integration were 
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to practice what they preach and show to all shining examples of 
integration at work. I believe that the leaders of all races in our 
country who believe in States rights should make known their beliefs 
when they feel that States rights are being threatened. 

Mr. Brooks. Any further questions at all? If not, I think we 
have gotten the statement here. So we thank everybody for appear- 


ing here. 

If there is no further business of the subcommittee 

Mr. Jounson. Just a moment. 

Didn’t you have a man coming here to testify? 

Mr. Mircuetyi. No, Mr. Johnson. He is here. This is Mr. 
Pohlhaus. 

Mr. Brooks. That is the counsel there. 

Mr. MircHe... I might say Mr. Pohlhaus—I am from the State of 
Maryland and Mr. Pohlhaus is also from the State of Maryland. 
And he is a veteran who served in the integrated armed Services. 

I would like to offer those editorials, Mr. Chairman, if I may, that 
I said we would have. 

Mr. Brooks. Let the editorial be placed in the record. 

(The editorial follows:) 





(The Afro-American, June 14, 1955] 
We’RE DISAPPOINTED, Mr. PRESIDENT 


Ali Americans who believe in justice and fair play must have been sorely dis- 
appointed in President Eisenhower’s remarks at his press conference last week. 

In one breath the President says that trained National Guard units are vital 
to our defense program and that men in every hamlet who may be called upon to 
defend their country should have advantage of this prior training. 

And in the next breath, he insists that the 21 States which have Jim Crow units 
or forbid colored men to enlist in the National Guard should be permitted the use 
of Federal funds to continue to do so. 

We say that for President Eisenhower to link these two statements is shocking. 
It is unworthy of him. 

Segregation in the Nation’s Armed Forces has been abolished by the President’s 
order. 

Segregation as enforced by the various States has been outlawed by the United 
States Supreme Court. 

Enforced public segregation is a lawless procedure, and has no connection with 
what the President benignly calls “social progress.”’ 

Neither is it merely a question of individuals “having their way”’ as Mr. Eisen- 
hower puts it. 

It is a question of the Government, State and Federal and, above all, the 
Nation’s Chief Executive, acknowledging the United States Constitution and 
enforcing it. 

The President’s Reserve and National Guard bill is not being held up by 
Adam Clayton Powell, whose antisegregation amendment was approved by a 
majority of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. Powell is not the culprit as the President so unfairly implies. 

The blame should be paid squarely at the doorstep of Carl Vinson, of Georgia. 

resins prejudice above patriotism, Mr. Vinson, as chairman of the House 
Armed Services Committee, has pigeonholed the measure because he doesn’t 
want Georgia’s National Guard to accept all qualified citizens as required by law. 

Mr. Vinson knows, even if Mr. Eisenhower doesn’t, that if allowed to come 
to a vote, the bill, Powell’s amendment included, would pass overwhelmingly. 

We submit it’s time the President stood up to the lawless southern minority 
rather than ask millions of patriotic American citizens to postpone once again 
full enjoyment of their constitutional rights. 

If he doesn’t, we hope Congress never passes the measure. 


Mr. Brooks. Do you have any other editorials you want to put 
in the record? 
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Mr. Mrrcuety. There may be 1 or 2. I could mail them, if it is 
agreeable. 

Mr. Brooks. If you send them to us, we will put them in the 
record. 

Mr. Ducanper. Mr. Chairman, at this point I would like to insert 
in the record the statement of the National Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union and also an analysis of existing law and legislative 
proposals to provide for the strengthening of the Reserve Forces, 
prepared by National Defense Analyst Eilene Galloway, Legislative 
Reference Service, the Library of Congress. 

Mr. Brooks. Let them be placed in the record. 

(They are as follows:) 


STATEMENT OF NATIONAL WOMAN’S CHRISTIAN TEMPERANCE UNION 


We regret that because of the impossibility of intelligently commenting on the 
provisions of a bill when you do not have an opportunity to study it, this state- 
ment could not be made until after the subcommittee had acted on the bill. 

This bill injects a new element into the proposed Reserve picture. ROTC 
and Marine Corps Platoon Leaders’ Club graduates in excess of the number 
required by the Armed Forces are to be sent into the Regular forces for 6 months’ 
active training. It would seem to us that this would considerably complicate 
the problem of the Regular forces to train all these Reserve personnel, epsecially 
if they should have to be called on to fight a Korean-type engagement while doing 
so. The ROTC and Platoon Leaders’ Clubs are supposed to have had training. 
We suspect this provision would make ROTC, etc., considerably less attractive, 
also. 

However, from our point of view this still further emphasizes the fact that 
Congress, in passing this bill, will have given inadequate protection to these youths 
under 1844 enlisting directly into the Reserves so far as protection against alcoholic 
beverages, and of their morals are concerned. The provision that the National 
Security Training Commission shall act in an advisory capacity gives their 
recommendations no real authority and this is not cured by the requirement that 
they shall report annually to Congress. 

Also a new and dangerous element has been introduced in the bill by giving 
the Secretary of Defense carte blanche to determine what shall constitute ‘‘satis- 
factory participation” in the Reserve program. A Secretary of Defense could 
thereby establish standards that would make fulfillment so difficult that it would 
be impossible for reservists to satisfactorily fulfill them and escape the draft and 
other penalties. This is too much power to give to the Secretary of Defense. 

We feel that this is a dangerous bill and that it falls short of that responsible 
direction which Congress owes to these men in requiring them to accept condi- 
tions which may have such a far-reaching effect on their lives, and especially is 
this true when dealing with matters affecting the welfare of teen-age youth being 
put under the authority of a branch of the Federal Government. 

We oppose this bill. 

Respectfully submitted. 

EvizABETH A. SMART, 
For National Woman’s Christian Temperance Union. 


THE NATIONAL RESERVE PLAN 


An analysis of existing law and legislative proposals to provide for the strengthening 
of the Reserve Forces, 84th Congress, Ist session 


I, INTRODUCTION 


There are several reasons why the problem of military manpower is being 
reviewed by the 84th Congress. The Universal Military Training and Service 
Act (65 Stat. 75) was due to expire on June 30, 1955, thus affecting the present 
authority for the induction of men by the Selective Service System. At the same 
time there appeared to be no diminution of the international threat of aggression 
and of the need for the United States to be prepared in the event of sudden nuclear 
warfare. It was necessary to reexamine the military strength needed by the 
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active forces on a steady, long-term basis, and to relate this factor to the numbers 
of trained Reserves that would be essential to augment the Regular units during 
a national emergency. Above all, it was .important to examine the Reserve 
structure in the light of the objectives we had hoped to achieve when our present 
laws were passed. Several studies by executive and legislative groups revealed 
that the Reserve Forces were suffering from a complication of difficulties. 


Il. THE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE ON MILITARY SECURITY 


On January 13, 1955, President Eisenhower sent to the Congress his message 
on the Military Security of the United States. He pointed out that our security 
depends upon having Active Forces ready for instant action, and trained Reserve 
Forces that are ready for mobilization. ‘‘Never, in peacetime,” said the President, 
“have we achieved this proper military posture. The penalties of our unreadiness 
have been manifold—in treasure, in blood, in the heartbreak of a mighty nation 
buying time with the lives of men.”’ The President referred to the fact that his 
recommendations were based upon exhaustive studies that had been made of 
military manpower. He recommends that the present authority for inducting 
young men by the Selective Service System be extended for 4 years—from July 
1, 1955 to July 1, 1959; that the special legislation authorizing induction of 
doctors and dentists be extended from July 1, 1955 to July 1, 1957; and that 
the Congress enact legislation to strengthen the Reserve Forces so that they 
could meet the requirements for essential mobilization. 

These recommendations were embodied in three bills that were introduced at 
the beginning of the 84th Congress: H. R. 3005 to extend the induction authority 
of Selective Service for 4 years; H. R. 6057 to extend the draft of doctors and 
dentists for 2 years; and H. R. 2967 to provide for the National Reserve Plan. 
H. R. 2967, the administration bill, was changed by the House Armed Services 
Committee so that the National Reserve Plan first came before the House as 
H. R. 5297. A revised version, H. R. 6900, was later amended and introduced 
as H. R. 7000. These measures, together with the Military Career Incentive 
Act of 1955, were considered to be interrelated parts of a military manpower 
policy that would promote the national defense. 

One characteristic that the bills have in common is that they are in the form 
of amendments to the basic laws which are now in effect rather than completely 
new legislative proposals. Before taking up the changes that could be expected 
to result from the enactment of new amendments, it is therefore necessary to 
describe the main provisions of the two major laws on military manpower that 
were passed by the 82d Congress: (A) The Universal Military Training ard 
Service Act (€5 Stat. 75); and (B) the Armed Forces Reserve Act of 1952 (66 
Stat. 481). In addition, it is necessary to mention (C) the National Defense 
Act, as amended (39 Stat. 166), because adoption of the National Reserve Plan 
would require the amendment of certain provisions. 

It may first be noted, however, in view of the questions that have been raised 
by the National Reserve Plan proposals, that if only H. R. 3005 and H. R. 6057 
are passed, the effect will be to extend (with only minor amendments) the legisla- 
tion that now authorizes our existing system of military training and service. 


III, BASIC LAWS NOW IN EFFECT 


A. The Universal Military Training and Service Act (65 Stat. 75), which 
amended the Selective Service Act of 1948, was enacted on June 19, 1951, with 
an expiration date of June 30, 1955. It is largely because this act was to expire 
during the present session of Congress that it became necessary to reexamine 
its provisions and duration. Passed during the iCorean war, the purpose of this 
act was “first to raise immediately the manpower necessary to build avd main- 
tain an armed force of the size determined by the Joint Chiefs of Staff to be our 
minimum security requirement, and, secondly, to provide for the maintenance 
of an adequate force of trained Reserves for the future security of the United 
States.” 2 

In brief, the act provides that every man between 18 and 26 years of age shall 
register for military service; that those between 18'4 and 26 years shall be liable 
for training and service in the Armed Forces; that they must meet minimum 
standards of physical and mental fitness; that each man shall be given full and 

1 Message from the President of the United States relative to the Military Security of the United States 
H. Doc. No. 68; 84th Cong., Ist sess., 5 pp. 

2U. 8. Senate Armed Services Committee. S. Rept. No. 117, 82d Cong., Ist sess., p. 1. 
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adequate military training for no less than 4 months; and that no man shall be 
assigned to duty outside the United States, its Territories, and possessions, until 
he has had the equivalent of at least 4 months of basic training. 

Furthermore, the law provides with regard to periods of service that everyone 
inducted, enlisted, or appointed in the Armed Forces (or the proposed National 
Security Training Corps), prior to his becoming 26 years of age, shall be required 
to serve on active training and service and in a reserve component for a total 
period of 8 years—unless sooner discharged because of personal hardship. Each 
man inducted since June 19, 1951, is required to serve for 24 months in the Armed 
Forces, and upon his discharge, for 6 years in a Reserve component. 

All men who are physically and mentally qualified are, upon their release from 
active training and service in the Armed Forces, transferred to one of the Reserve 
components of the Armed Forces. Unless there is personal hardship, it is the 
duty of the person ‘‘to enlist, enroll, or accept appointment in, or accept assign- 
ment to, (an) organized unit or officers’ training program, and to serve satis- 
factorily therein.” 

The Secretaries of the Army, Navy, and Air Force (and the Secretary of the 
Treasury with respect to the Coast Guard) may provide that persons who volun- 
teer for and are accepted into organized units of the National Guard and the Air 
National Guard and other Reserve components may be released from training and 
service in the Armed Forces before they have served 24 months. Any such 
reservist, however, may be called to active duty. 2 

The law provides that if the National Security Training Corps program is 
started, the trainees who serve for 6 months shall be obligated thereafter to serve 
in a Reserve component for 74% years. The proposal for a National Security 
Training Corps, designed to ensure the flow of trainees instead of prior servicemen 
into the Reserve Forces, failed of passage when it was considered by the 82d 
Congress, 2d session (H. R. 5904 and S. 2441). 

Under the present statute, deferments may be authorized by the President for 
persons in any category of industry, agriculture, or other occupation or employ- 
ment, or whose continued service in an office under the United States or any State, 
Territory, or possession or the District of Columbia, or whose activity in study, 
research, medical, dental, scientific, and some additional endeavors is found to be 
“necessary to the maintenance of the national health, safety, or interest * * *,’’ 
The President cannot defer all persons in any particular category, however; 
deferments must be made on the basis of individual status. Even so, a person 
who has been deferred for any reason remains liable for induction until he is 35 
years old. 

Deferments are also made for other types of persons, among which are those 
with dependents, those who are deficient or defective, high-school students until 
the time of their graduation, and college students who may be deferred until the 
end of an academic year or until they cease to pursue their studies in a satisfactory 
manner. Young men who join National Guard units before they are 18% years 
old may also be deferred as long as they participate in training. Deferment is 
also extended to those in officer-training programs such as the senior division of 
the Reserve Officers’ Training Corps. 

Exemptions from induction apply to members of certain specialized groups, 
among which are members of the Armed Forces who are on active duty, cadets 
and midshipmen of the various service academies, students enrolled in officer 
procurement programs at military colleges, reservists while on active duty, foreign 
diplomatie representatives, ministers and students of the ministry, and sole- 
surviving sons. Certain members of organized National Guard units are also 
exempt from induction. 

In summary, our active forces are built up by volunteers and by men who are 
inducted through the Selective Service System. Whether they are inducted, 
enlisted, or appointed in the Armed Forces, however, each man has a total military 
obligation of 8 years, including active duty and service in a reserve component. 
Upon completion of active duty, servicemen are automatically transferred to one 
of the Armed Forces reserve components if they are physically and mentally 
qualified. Failure to implement the Universal Military Training and Service Act 
by establishing some type of National Security Training Corps resulted in the 
reserve components being automatically built up by men who had already seen 
active service, many of them having been in combat in Korea. Meanwhile, those 
who were not inducted for active service, or did not enlist, had no Reserve 
obligation. 

The legal provisions which now govern the men who are serving in Reserve 
components are largely to be found in the Armed Forces Reserve Act of 1952. 
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B. Armed Forces Reserve Act (66 Stat. 481): The purpose of Public Law 476 
(82d Cong.), approved on July 9, 1952, is to provide trained units and qualified 
individuals who can be called for active duty if there is a war or national emergency 
declared by the President, or in most cases, by the Congress. The aet codifies 
many existing statutes which relate to Reserves, and provides various. benefits 
and equalization measures from reservists. 

Zach of the Armed Forces is to maintain a Ready Reserve, a Standby Reserve, 
and a Retired Reserve. The aggregate personnel strength of the Rez ady Reserve 
is limited to 1,500,000 persons. Individuals may serve in 1 of the 7 components: 

The National Guard of the United States 

2. The Army Reserve 
3. The Naval Reserve 

4. The Marine Corps Reserve 

5. The Air National Guard of the United States 

6. The Air Force Reserve 

7. The Coast Guard Reserve. 
Men who have completed their active duty under the Universal Military Training 
and Service Act are placed in the Ready Reserve unless they qualify for the 
Standby. Most veterans of World War II may go into the Standby Reserve. 

The three different categories of Reserves—Ready, Standby, and Retired—are 
subject to different degrees of vulnerability for recall to active duty, and a limita- 
tion has been placed on the recall of Korean veterans to ensure a fair ‘sharing of 
hazardous exposure.” 

(1) The Ready Reserve is liable for a 24-month, involuntary call during a war 
or in a national emergency declared by the Congress or proclaimed by the Presi- 
dent, or when otherwise authorized by law. But prior to a proclamation by the 
President of a national emergency, Congress determines the number necessary to 
be called from the Ready Reserve. 

(2) The Standby Reserve is liable for active duty only during a war or a national 
emergency declared by Congress, or when otherwise authorized by law; and except 
in time of war or under congressional authorization, is not to be ordered to active 
duty unless adequate and qualified Ready Reserves are not available. 

The Retired Reserve may be ordered to active duty only in time of war or a 
national emergency declared by Congress, or when authorized by law. 

C. The National Defense Act of 1916 as amended (39 Stat. 166): In addition 
to the two laws described above, there are certain provisions in the National 
Defense Act that must be reviewed when any changes are contemplated in the 
composition of the National Guard and the Air National Guard. These provisions 
in existing law (secs. 58, 61, and 70) may be briefly noted as follows: 

Section 58 provides that the National Guard of each State shall consist of 
members of the militia voluntarily enlisted therein, provided they are not less 
than 17 nor more than 45 years of age. 

Section 61 contains provisions which prohibit States, in time of peace, from 
maintaining troops other than National Guard and Air National Guard units. 

Section 70 provides an oath of enlistment in the National Guard and Air 
National Guard and is of interest in connection with the National Reserve plan 
because of the proposal to add a new subsection. This would provide an addi- 
tional oath to be taken by persons transferred to the National Guard upon their 
release from active training or active training and service. 


IV. NEED FOR CHANGES IN THE RESERVE PROGRAM 


Although a legislative pattern for the development of the Reserve forces had 
been provided by the three basic laws which have just been described, it soon 
became apparent that there were serious weaknesses in the Reserve program. 
During 1953 and 1954, major studies and reports were made by the Senate Armed 
Services Committee, the National Security Training Commission, and the Office 
of Defense Mobilization. 

The Senate Committee on Armed Services issued two reports on the Status of 
Reserve and National Guard Forces of the Armed Services. Senator Saltonstall 
reported the following conclusions of the Interim Subcommittee on Preparedness 
to the full committee on January 29, 1954: 

1. The paramount problem facing the defense effort is the acute shortage 
of personnel needed to meet manpower requirements in the Reserve forces. 

2. The tremendous annual turnover of personnel hampers adequate and 
efficient training and keeps the readiness state of the units at a low level. 

3. There is an imbalance between the ranks which must be corrected. 

4. There is a definite shortage of young pilots and other skilled technicians. 
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5. It is apparent that the Army Reserve program has not been realistically 
organized to conform to the potential manpower available to it. 

6. The responsibilities and opportunities of individual reservists should be 
defined and fixed with some degree of permanency. 

7. Better acceptance and support by the general public, civic groups, and 
industry should be secured for Reserve training. 

8. The subcommittee feels that notwithstanding personnel and training 
difficulties which the Reserve components face, the problem of creating a 
strong and available Reserve can never be effectively solved until a plan for 
creating a continuous rotating Reserve is formulated. This is not a new 
conclusion. The Committee on Armed Services reported favorably on legis- 
lation for the establishment of a program of universal military training 
which it was believed would augment the flow of new personnel into both the 
Regular forces and the Reserve program as well. On three occasions the 
committee pointed out during its deliberations on that legislation the serious 
inequities which are basically inherent in our Reserve structure. This 
inequity was demonstrated during the Korean conflict when the services 
were required to recall reservists—veterans of World War II—for the second 
time, while there were available in the communities of the United States 
thousands of men who had never served in either the military forces or the 
Reserves. This lack of equity in the sharing of the military obligation essen- 
tial to our national defense is a basic weakness in our Reserve structure and 
has far-reaching effects in practically all types of Reserve activities.* 

The same subcommittee reported again on December 28, 1954, with regard to 
the shortage of enlisted personnel in the various Reserve programs, and concluded 
that ‘any proposed legislation by the executive branch should inquire into the 
following”’: 

1. Means by which an active program can be made more attractive to the 
young men of the Nation and the American public can be stimulated to 
encourage participation in the Reserves. 

2. Whether some form of compulsory Reserve training program is not 
essential. 

3. Whether the mobilization manpower requirements, as set by the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff for the Reserve program, are realistic. 

4. A clear-cut delineation of how the Reserve force will be integrated into 
the Regular Establishment in the event of an emergency. 

5. What is the plan for providing armories, training sites, and for supplying 
equipment to conduct the Reserve training program, and the extent of joint 
utilization by the services? How much will it cost? 4 

Meanwhile the executive branch of the Government was continuing its study 
of the problem of military manpower. Two reports that were published before 
proposals were made for the new Reserve program of 1955 are of special signifi- 
cance: 20th Century Minutemen, a report to the President on a Reserve Forces 
training program by the National Security Training Commission on December 
1, 1953; and Manpower Resources for National Security, a report to the President 
by the Director of the Office of Defense Mobilization on January 6, 1954. 

The National Security Training Commission concluded in its report, 20th 
Century Minutemen, that “Our present Reserve system is unsatisfactory.”’ 
The Commission findings were that: 

1. All should share equally the obligation to serve the Nation. 

2. Our present Reserve system is unfair * * * [a policy that] has been not 
only morally wrong, it has also been socially and financially costly.” 

3. Our present Reserve is inadequate. About three-fourths of our reserv- 
ists are veterans of Korea, World War II, or both, and the nonveteran 
reservists are relatively untrained. Only 30 percent of our reservists are 
participating in Reserve units. Units are seriously under strength.* * * 

4. At least 1 million men are available for a national security training 
program between now and 1960. * * * 

5. Inductions for training and service can and should operate con- 
currently. * * * 

6. Present rejection standards for military service are not realistic in 
light of the nature of 20th century warfare. 





3 Status of Reserve and National Guard Forces of the Armed Services. Reports of the Interim Subcom- 
mittee on Preparedness of the Committee on Armed Services, U. S. Senate. January 1954. Committee 
print, 83d Cong., 2d sess. pp. 15-16. 

4 Status of Reserve and National Guard Forces of the Armed Services. Second Report of the Interim 
Subcommittee on Preparedness of the Committee on Armed Services, U. S. Senate. December 1954, 
Committee print, p. 12. 
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7. Our defense posture must be well adapted to the long-term Soviet 
danger.5 

The Commission went on to recommend that a national security training pro- 
gram should start with trainees who would be given 6 months’ basic training and 
thereafter be obligated to serve in a Reserve component for 7}4 years, and liable 
to recall ahead of veterans. ‘‘The trainees should become the basis of a realistic 
nonveteran Reserve.” 

On the same day that the President had requested the National Security Train- 
ing Commission to submit recommendations on a military training program— 
August 1, 1953—he had also requested the Office of Defense Mobilization for a 
report on “the availability of manpower simultaneously to operate a military 
training program, to supply military personnel for active service, and to meet 
the needs of the civilian economy”’ as well as to “review military manpower pro- 
curement policies and to recommend any [needed] changes.’”’ This report, sub- 
mitted on January 6, 1954, made the following recommendations with the idea 
that ultimately they would be presented to the Congress: 

1. That the National Security Council, on the basis of recommendations 
by the Department of Defense, determine the size and composition of military 
Reserve forces needed in the light of current and future national security 
requirements. 

We do not now have Reserve forces adequately organized and trained to 
meet the needs of a national emergency. * * 

2. That the Department of Defense prepare for the consideration of the 
National Security Council a program for the establishment of an ‘“‘imme- 
diately callable Reserve” and of a “selectively callable Reserve” each of 
appropriate size and composition. 

At present there is no clearly identified category of reservists of adequate 
size and in suitable state of readiness to meet the initial shock of a suddenly 
expanded need for military manpower. * * 

3. That the Department of Defense prepare for the consideration of the 
National Security Council a training program for the ‘‘immediately callable 
Reserve.”’ * * * 

The report strongly urged that those who have a Reserve obligation should 
receive training so that the Nation could be “assured of support by highly trained 
Reserves in a state of readiness to enter effectively upon active duty. We do not 
now have Reserve training of this character. Asa result, we do not, have Reserve 
forces adequate to the needs of an emergency.® 

On January 12, 1954, President Eisenhower asked the two officials who had 
vziven him these reports—Maj. Gen. Julius Ochs Adler, Chairman of the National 
Security Training Commission, and Arthur S. Flemming, Director of Defense 
Mobilization—to combine their talents and come up with a further study on 
establishing an adequate Reserve system.’ 

Throughout 1954 the study of the military manpower situation, with special 
emphasis on the problem of trained Reserves, continued to occupy the attention 
of the executive branch. 

The result was the formulation of the National Reserve Plan which was based 
upon the combined efforts of the Department of Defense, the National Security 
Council, the Office of Defense Mobilization, and other executive agencies concerned 
with problems of military and civilian manpower. It was recognized that the 
success of the plan depended upon the integration of a number of factors: admin- 
istration, regulations, appropriations, and legislation. As the President pointed 
out in his message on military security, ‘“* * * recent surveys indicate that cer- 
tain improvements can be accomplished within the services, without legislation, 
and steps have been taken to remedy existing deficiencies. I shall follow this 
action personally with particular attention to training for combat missions.’”’ The 
President stated, however, that “there is need for certain changes in present laws 
relating to the Reserves. There are five principal areas where affirmative 
legislation is needed to provide the basis for a strengthened Reserve plan.’ ® 

The deficiencies in the five areas which could be corrected by legislation were 
described by the Assistant Secretary of Defense for Manpower and Personnel, 
Mr. Carter L. Burgess, when he appeared to testify before the House Armed 





§ 20th Century Minutemen. A report to the President on a Reserve Forces Training Program. National 
Security Training Commission. December 1, 1953. Washington, U. 8. Government Printing Office, 
1954, pp. 123-130. 

6 Manpower Resources for National Security. A report to the President by the Director of the Office of 
Defense Mobilization. January 6, 1954. Washington, U.S. Government Printing Office, 1954, pp. iii-v. 
7 New York Times, January 13, 1954, p. 12L. 

* Op. cit., p. 4. 
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Services Subcommittee No. 1 on February 15, 1955.9 The areas were briefly 
listed as follows: 
1. Improve the Reserve structure. 
2. Supply initially trained young men to the Reserve Forces without 
adverse effect on the Active Forces. 
3. Assure supply of trained personnel to the National Guard by assignment 
of obligated reservists. 
4. Secure compliance with Reserve training participation requirements. 
5. Permit organization in peacetime of State militia. 

The need for changes in Reserve legislation stems from the weaknesses which 
have become apparent in the above five areas. The first area—improving the 
Reserve structure—contains a difference between theory and practice. The 
theory under which the Ready Reserve was established was that it would be 
composed of 1,500,000 persons who would be trained as individuals and as units 
and which could be mobilized in a limited emergency declared by the President. 
The theory was also that a system would be devised whereby trainees would 
flow into the Ready Reserve so that ultimately it would not be composed pri- 
marily of prior servicemen. This part of the law was never implemented, however, 
so that in practice the Ready Reserve is made up of men who have already seen 
service and who are automatically placed in Reserve components to complete 
their total military obligation when they have finished their tour of duty in the 
Regular Forces. This means that in an emergency the same men would be called 
twice. 

Another point is that the men who are placed in the Ready Reserve must make 
individual application for transfer into the Standby Reserve, but many who are 
eligible have not applied, while those who could become eligible by participating 
in a training program have not done so. The numbers of men discharged from 
active service have thus caused the Ready Reserve to exceed its statutory limita- 
tion. We now have 2,546,000 in the Ready Reserve (including 300,000 on active 
duty). Only 700,000 of the 2,200,000 ready reservists not on active duty are 
participating in paid training programs, and this number is not considered ade- 
quate for an emergency. Thus the term ‘ready’? has come to mean that the 
individual reservist knows he is ready for recall—it does not mean that the 
Nation has a militarily ready reserve. 

The theory of the Standby Reserve was that it would be composed of individuals 
and units which could be mobilized for a war or general emergency, but in practice 
it numbers only 200,000 persons of whom 140,000 have inactive status. 

Because there is no provision for continuously screening men out of the Ready 
Reserve on the basis of criteria that would protect the men and the national 
defense as well, an emergency would give to the Military Establishment the task 
of determining, under severe pressure of time, which reservists were to be called 
for military duty and which were essential to civilian production. 

When the main features of the National Reserve Plan are described, it will be 
seen that they were devised with the intention of eradicating some of the weak- 
nesses in the present situation as revealed in testimony before the House Armed 
Services Subcommittee No. 1. 

The second problem area for which the administration seeks a legislative answer 
concerns the procurement of initially trained young men for the Reserve Forces. 
At a time when young men are needed for training programs and combat effec- 
tiveness, many of our reservists are overage. There are two existing statutory 
authorizations to cover this situation, but they cannot be used without adversely 
affecting the Regular Forces. There is a provision in the Universal Military 
Training and Service Act (sec. 4 (d) (3)) whereby young volunteers for Reserve 
components can get an early release from active service. The Department of 
Defense has never used this authority, however, because such young men would 
have to be counted a part of the authorized strength of the Active Forces whose 
combat effectiveness would suffer from their early withdrawal. Another pro- 
vision in the act (sec. 4 (k)) permits the training and service of those under 
19 years of age to be reduced or eliminated; then, of course, they could complete 
their military obligation in the Reserve Forces. It is this group, however, that 
produces long-term enlistments in the Active Forces, and if these young men were 
not liable for induction by selective service, they might not enlist in the service 
of their choice. 





* National Reserve Plan, Hearings before Subcommittee No. 1 of the Committee on Armed Services, 
House of Representatives, 84th Cong., lst sess. February-March 1955. Washington, U. 8. Government 
Printing Office, 1955. Pp. 1407-1469. 
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The third area which would require new legislation concerns the National 
Guard. Without in any way changing the dual State-Federal status of the 
National Guard, the State divisions could be made more effective if their young 
volunteers were given basic training at the beginning of their service in the guard, 
At the present time, young men who are not yet 1844 years old may volunteer for 
the National Guard and be deferred from induction by selective service as long 
as they participate satisfactorily in the guard program. Over 70 percent of 
these young volunteers have not had basic training. Another problem concerns 
the high rate of turnover of personnel. If the National Guard fails to achieve 
its authorized military strength by volunteer enlistments, there should be some 
method of building up the divisions by assigning men to the guard, upon request 
or approval by the governor of each State concerned. 

The fourth area is concerned with methods of inducing participation in Reserve 
training. Mr. Carter Burgess pointed out in his testimony that ‘‘Under present 
law, there are no effective means expressly provided to require participation in 
Reserve training programs by those having a statutory duty to do so.” 

The fifth area involves the necessity for adequate civil defense arrangements 
in each State. During peacetime the States may not maintain troops in addition 
to the National Guard, and if the guard divisions were called for a Federal mis- 
sion, there would be no home guard or militia to function in the event of an 
attack on the United States. It would require legislative authorization to estab- 
lish a State militia system in addition to the National Guard. 


Vv. MAIN FEATURES OF THE NATIONAL RESERVE PLAN AS PROVIDED BY H. R. 5297 


When the House Armed Services Subcommittee No. 1, under the chairmanship 
of Hon. Overton Brooks, began hearings on the National Reserve Plan on Febru- 
ary 8, 1955, the subcommittee has before it the administration bill, H. R. 2967. 
After 8 weeks of hearings," the subcommittee brought forth its own version of the 
National Reserve Plan in the bill, H. R. 5297, which it reported to the House 
Armed Services Committee. After receiving this report, the full committee held 
additional hearings on H. R. 5297 on April 18, 20, and 26, 1955." 

The revision of the original administration bill was the subject of numerous 
conferences with officials of the Department of Defense, other interested executive 
departments, veterans’ and Reserve organizations, and representatives of civic, 
religious, and labor groups. As a result Hon. Overton Brooks was “pleased to 
report that H. R. 5297 has the support of the Department of Defense and all the 
major Reserve and veterans’ organizations.’”’ The report to accompany H. R. 
5297 was submitted by Mr. Brooks on April 28, 1955 and committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the State of the Union.® 

In authorizing the National Reserve plan, H. R. 5297 declares that 

“* * * it is the conviction of the Congress that the best interests of the 
national security demand a well-trained and well-disciplined Reserve, and further 
that honorable service includes fulfillment of service obligation in the Reserve 
forces as well as the active forces. It is the intent of the Congress to provide 
sufficient Reserve forces which, in conjunction with the active forces, will be able 
to preserve the security, and provide for the defense, of the United States.” 

In line with this basic philosophy which stresses the obligation to serve honorably 
throughout the entire period of military obligation—Reserve as well as active 
service—a number of amendments were offered to the Universal Military Training 
and Service Act (65 Stat. 75), the Armed Forces Reserve Act (66 Stat. 481), and 
the National Defense Act (39 Stat. 166). The incorporation of these amendments 
into existing law would result in legislative authorization for the National Reserve 
plan. 

A. The Ready Reserve, under the new plan, would emphasize the training of 
individuals and units so that they would be militarily ready for recall during the 
early part of a general mobilization. This Reserve force, which would not include 
reservists on active duty, would be increased from 1.5 million to 2.9 million. In 
a national emergency proclaimed by the President, he would be authorized to 
order up to 1 million reservists but any in excess of that number would have to 
be approved by Congress. 


1 Thid., pp. 1412-1413. 

1! National Reserve Plan. Hearings before Subcommittee No. 1 of the Committee on Armed Services, 
House of Representatives. 84th Cong., Ist sess., February-March 1955. Washington, U.S. Govt. Printing 
Office, 1955, 2522 pp. 

12 Full committee hearing on H. R. 2107, Reserve facilities bill, and H. R. 5297, National Reserve Plan, 
House of Representatives Committee on Armed Services, April 18, 1955, pp. 2791-2863. 

13 National Reserve Plan. Rep. No. 457, 84th Cong., Ist sess., House of Representatives, Committee on 
Armed Services. Report to accompany H. R. 5297, April 28, 1955, 55 pp. 
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The President would also prescribe criteria for screening ready reservists into 
the Standby Reserve so that combat veterans, persons with critical skills or in 
situations involving personal hardship, would not be retained on the list for 
immediate recall; at the same time, those who had an obligation to serve in the 
Ready Reserve would be men who could meet the needs of an emergency mobiliza- 
tion. The screening process would also seek to achieve a balance in the military 
skills required by the Ready Reserve and give due consideration to maintaining 
the requirements of the civilian economy. Skilled persons who work in industries 
essential to defense would be permitted to discharge their military obligation in the 
6-month program which is described below, and would also come under the 
sereening provisions. 

The total 8-year military obligation provided in the Universal Military Training 
and Service Act would remain in effect, but incentives to reduce the amount of 
time spent in the Ready Reserve are provided. Ready Reserve service may be 
reduced by satisfactory participation in Reserve training programs. Those who 
have had 2 years of active duty may reduce the time spent in the Ready Reserve 
from 6 to 3 vears; those with 3 years’ active service may reduce their obligation 
from 4 to 2 years; those with 4 years of active service may reduce their training 
participation from 2 to 1 year; while those with 5 years’ active duty will not be 
required to participate in the Ready Reserve. Upon completion of their Ready 

teserve service, members will be transferred to the Standby Reserve. 

The training requirement for the Ready Reserve includes 48 annual drills and 
17 days of active duty for training. An alternative would be participation in the 
plan for 30 days’ annual training. Refusal on the part of a ready reservist to 
participate in either one of these training programs could result in his being 
ordered involurtarily to perform active duty for training for 45 days annually. 
Those who do not participate in prescribed Reserve programs may not accrue 
eligibility to certain benefits. The compulsory training features apply to men 
who have entered the active services after July 27, 1953 (the date of the cease- 
fire in Korea). Combat veterans are not liable for participating in Reserve 
training, but the proposed law does not change the length of time of their total 
military obligation. When the Ready Reserve is screened, however, combat vet- 
erans will be given a priority for transfer into the Standby Reserve. If any in- 
dividual wishes to remain in the Ready Reserve, he may volunteer to do so. 

The seven Reserve components which are available for service remain as at 
present, and the National Guard of the United States is still continued as part 
of the Ready Reserve. 

B. The Standby Reserve, under the new concept, would consist of ‘“‘those 
members of the Reserve Forces that are not in the Ready Reserve.” At present 
the categories of Standby and Ready Reserve forces are chiefly differentiated by 
their vulnerability for recall to active duty instead of their military preparedness 
for such service. Instead of the existing provision that units or members should 
be organized, trained, and liable for recall to active duty when adequate numbers 
of qualified ready reservists are not readily available, the Standby Reserve would 
become a nonorganized source of experienced men who could be called during the 
secondary period of a general mobilization. The new plan also provides that the 
Selective Service System will determine whether or not Standby Reservists may 
be ordered to active duty on the basis of criteria designed to keep a balance of 
skills between civilian and military needs. The present membership of 200,000 
is expected to increase by 1959 to approximately 2 million persons. 

C. The Retired Reserve: H. R. 5297 continues the provision in the Armed 
Forces Reserve Act (sec. 212 (d)) that “‘members of the Retired Reserve shall be 
in a retired status.’”’ Nevertheless, in time of war, or in a national emergency 
declared by Congress, members of Reserve components who are in a retired status 
may be ordered to active duty involuntarily if the appropriate Secretary deter- 
mines that adequate numbers of qualified members of the Reserve forces are not 
readily available. 

The Reserve forces are defined as “those members and units of the Reserve 
components that are not on active duty, nor in a retired status.””’ The Retired 
Reserve is not, therefore, included in the leral definition of ‘‘Reserve forces.” 

D. Reserve enlistment with 2 years’ active service: The National Reserve 
Plan offers additional choices to volunteers. One program, which is of special 
interest to the Navy, applies to men who have not yet received a notice to report 
for induction. They may volunteer in a Reserve component for 8 years with 
the understanding that within 2 years they will be ordered to active duty to 
perform 24 months of active training and service. Provision is made for defer- 
ment from active duty, e. g., for those who are still in high school and those who 
are participating in officer training programs. 
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E, Six-month training program: The six-month training program for reservists 
is an entirely new feature added by the National Reserve Plan. Young men 
who have not reached 19 years of age, and who have not received an induction 
notice, may volunteer for a Reserve component and take 6 months of active 
duty training followed by 7% years of participation in training for the Ready 
Reserve. This program is limited by quotas which must fall within a minimum 
of 100,000 and a maximum of 250,000. The pay of the trainees would be fixed 
at $50 monthly and they would be eligible for death and disability benefits and 
reemployment rights. The trainees would be deferred from the training and 
service provisions of the Universal Military Training and Service Act as long as 
they served satisfactorily as members of the Army National Guard, Air National 
Guard, or a Reserve component. The bill assures the Army National Guard 
and Air National Guard of sufficient personnel strength to meet their require- 
ments. If a trainee does not carry out his Reserve training in a satisfactory 
manner, his deferment shall be canceled and he shall then be liable for induction 
into the Armed Forces for 24 months. It is further provided that the National 
Security Training Commission shall advise the President and the Secretary of 
Defense with regard to the welfare of the 6-month trainees. The Commission is 
also required to make an annual report on the welfare of this group to the 
Congress, 

F. Reserve Officers’ Training Corps: Special provision has been made for 
qualified ROTC graduates of the Army or Air Force to receive commissions when 
they graduate. If their numbers are in excess of the requirements of the active 
forces, they are to be ordered to active duty for training for 6 months, and then 
are to be returned to inactive duty and assigned to a reserve component for 7% 
years. If an ROTC officer does not meet the standards required for satisfactory 
participation in training, he may have his commission revoked. 

G. Providing for the military strength of the National Guard: The bill provides 
that the Army National Guard and the Air National Guard shall continue to be 
voluntary ‘‘to the maximum extent practicable.” If the States do not succeed 
in recruiting enough volunteers to meet their requirements, however, persons 
who have completed their active training and service or active duty for training 
shall be transferred to the Army National Guard or the Air National Guard upon 
the request or approval of the Governor (or other appropriate authority) of a 
State, Territory, or the District of Columbia. Persons who are transferred under 
this authority shall serve the remainder of their period of obligation in this reserve 
component and concurrently become members of the Army National Guard of 
the United States or the Air National Guard of the United States. This pro- 
vision, of course, is the method whereby the military strength of the National 
Guard can be guaranteed by the Federal Government. It also insures a flow of 
trained personnel into the National Guard Divisions because those transferred 
would already have completed their initial training. 

H. State militia: H. R. 5297 amends the National Defense Act so that the 
States, in peacetime, may organize and maintain defense forces in addition to the 
National Guard. These forces are to take care of civil defense problems, if and 
when the Army National Guard or the Air National Guard divisions are ordered 
to active duty with the Regular Federal forces. It is intended that these State 
militia forces will be used only within the borders of their respective States and 
that they may not be called into the United States Armed Forces. 

The President is authorized to issue arms, ammunition, clothing, and any 
military equipment that the State defense forces may need. The National 
Guard Bureau is to administer this provision of the law and be the channel of 
communication between the States and the Department of the Army. 

Records on strengthening the Reserve forces: The Secretary of Defense is 
charged with keeping such records and of reporting them to the President and the 
Congress in January of each year. 


VI. PRINCIPAL CHANGES MADE IN THE ADMINISTRATION BILL (H. R. 2967) BY THE 
HOUSE ARMED SERVICES COMMITTEE BILL (H. R. 5297) 


A comparative analysis of the original Department of Defense proposal, H. R. 
2967, with the House Armed Services Committee bill, H. R. 5297, reveals that a 
number of significant changes were made after hearings had been held by Sub- 
committee No. 1. 

Several revisions were made in the nature and scope of the Ready Reserve. 
Under the Defense Department bill, the size of the ready reserve was to depend 
upon military requirements; but the committee placed a statutory ceiling of 
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2.9 on the Ready Reserve (thus changing it from the 1.5 million in existing law). 
The Defense Department bill did not restrict the numbers of ready reservists 
the President could call in an emergency that he had proclaimed; whereas the 
committee bill authorizes the President to order 1,000,000 ready reservists to 
active duty; any in excess of that number would have to be determined by Cong- 
ress. The original Department bill contained a definition of the mission of the 
Ready Reserve, introducing an element of time that the committee thought 
would result in restricting mobilization planning; the committee bill, therefore, 
has omitted this statement of the mission, although it is included in the com- 
mittee report. 

The Department bill does not reduce the military obligation of persons who 
are already in the Reserves; but the committee bill has eliminated the reserve 
training requirement for men who were in active service prior to the Korean 
cease-fire (July 27, 1953). The Department bill proposed to handle administra- 
tively a reserve training program with incentives to reduce the period of service 
by satisfactory participation. The committee bill provides that participation in 
reserve training shall be reduced according to a schedule set forth in the law; 
there is no provision, however, for reducing the period of reserve training of the 
6-month trainees. 

The Department bill provided that the Ready Reserve should be continuously 
screened according to regulations made by the Secretary of Defense after he had 
consulted with various other Federal agencies; the committee bill, on the other 
hand, provides that the President shall prescribe the criteria and regulations for 
screening the Ready Reserve. 

When the committee considered the problem of providing trained young men 
for the Reserve Forces, changes in the Department bill were made all down the 
line. The Department bill provided that persons not yet 19 years of age should 
have a 10-year obligation to be fulfilled by 6-months’ training at $30 monthly, 
plus 94 vears in the Reserves. This was changed by the committee to an 8-year 
obligation with $50 per month during the 6 months of active duty for training. 
The Department bill provided that if the quota of such young men was not met, 
it could be filled by inductions into the Reserves; but the committee bill makes 
this a strictly volunteer program. The Department bill contained a provision 
that annual quotas for this training program should be set by the President; and 
although the committee bill retains Presidential control over the quota, a pro- 
vision has been written in whereby the minimum is 100,000 and the maximum 
250,000 for the 6-month trainees. The Department bill provided that the Na- 
tional Security Training Commission should advise the President and the Secre- 
tary of Defense concerning the welfare of the 6-month trainees; the committee 
bill adds a proviso that the Commission shall make annual reports to the 
Congress. 

The Department bill contained a provision that persons not yet 19 years old 
could enlist in the National Guard or a Reserve component for 8 years, and that 
within 2 years of the enlistment; they would undertake 2 years of active duty. 
This same provision was kept in the committee bill, but a provision was added 
so that this choice of Reserve duty was open only to those who had not yet re- 
ceived an order to report for induction. 

The problem of trained personnel for the National Guard was handled by the 
Department bill without giving a specific guaranty of personnel to meet the mili- 
tary strength of the guard; whereas the committee bill guarantees the strength of 
the National Guard and Air National Guard. Upon approval or request of the 
governor, the Department bill assigned persons to State National Guard organ- 
izations for Reserve training, whereas the committee bill transferred such persons. 

The new State militia is permitted by the National Reserve plan under both 
the Department and the committee bills. The Department bill provided that 
regulations on this matter should be prescribed by the President whereas the 
committee bill gives this duty to the Secretary of the Army and the administration 
to the National Guard Bureau. 

The provisions for participation in Reserve training also underwent revision. 
The Department bill provided that the maximum training program would con- 
sist of 48 drills and 17 days’ annual training. ‘The committee bill provided that 
this was the normal minimum training, and also gave an alternative choice—30 
days of active training each year. Differences are also evident in the methods of 
enforcement for noncompliance with Ready Reserve training programs. The 
Defense Department bill provided for a less-than-honorable discharge; that 6- 
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month trainees could be inducted for an additional 18 months; but did not include 
a compliance provision for ROTC graduates. The committee bill, on the other 
hand, provided that if the reservist did not participate in the weekly drill program 
or the 30 days’ annual training, he would be liable for 45 days’ compulsory training 
each year; the 6-month trainees would be inducted for an additional 24 months; and 
ROTC officers who did not participate satisfactorily in training would have their 
commissions revoked. With further reference to ROTC graduates, the Depart- 
ment bill provided that their commissions and assignments would be handled 
administratively ; whereas the committee bill guarantees commissions to qualified 
ROTC graduates. 

Finally, the Department bill made no provision for reports on the National 
Reserve plan, whereas the committee bill requires an annual report by the Secre- 
tary of Defense to the President and the Congress, 

It will be seen from this account that by the time the bill was reported to the 
House by the Committee on Armed Services, it had undergone a thorough analysis 
and revision. The committee bill was endorsed by the Department of Defense 
and the main Reserve organizations. 


VII. AMENDMENTS TO H. R. 5297 


On May 17, 1955, the House of Representatives resolved itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the State of the Union and began consideration of 
H. R. 5297 to strengthen the Reserve Forces. During the debate in the House on 
May 17, 18, and 19," no resolution was reached and the Committee voted to rise. 
In the course of the debate, several committee amendments of a technical nature 
were agreed to without discussion.“ In addition, three floor amendments were 
adopted. 

A. A floor amendment offered by Mr. Powell, of New York, was adopted by a 
vote of 126 to 87. This amendment added the same provision to two parts of the 
bill. The first dealt with the provision that enabled the Secretaries of the Army, 
Navy, Air Force (or Treasury with respect to the Coast Guard) to transfer persons 
to the Army National Guard or Air National Guard when the several States were 
unable to attain their military strength by recruiting voluntary personnel. The 
amendment 
‘Provided, That said State, Territorial, or District National Guard or Air National 
Guard does not exclude or segregate against any person on the basis of race, 
creed, color, or national origin.”’ 

This amendment would have the effect of qualifying that portion of the bill 
which says that such transfers shall be ‘‘upon request or approval of the Gov- 
ernor or other appropriate authority of a State, Territory, or the District of 
Columbia, * * *” 

The same wording was also added to that part of the bill which provides for 
the enlistment of persons into the Army National Guard or the Air National 
Guard of each State, as well as into the Reserve of any armed force. 

B. Mr. Bow of Ohio offered an amendment which passed by a vote of 174 to 
46, and added a new paragraph dealing with the jurisdiction of foreign govern- 
ments over United States personnel stationed overseas: 

‘No person who, after the enactment of the National Reserve Plan is inducted 
into, or initially enlisted or appointed in, the Armed Forces, including reserve 
components thereof, shall at any time be assigned for duty at any installation 
located in a foreign country with which (at such time) the United States has in 
effect a treaty or international agreement containing provisions permitting such 
country to exercise in any way jurisdiction over American personnel stationed 
within its boundaries.” 

C. Mr. Thomson of Wyoming offered a floor amendment containing an educa- 
tional clause that was accepted by Mr. Vinson, chairman of the House Armed 
Services Committee. The inclusion of this amendment into the wording of the 
bill resulted in the following provision: 

‘« * * * any person who has satisfactorily completed high school or has reached 
the age of 19 years and who is under the age of 20 years and who has not received 
notice to report for induction under this Act may be enlisted to se rve on active 
duty for training and in a reserve component for a total of 8 years.’ 





14 Daily Congressional Record, May 17, 1955, pp. 5519-5545; May 18, 1955, pp. 5552-5587; May 19, 1955, 
pp. 5651-5663. 
18 Thid., May 18, 1955, pp. 5571-5572. 
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VIII. ESTIMATED COST OF THE NATIONAL-RESERVE PROGRAM 


The cost of the National-Reserve program has been estimated by the Depari- 
ment of Defense in millions of dollars from fiscal 1956 through fiscal 1959: ' 


{In millions] 














| | ‘ 

Appro- | Estimated 

priated, | Bs Seek ab atin Sa0k ane OEhe 

1955 | (1956 1957 | 1958 | 1959 
EE | | —— 
Army-___- : 3y Ces 360 | 529 | 606 | 722 | 872 
Navy- Marine Corps. fae ess 162 | 248 308 | 359 | 395 
Air Force___. ti hsakmiaiia em 188 | 247 | 325 | 413 | 434 
100,000 6-month trainees '__ - ae: ‘ 2132 | 177 177 | 177 
F: APRS SULT MER ae ie 
| ee eee ow scuba 710| 1,156) 1,416| 1,671 | 1, 928 
7 2 | | { 








1 The figure 109,000 has been used merely as a basis for estimating the costs of the 6-month training pro- 
gram, and does not mean the number to be trained during any | year is fixed at 100,000. ‘ 

2 This estimate is based on the program commencing fiscal year 1956 with 75 percent of $177 million being 
obligated for lst year. 


IX. RELATION OF THE EXTENSION OF THE SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM TO THE 
RESERVE PROBLEM 


The authority to induct men through the Selective Service System expives on 
June 30, 1955, and H. R. 3005 (84th Cong., Ist sess.) extends this authority for 
4 more years, until July 1, 1959. It also extends the benefits under the Depend- 
ents Assistance Act to July 1, 1959. The bill is an amendment of the Uni ersal 
Military Training and Service Act (1951) which, in its turn, was an extension of 
the Selective Service Act of 1948. This legislation is considered an essential 
part of the overall military manpower policy, as it would not be possible to 
maintain a Regular force of 2,850,000 solely by means of volunteers. The exist- 
ence of the Selective Service System, however, is known to be a factor in in- 
creasing the number of volunteers. 

On February 1, 1955, the House Armed Services Committee held open hearings 
on H. R. 3005 and reported the bill favorably on February 3, with amendment.'” 
On February 8, 1955, the extension of selecti e service for 4 years was debated 
by the House of Representatives and passed by a vote of 394 to 4.43) On June 
9-10, 1955, the Senate Armed Services Committee held hearings on the bill, 
and voted to report it favorably, with amendments.’® The provisions of a related 
bill, H. R. 6057, extending for 2 years the authority to induct physicians and 
dentists, were incorporated in H. R. 3005 which provided that the resultant act 
would be cited as the “1955 Amendments to the Universal Military Training and 
Services Act.” 

On June 16, 1955, the extension of the draft was debated in the Senate and 
passed by a voice vote.2° The conference report was agreed to on June 22, 1955, 
and introduced in the House on June 23, 1955.2! 

The administration considered that dealing with the Reserve problem in a 
satisfactory manner required not only the passage of H. R. 3005, but. also that of 
H. R. 5297 or some similar legislation. If only H. R. 3005 is enacted into law, 
it will mean that our present system of military training and service will be 
continued for 4 more years. This system has been described elsewhere in this 
report in the section on basic laws now in effect. That the problem of achieving 
a militarily prepared Ready Reserve would continue to exist is clear from the 
analysis of the need for changes in the Reserve program. Some of these changes, 





16 National Reserve Plan. Rept No. 457, 84th Cong., Ist sess. House of Representatives, Committee on 
Armed Services. Report to accompany H. R. 5297, April 28, 1955, p. 25. 

1? For a detailed discussion explaining the committee amendments, see H. Rept. No. 19, Feb. 3, 1955, 
84th Cong., Ist sess.; a report from the Committee on Armed Services to accompany H. R. 3005. See also 
the explanation of the amendments by the chairman of the House Armed Services Committee, Mr. Carl 
Vinson, when the bill was debated on the floor: Daily Congressional Record, Feb. 8, 1955, pp. 1108-1109. 

18 Daily Congressional Record, Feb. 8, 1955, pp. 1102-1129. 

1 Extending the authority to induct certain individuals and to extend the benefits of the Dependents 
Assistance Act. 5S. Rept. No. 549, 84th Cong., Ist sess. Senate Armed Services Committee report to ac- 
company H. R. 3005, June 14, 1955, 30 pp. 

2% Daily Congressional Record, June 16, 1955, pp. 7270-7276. 

21 1955 amendments to the Universal Military Training and Service Act. Conference report to accompany 
H. R. 3005. House of Representatives, 84th Cong., Ist sess. H. Rept. No. 902, June 22,1955. 6pp. See also 
Daily Congressional Record, June 23, 1955, p. 7768-7770. 
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of course, can be effected by means of regulations, administration, and appropria- 
tions. The legislative authorization that has been sought for the National 
Reserve Plan, however, rests upon the provisions contained in H. R. 5297, or an 
amended version upon which agreement can be reached. 

“President Eisenhower discussed the Reserve problem at his White House press 
conference on June 8, 1955: 

“This Reserve bill is more essential than ever before to the security of the 
United States. We need trained men in every single section of this country. 
We acknowledge, as we look at the probable face of future warfare, if ever we 
must face that tragedy, we acknowledge that every hamlet and important city 
of the United States is likely to be on the front lines. * * * our own National 
Guard units need people who have been thoroughly grounded in military training. 

* * * * * * * 


‘‘Next, we must carry on our conflicts, if we have to wage them, or our mobili- 
zations, if we have to order one, with people who haven’t been off to war already 
1 or 2 or 3 times, and now are raising families. It certainly is unjust to depend 
for training only on the people who have already done their stint, in effect, in 
defending our country. 

“Finally, entirely aside from the whole question of fairness, the whole question 
of national security, comes the individual himself. It is these individuals who 
must defend the United States, and why should they not have the advantage of 
some prior training? 

* * * * * * * 

“Tn some details the bill, as was finally brought out on the floor before it was 
amended, * * * had changed some of the items in which I believed. But the 
bill, on the whole, as it came out of the committee represented a tremendous 
advance over anything we had ever had, and I believe that we just must have 
it. ° 


* * * * * * * 

‘“* #* * in my opinion no possible, no feasible, logical increase in the Armed 
Forces, Active Forces, of a logical size could possibly compensate for not having 
a Reserve. We must have it. * * *” 

The President called attention to the good faith and record of the administration 
in the field of segregation and said that ‘‘if the House situation has gotten so 
difficult that they can do nothing there now, why, then, I will most urgently hope 
that the Senate can do something about it.” 2 


X. RECENT LEGISLATIVE DEVELOPMENTS 


When the Senate Armed Services Committee held hearings on the extension of 
selective service, the question was raised of adding the Reserve legislation as an 
amendment to H. R. 4005. This idea was rejected by the committee because the 
authority to induct men through selective service would expire on June 30, 1955, 
and there was not sufficient time to hold hearings on the Reserve problem and 
complete all legislative action on both measures by that date; in addition, it was 
felt that action by the Senate Armed Services Committee should be postponed 
until further action on the matter by the House of Representatives.” 

Following the civil defense exercise, Operation Alert, President Eisenhower 
issued a statement from his emergency press headquarters on June 17, 1955, 
again urging congressional action on the Reserve problem: 

“There is before the Congress bills for establishing Reserves for our armed 
services. We must remember that in the kind of disaster of which I am now 
speaking, one trained Reserve battalion in the proper place would be worth five 
divisions located a thousand miles away. Trained men will be needed on the spot 
at the time the disaster occurs to respond to the calls of the mayors to respond to 
the calls of the governors, and the Federal Government. 

‘This matter is so important, we cannot possibly allow any extraneous matter 
of any kind to impede progress of the bills through the Congress. This is not 
place to attach social, political, or any other kind of legislation. This is a matter 
that is completely nonpartisan. It must be done for the security and safety of the 
United States and its 165 million people.’ 

On June 20, 1955, Hon. Overton Brooks expressed to the House of Representa- 
tives h’s hope that the Reserve legislation would be revived and that the Com- 





22 New York Times, June 9, 1955, p. 16 L. 
%3 Ibid., June 18, 1955, p. 9 L. 
344 New York Times, June 18, 1955, p. 9 L. 








4286 


mittee on Armed Services would shortly be able to report a new version which 
would give the Department of Defense the authority to handle the training of 
our Reserve forces properly and efficiently; and further expressed his hope that 
“this bill ean come out and be passed without any oppositien.’’ *5 

On the same day, Hon. Carl Vinson introduced a new bill, H. R. 6900, to provide 
for the strengthening of the Reserve forces, and for other purposes, and it was 
referred to the Committee on Armed Services.26 At a meeting of the full commit- 
tee on June 21, this new Reserve bill was referred, by a vote of 16 to 14, to sub- 
committee No. 1 which held hearings under the chairmanship of Hon. Overton 
Brooks on June 22, 1955. As a result of the hearings, an amended version of 
H. R.. 6900 was favorably reported to the full committee by a vote of 11 to 1, and 
introduced in the House as H. R. 7000 by Hon. Overton Brooks on June 23, 1955.27 


XI. MAIN FEATURES OF H. R. 7000 ON STRENGTHENING THE RESERVE FORCES 


On June 28, 1955, the House Armed Services Committee held hearings on 
H. R. 7000 and reported the bill favorably by a vote of 29 to 1 with 3 Members 
voting “present.’’ 

The new bill consists of amendments to existing basic laws: the Universal 
Military Training and Service Act (65 Stat. 75) and the Armed Forces Reserve 
Act (66 Stet. 481). One of the most significant changes is the proposal to reduce 
the total military obligation covering Active and Reserve service from 8 to 6 vears. 

The Ready Reserve would be strengthened by increasing its membership from 
1.5 million to 2.9 million and by emphasizing training programs that would insure 
military preparedness. Continuous screening of units and members of the 
Ready Reserve would be carried out according to regulations prescribed by the 
President, and it would be possible for the Secretary of a military department 
to transfer men from the Ready into the Standby Reserve. The criterion for the 
screening process is designed to insure that combat veterans are transferred out 
of the Ready Reserve so that they will not be called to active duty a second 
or third time; that attrition will be avoided among the members or units; that 
there will be a proper balance of military skills; that essential civilian skills will 
be protected; and that notice will be taken of individual cases involving extreme 
personal or community hardship. 

The Ready Reserve will be composed of persons who have entered the active 
forces after July 27, 1953, the Korean cease-fire date, and those who entered prior 
to that time will not be required to participate in Ready Reserve training unless 
they agree to do so. 

In a national emergency declared by the President, he may order up to | million 
ready reservists without further authority from the Congress. 

The recall to active duty of members of the Standby Reserve, however, could 
only be made during a war or a national emergency declared by the Congress, 
and then only after the Director of Selective Service had determined whether or 
not the person is available. 

Two new means whereby men may become members of the Ready Reserve 
forces are made available by the provisions of this bill: (1) a 6-year enlistment 
directly into the Reserves with the understanding that 2 years will be spent in 
active service; and (2) an 8-year enlistment in a new program authorized for 
4 years, combining 6 months’ basic training with 7% years of participation in 
Ready Reserve training. 

(1) The 6-year enlistment directly into a Reserve component (except the 
National Guard and the Air National Guard) carries with it an agreement by the 
enlistee that he will accept active duty for 2 years. Thereafter he is to become 
a member of the Ready Reserve for a period of time which will add up to 5 years 
of Active and Reserve service. Thus there is an inducement for a man to reduce 
his total military obligation of 6 years to 5 if he participates satisfactorily in the 
Ready Reserve program. 

(2) The 8-year enlistment in one of the Reserve components (except the 
National Guard and the Air National Guard) will be open to a quota of young men 
who have not yet reached 18% years of age and have not received a notice to report 
for induction. This program is available only until July 1, 1959, and can be started 
whenever the President finds that the authorized strength of the Ready Reserve 
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of the various components is not being maintained. Under such circumstances 
the President may authorize the acceptance of volunteers, but the quota may 
not exceed 250,000 each year. The regulations are to be presdribed by the Secret- 
ary of Defense. Young men who volunteer for this program are to be deferred 
from induction as long as they perform satisfactorily in the Reserve component, 
but they remain liable for induction until they are 28 years old. The program 
is also available to persons with critical skills who are working in critical industries 
and research pertaining to defense, regardless of their age when they are ordered 
to report for induction. 

The men in this program are to be paid $50 a month during the 6 months they 
are on active duty for training, and to have other benefits such as hospitalization, 
subsistance, and travel allowances, but not certain benefits provided by the 
National Service Life Insurance Act of 1940. These reservists are also eligible 
for reemployment rights for 60 days after they have completed their 6 months’ 
training. The National Security Training Commission is to advise the President 
and the Secretary of Defense regarding the welfare of those who take the 6 months’ 
training. 

To insure that the members and units of the Ready Reserve are militarily 
prepared in a national emergency, the training provisions are specifically set 
forth in H. R. 7000. The minimum training for any 1 year is to consist of 48 
assemblies for drill (or other equivalent periods when authorized by the appro- 
priate Secretary of a military department) plus active duty for training for no 
more than 17 days. If a reservist elects not to participate in this type of train- 
ing, he has the alternative of active duty for training for no more than 30 days 
each year. If, however, a ready reservist refuses to follow either one of the train- 
ing alternatives, he may be ordered involuntarily for a period of duty not to 
exceed 45 days each year. 

A special provision has been written into the bill with regard to qualified gradu- 
ates of the Army and Air Force ROTC and the Marine Corps platoon leaders’ 
class. They are to receive commissions when they graduate, and if they are not 
needed for active duty for service, they are to be ordered to active duty as officers 
for 6 months’ training. Thereafter they are expected to participate in the train- 
ing programs of the ready reserve, and failure to do so will result in revoking the 
commissions. 

Another amendment to existing law concerns ordained ministers and theological 
students. Ministers may request a discharge, and students for the ministry are 
not required to serve on active duty or training while they are attending recognized 
divinity schools. 

In order that Congress shall be able to keep in touch with the administration 
and regulation of the various Reserve programs, the bill provides that the Secre- 
tary of Defense shall keep records of those in active-duty training and in a drill 
pay status. Furthermore, the Secretary of Defense is required to make an annual! 
January report to the President and the Congress on the progress that is being 
made in strengthening the Reserve Forces. 


Mr. Brooks. Any further questions? Any further testimony? 
(No response.) 

Mr. Brooks. If not, the committee stands adjourned. 
(Whereupon, at 10:37 a. m., the subcommittee adjourned.) 
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[No. 27] 
SUBCOMMITTEE HEARINGS ON H. R. 2559 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
SUBCOMMITTEE No. 2, 
Washington, D. C., Thursday, July 7, 1925. 
The subcommittee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Paul J. Kilday (chairman 
of the subcommittee) presiding. 
Mr. Kiipay. The committee will be in order. 
We will first take up H. R. 2559, a bill by Mrs. Bolton of Ohio, to 
authorize male nurses and medical specialists to be appointed as 
Reserve officers. 


(H. R. 2559 is as follows:) 


[H. R. 2559, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 


A BILL To authorize male nurses and medical specialists to be appointed as Reserve officers 


Be it enacted by the Senate ana House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That men may be appointed as Reserve commis- 
sioned officers in the Nurse Corps of the Naval Reserve and as Reserve officers 
of the Air Force designated to perform nursing or medical specialist duties, under 
the same provisions of law as are applicable to women, except as may be necessary 
to adapt such provisions to male persons. 

Src. 2. The Army-Navy Nurses Act of 1947 is hereby amended as follows: 

(1) In title I, by striking out “‘Women’s” each time it occurs and inserting in 
lieu thereof ‘‘Army’’; and 

(2) In section 116 (10 U.S. C., sec. 376), by striking out “female citizens” and 
inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘male or female citizens, or male or female persons who 
have made a declaration of intent to become citizens,”’’. 

Src. 3. (a) Subsection (a) of section 307 of the Army Organization Act of 1950 
(10 U.S. C., see. 81-1) is hereby amended by striking out ‘‘Women’s”’ and inserting 
in lieu thereof ‘“Army’’. 

‘(b) Section 307 of the Air Force Organization Act of 1951 (10 U.S. C., see. 
1837) is hereby amended by striking out ‘‘women’s’’. 

(c) Subsection (d) of section 203 of the Army and Air Force Vitalization and 
retirement Equalization Act of 1948 (10 U. 8. C., see. 1003) is hereby amended 
by striking out “‘Women’s” and inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘Army’”’, 

Src. 4. In the computation of the pay, or retired or retirement pay, of any 
person appointed under the first section of this Act, or of any person appointed 
under section 116 of the Army-Navy Nurses Act of 1947, as amended, credit shall 
be given for all military and naval service rendered by such person with any branch 
of the Armed Forces of the United States, including active and inactive service 
with the reserve components thereof. 


Mrs. Bolton, will you come up, please? 

Mrs. Botton. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kitpay. We will be glad to hear from you. 

Mrs. Botton. I very much appreciate that the committee has 
been called this morning to hear some testimony on H. R. 2559, 
which authorizes the appointment of men nurses as Reserve officers 
in the forces. 

As you know, at the moment only the women who are qualified 
nurses are permitted in the Army, Navy, and Air Force nursing forces. 
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This has relegated many men with full nursing training to tasks as, 
corpsmen, wardmen, litter bearers, receiving only enlisted men’s ratings. 

We felt for a very long time that it was a great waste of vital man- 
power, for there are some nursing jobs for which men are best fitted. 
Psychiatry, combat assignments, and so on, are among them. 

It has been my privilege to work in and out of hospitals, in public 
health in schools, even in industry for many, many years. It was 
my privilege to spend 2 months in our overseas hospitals during the 
Second World War. There I learned a good deal about the need 
for men nurses in the armed services. 

I found it rather difficult to understand why they were not recog-. 
nized as the women were. So I set to work to try to find out why. 
that was and whether it could be changed. 

H. R. 2559 merely authorized rather than directs the appointment 
of qualified men nurses and medical specialists as Reserve officers in 
the Army, the Navy, and the Air Force. Once the three services give 
qualified men nurses the same recognition that women nurses have 
long had, it will be a tremendous impetus to young men everywhere, 
who, perhaps with the unconscious or subconscious urge of men of an 
earlier day, long to give themselves to the relief of suffering, to whom 
medicine as such makes no appeal. 

There are some very fine schools for men nurses, and they are 
anticipating very much the raising of the standards all across the 
country, for the training of men. They have been good, but there will 
be so many more young fellows who will feel that they are geing into 
a recognized profession for men. 

This bill would provide a group of Reserve officers for whom there 
is much demand in both war and peace. At all times, they will fill 
a great need in psychiatric wards of hospitals and other specialized 
wards and in assignments really exacting too much of women. — In 
time of war, they could be very literally in the front line. 

It is in keeping with the ideals of our Armed Forces that thev recog- 
nize the valueof qualified men nurses as a part of the nursing reserves. 
I trust, Mr. Chairman, that this committee will act favorably and that 
the full committee.will act favorably and bring this bill to the floor. 
very shortly so that we can have action on it. 

At this time, I want very very much to express my own personal 
appreciation to the armed services, to the men who have stood by. . 
this legislation, who have worked at the bugs in it, until they have 
brought it through to a method by which we can use these men without 
interfering with the best interests of the nursing profession, the Army’s 
Nurse Corps, and the whole care of the sick in our defense hospitals. 
I want to thank them very very earnestly for what they have done 
in this whole matter. 

And I again express my thanks to the committee for having this 
hearing this morning. 

Mr. Kiipay. Thank you, Mrs. Bolton. 

Of course, the bill will also include the medical specialists. 

Mrs. Bouton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. We can go into detail with the Department as to. 
numbers and things of that kind. 

Mrs. Bouton. Yes. 

Mr. Kiupay. Any questions? 

Mr. Wilson? 
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Mr. Witson. Do you see in your bill any possible solution to the 
critical shortage of doctors that we have in the Armed services? 

Mrs. Bouton. Well, of course, a doctor is very different from a 
nurse. 

Mr. Witson. Do you feel, for instance you mentioned front line 
use and so forth of officer nurses, do you think that they might replace 
frontline doctors? 

Mrs. Botron. I wouldn’t think they would replace doctors, sir. 
But I think it would make it possible to have right up at the front, 
the step beyond where Miss Branchfield was able to put in the women 
nurses in the last war, where they were closer to the front line than 
nurses had ever been before. This would alleviate the situation in 
the very front, so that wherever the men went there could be nurses, 
they could carry litters, yes, but they would be there with their 
equipment. 

Mr. Kinpay. Anything further? 

Mr. Barus? 

Mr. Barss. I am sorry, I didn’t hear your entire statement, but 
was there any study or any report made as a result of World War II 
or the Korean war which would indicate the desirability of what 
you have in mind? 

Mrs. Bouton. Yes. 

I don’t know that there is a report. 

We have been for a good many years trying to persuade the Defense 
Department that men could serve with a great deal of value in the 
armed services. 

Mr. Bares. The same as they do in civilian hospitals. 

Mrs. Bouron. Yes. 

And then they—partly there would be the assistance given to the 
doctor, to refer back to Mr. Wilson’s question, there would be a real 
person there at the front that could perhaps take over. Nurses do so 
many things that doctors used todo. And then the release of perhaps 
that same number of women nurses or filling in the holes, because I 
am sure the Defense Department needs more nurses than it has. 

Mr. Bates. Is there any agitation from any organization for this 
bill, Mrs. Bolton? 

Mrs. Botton. Only—agitation for or against? 

Mr. Bares. Yes, for the bill. 

Mrs. Boiron. For the bill? Yes, I think all the nursing groups are 
eager to have the man nurse, to have him recognized by the services. 

Mr. Bates. You say for many years you have been trying to per- 
suade the Department of Defense. Have you been at all successful 
in that effort? 

Mrs. Bouron. I think there is a very interesting report there, very 
much in favor of it, and very much for it. They will testify to that 
degree. 

We did have difficulties for sometime because—perhaps it was my 
own fault. 

Mr. Bares. I am sure you could persuade them as quickly as any- 
body. 

Mrs. Bouron. I thank you. 

But they were—they persuaded themselves as they should do. 

Mr. Kinpay. Anything further? 

(No response.) 








Mr. Kiupay. Thank you. 

Mrs. Botron. Thank you. 

Mr. Kiupay. Dr. Granville L. Jones. 

Have a seat, Dr. Jones. 

Dr. Jones. Mr. Chairman, I have copies of this statement, if you 
would like to have them. 

Mr. Kiupay. Yes, we would. 

Go right ahead, Doctor. 

Dr. Jones. My name is Granville L. Jones. I am a physician, 
specializing in psychiatry. I live in Williamsburg, Va., where I am 
superintendent of a 2,250-bed mental hospital. I am a fellow of the 
American Psychiatric Association and I am chairman of the committee 
of psychiatric nursing of that association. I am speaking for the 
American Psychiatric Association, a medical society of some 8,000 
members. 

American psychiatrists are just as much interested in military 
defense as any other group of citizens. Many of our members are 
now in the military forces, a very large portion has served in the mili- 
tary forces, and we are in favor of strengthening our military defenses. 

We are also interested in the welfare of some 750,000 patients now 
hospitalized for mental illness in the country. This is about 54 percent 
of all patients in all hospitals. These patients are citizens of the 
United States and by reason of their mental disease are not usually 
able to speak for themselves. We as psychiatrists feel we have the 
right, and the ethical duty to speak for them. 

The problem of mental illness is growing alarmingly; not only are 
there some three quarters of a million people now in the hospitals but 
every year, 175,000 new patients are admitted and the admission rate 
is going up. The need for new buildings, new staff, new maintenance 
appropriations seems never to end. The cost is tremendous and is 
growing. 

One large reason for this is that the mental hospitals all over the 
country are grossly understaffed. Not all of them, but most of them. 

There are not enough people in the hospitals to do a good job of 
diagnosis and treatment, and patients who ought to get well and would 
get well if treated energetically are failing to recover and are staying 
in the hospitals for years. Good hospitals can get out 85 to 90 per- 
cent, others get only 50 to 65 percent out. We do not have enough 

hysicians, we do not have enough therapists of all sorts, we do not 
ave enouzh social workers, and especially we do not have enough 
professional nurses. 

In 1953, there were 266,581 graduate professional nurses working 
in hospitals in this country. Of that number, only 12,692 or 4%» 
were working in mental hospitals. I have stated that more than half 
of all hospitalized patients are in mental hospitals, yet less than 5 
percent of our hospital nurses are taking care of this tremendous 
number of patients. 

The problem of recruitment of professional nurses for the mental 
hospitals, is one to which we are psychiatrists and particularly those 
of us who are administrators are giving much thought. 

There are many aspects to this problem but in our opinion one 
major reason why nurses are reluctant to be employed in mental 
hospitals is the type of patient with whom they are expected to deal. 
Half of the patients hospitalized for mental illness are men. While 
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it is reasonable to expect women nurses to take care of women patients 
and while women nurses can fill quite competently certain positions in 
wards for men, by and large it is far better to have men nurses handling 
men patients. 

These patients are sometimes assaultive, sometimes make persistent 
attempts at escaping; they may tend to take off their clothing, may be 
over erotic and sexually perverse; sometimes their toilet habits have 
deteriorated, they are untidy and filthy. They may need to be con- 
trolled by physical force and the nursing personnel on the wards are 
sometimes exposed to dangerous attacks. Not only this, but mental 
illness is characterized by difficult emotional problems of interpersonal 
relationships and it is not at all uncommon for men patients to be 
extremely hostile toward women. 

For these reasons, mental hospitals have long been one of the major 
fields in which men nurses find professional employment, and advance- 
ment. ‘The mental hospitals need and would employ many more men 
nurses than they have now, if they were available. 

A second major problem is the apparent lack of prestige for a man in 
a career in nursing. The attitude of the Armed Forces has actively 
interferred with the motivation for men to go into nursing. At the 
time the young man is considering his future trade or profession he is 
brought face to face with the need for putting some time in the military 
service of his country. At this time, he finds out that the military 
does not recognize that men can be graduate nurses. If he is not very 
strongly inspired to go into nursing this tends to discourage him and 
he is thus lost to the profession. 

If, when he goes into military service he has already acquired 
nurses’ training, he must accept subordinate rank and position, his 
duty may even be in the line instead of a medical unit, 

He is assigned as a noncommissioned officer and does not have the 
responsibility and the prestige that goes with a woman nurse when 
she is in the military forces. When he comes out of active service 
as a reservist he cannot advance out of enlisted status in his profession. 

Accordingly, in case after case, the young man is lost to nursing 
both in civilian life, and in the military service. 

We, as psychiatrists, believe that passage of this bill will enhance 
the prestige of the man nurse by opening another field with higher 
social, professional, and economic opportunities resulting in greater 
numbers of young men of intelligence and capability entering schools 
of nursing. This will increase the supply of man graduate nurses 
and thus make more available to our mental hospitals. 

We see no way that this act would interfere with the effectiveness 
of the military forces of the country. On the contrary, we are com- 
pletely convinced that it will strengthen our military medical services. 
Many men nurses can be used in the Armed Forces in much the same 
way they are used in civilian hospitals. Furthermore, an increase in 
the total supply of nurses of both sexes will make more nurses, both 
men and women, available for the military. 

The committee on psychiatric nursing of the American Psychiatric 
Association has consistently recommended this or similar bills which 
have been introduced in the Congress from time to time. We have 
recommended support to the association and the association has 
endorsed such action. We now earnestly and sincerely urge that the 
bill be reeommended by your committee and that it be passed by the 
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Congress, in the sincere belief that it will add to the military strength 
of the country, and that it will help in solving one of the most serious 
public health problems now facing the Nation. 

Mr. Kitpay. Thank you, Doctor. 

Any questions? 

Mr. Bares. Doctor, you say there is a tremendous shortage today 
in this particular field. 

Dr. Jonrs. There is a shortage of nurses, overall shortage of men 
nurses. 

Mr. Bares. Would you only dilute the number in civilian life if 
you had them go into the military service? 

Wouldn’t you only make the burden heavier which you are carrying 
now if you permitted them to go into the Armed Forces? 

Dr. Jones. We think the enactment of this legislation will tend to 
increase the total supply. 

And I don’t see how it could reduce the number of nurses available 
in civilian duty if we increased the total number. 

Mr. Bares. Of course, if you increase the total number it won’t 
reduce them. But these people will be trained in civilian life I 
presume and then go into the military service? 

Dr. Jonrs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. And you don’t have facilities for training them today, 
you say? 

Dr. Jonres. We do have facilities. 

Mr. Bates. Didn’t you make the statement in here that you don’t 
have a sufficient number to instruct more? 

Dr. Jonges. No. I said we don’t have enough working in the 
mental hospitals. That is what I am particularly interested in, along 
with national defense. 

Mr. Barters. You are not afraid then if you let them go into the 
military that you dilute the strength which you have for civilian 
purposes? 

Dr. Jonses. Not if there is an increased number available. 

Mr. Bares. And you think merely by the prestige that goes with a 
commission, in the Armed Forces that that of and by itself will increase 
the number? 

Dr. Jones. I am sure of it, yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Anything further? 

(No response.) 

Mr. Kiupay. I believe that is all, Doctor. We thank you. 

Mr. Frederick Wescoe. 

Have a seat, Mr. Wescoe. I see you have a prepared statement. 

Mr. Wescor. Yes, we have a prepared statement on the position 
of the American Nurses Association and I believe you are already 
in possession of those. 

Mr. Kiupay. Go right ahead, with your statement. 

Mr. Wescor. The American Nurses Association is a national 
organization of over 175,000 registered professional nurses, with 
constituent associations in 54 States and Territories. I appear here 
today to speak for the association in support of H. R. 2559, a bill to 
authorize male nurses and medical specialists to be appointed as 
Reserve officers. 

The association has long recognized the need for ending the dis- 
crimination which exists in the laws relative to the Nurse Corps in each 
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‘of the three branches of the armed services. Although the male 
members of the profession have comparable preparation, and must 
meet similar qualification requirements for licensure, the laws permit 
‘only female nurses to be commissiored in the corps. 

The first action taken by the American Nurses Association in this 
regard came in 1941, in the early years of World War II, when nurses 
were being recruited in large numbers to meet the needs of the mili- 
tary. It was then that the inequities became glaringly apparent. 
Young men who were registered professional nurses were drafted and 
‘assigned to duty without regard for their special preparation. 

At that time, the board of directors of the ANA sent a communi- 
cation to the War Department, requesting a change in the laws to 
permit the commissioning of men as well as women for services in the 
Nurse Corps. 

In 1942, the ANA house of delegates, in convention assembled, 
passed a resolution calling for the admission of men into the Nurse 
Corps. At each succeeding biennial convention a similar resolution 
has been adopted. 

In the absence of any legislation which would permit the proper 
utilization of the skills of men ‘professional nurses, the ANA urged 
its constituent units to work with draft boards to insure the defer- 
ment of young men preparing for a nursing career. However, even 
where this procedure was carried out, it did not prevent subsequent 
drafting of these same young men after graduation and a subsequent 
misuse of their nursing skills. Letters on file at the ANA office tell 
of qualified professional men nurses who had been drafted, after 
graduation from a school of nursing, and placed in assignments 
where their special skills were not utilized. In many of these letters 
the young men indicated that they had made repeated attempts to 
be assigned to nursing duties, but with no success. 

In some instances, they did not report their nursing education 
because they did not wish to be assigned to nursing duties in a non- 
commissioned status. 

Men nurses are especially adapted to work in the military since the 
majority of the patients needing care are men and since some nursing 
functions in some instances are more acceptable if performed by men. 
Men nurses can be of inestimable value in forward areas where the 
hazards preclude the use of women nurses. 

I would like to quote from an article which appeared in the New 
York Herald Tribune in May 1952, during the Korean conflict, in 
which Lt. Col. Alice M. Gritsavage, Chief Nurse, Far East Command, 
is quoted as saying, ‘‘in oriental warfare women nurses have no place 
near the battlefront. Bitter experience proves the enemy ruthless and 
unprincipled. We know too well what would happen if nurses were 
captured.”’ 

She gave the highest praise to the women nurses serving in the 
Korean war, but went on to say that in a combat situation when 
installations have to be dismantled all in a matter of hours, women 
nurses do not have the strength to give full assistance in such emer- 
gencies. Separate quarters and sanitary facilities for women are 
another problem when contested battlelines change the location of 
hospital units. She believes that there are enough men nurses in the 
United States to meet the combat needs of the armed services. 
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Although the percentage of men nurses in the total active profes- 
sional nurse population of the United States is relatively low, 2.4 per- 
cent, this represents 9,613 men registered nurses, a sizable reservoir. 
The potential of available personnel in this number is greater than it 
would be in a like number of women nurses since women with depend- 
ents under 18 years of age cannot be recruited into service. 

Nor can women remain in the corps following motherhood. This 
problem does not exist for the men in the services. 

H. R. 2559 does not completely meet the objective advocated by 
the American Nurses’ Association since 1941, which is full status for 
men nurses in the nurse corps of the armed services. It does, how- 
ever, represent a first step toward that objective; and, as such, has 
the support of the membership. We urge that, in addition to favor- 
able action on H. R. 2559, the committee give consideration to legisla- 
tion which would provide for the commissioning of registered profes- 
sional men nurses in the active nurse corps of the Armed Forces. 

Mr. Kitpay. Thank you, Mr. Wescoe. 

Now, you represent the American Nurses Association? 

Mr. Wescor. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kizpay. Just what is the association? 

Mr. Wescor. Sorry, sir? 

Mr. Kitpay. What is the association? 

Mr. Wescor. The American Nurses Association is the organization 
for registered professional nurses in the country with a membership 
of approximately 175,000. 

Mr. Kiupay. Both male and female? 

Mr. Wescor. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Now, how many of the States have provisions for the 
registration of male nurses? 

Mr. Wescor. All States have provision for registration, sir. 

Mr. Kiupay. And the percentage that you gave us here of only 2.4. 

Mr. Wescor. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. Is the percentage in the whole country? 

Mr. Wescor. In the country, nationwide, yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Now, do the laws of all of the States prescribe mini- 
mum standards for registration? 

Mr. Wescor. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kiupay. Is there uniformity in those laws, or do they vary? 

Mr. Wescor. There is slight variation in regard to the experience 
required in obstetrical and gynecological experience. However, even 
in those cases, the men are required to take a similar program from 
the standpoint of theory, but the experience is on the limited side. 
That is it is not as great as it is for women. 

Mr. Kiupay. You are speaking of the variance between the male 
and the female nurses? 

Mr. Wescor. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kixipay. Now, as to the minimum requirements in the various 
States, are they in anywise standardized for both men and women? 

Mr. Wescor. The same standards are applied to men as to women. 

Mr. Kiipay. But each State? 

Mr. Wescoz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. Or do some States 

Mr. Wescor. By all States. 
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“Mr. Kitpay. Do some States register them with less, much less 
professional attainment than other States, or is there a fairly uniform 
provision by States, as to the registration of male nurses? 

Mr. Wescor. I believe in no State is there a difference in the re- 
quirements for men and women to take the State board examinations. 
And, of course, the results of the State board examinations are what 
determine licensure. . 

Mr. Kixpay. Generally, the qualifications for male nurses would 
be the same as for female? 

Mr. Wescor. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. What are the minimum requirements for registrations 
as a nurse, generally? 

Mr. Wescor. Of course, they vary from State to State. But 
generally, they have an age requirement, citizenship, but they require 
a certain amount of theoretical experience in the various clinical 
areas, such as medicine, surgery, operating room, dietary service. 

Mr. Kitpay. Generally how many years is that? 

Mr. Wescor. Three years, sir. That is the minimum program in 
most States, at the present time. 

Mr. Kitpay. That is for registration of either a male or female? 

'Mr. Wesscor. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Of course, there are other programs under which the 
nurse could secure a degree of bachelor of science. 

Mr. Wescor. Yes. 

Mr. Kitpay. Combination 

Mr. Wescor. Yes, for bachelor’s degree, the requirements are ex- 
actly the same for men as they are for women. ‘Those programs on 
a combined basis are 4 to 5 years depending on the university you go 
to. Orif by chance you start out working fresh on a bachelor’s degree 
after graduation from nursing school, of course, it is the same full 4-year 
program with specialization in the nursing field, in some area. 

Mr. Kiupay. Can you tell us how many hospitals in the United 
States train male nurses so that they qualify as registered nurses? 

Mr. Wescor. We have a publication sir, which lists the schools of 
nursing in the country as of 1954, and in that publication there were 
261 schools who have indicated they would accept men if they applied. 

Mr. Kitpay. 261 that indicate they will. 

Mr. Wescor. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kriupay. Can you tell us how many are actually training 
nurses? 

Mr. Wescor. Roughly, about 1,200, sir. I don’t know exactly. 

Mr. Kiupay. 1,200. 

Mr. Wescor. How many actually have men? 

Mr. Kiupay. Yes. 

Mr. Wescor. I beg your pardon. I don’t have that figure 
available. 

Mr. Kitpay. What was the 1,200? 

Mr. Wescor. That is the total number of nursing schools in the 
country. 

Mr. Kitpay. Total number? 

Mr. Wescor. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kixtpay. You said 261 indicate that they will accept men. 

Mr. Wescor. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. How many actually have men in training? 
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Mr. Wescoz. That question I can’t tell you. I don’t know how 
many actually are taking them. 

Mr. Kitpay. Can you secure that information for the record? 

(Following letter contains the information: ) 


American Nurszs’ AssocraTIoNn, INC., 


New York, N. Y. , July 8, 1955. 
Hon. Paut J. Kiupay, 


Chairman, Subcommittee, No. 2, 
Committee on Armed Services, 
House of Representatives, Washington 25, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Kiupay: First may I thank you for the privileges extended to the 
American Nurses’ Association by yourself and your subcommittee on July 7, 1955. 
We very much appreciated the opportunity of having Frederick H. Wescoe, R. N., 
og. testimony on behalf of the American Nurses’ Association regarding H. R. 

559. 


During Mr. Wescoe’s testimony, you asked for information on schools of 
nursing which enroll men students. According to the latest survey conducted 
by the National League for Nursing, there are 265 schools of nursing which indi- 
cate that they will accept men students. At the present time, there are men 
students enrolled in 146 of these schools. 

Please be assured of our continued interest in legislation to provide for the 
admission of qualified men in the Nurse Corps of the armed services. We believe 
that the enactment of such legislation would not only eliminate the present dis- 
crimination against men professional nurses, but would also enlarge one source 
from which the armed services could draw to meet their personnel shortages in 
the health professions. 

Sincerely yours, 
(Mrs.) MarGcaret F. Carro.t, R. N., 
Assistant Executive Secretary. 

Mr. Wescor. May I refer to something? 

Mr. Kriupay. Surely. 

Mr. Wescoz. Could we bypass that a moment, perhaps? 

Mr. Kiupay. Yes. 

Then the men who would be eligible for commission here would be 
men who had had not less than 3 years of training to qualify as. 
registered nurses. 

Mr. Wescon. Yes, sir; they would have no less training than any 
woman who now holds a commission. 

Mr. Kinpay. They would have the equivalent as women. 

Mr. Wexscor. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. Now, let’s go to the medical specialists bill. 

Can you tell us what type of medical specialists that would include? 

Mr. Wescor. I am sorry, sir, I am not prepared to answer that 
question. 

Mr. Kiupay. I suppose the Department will have that information. 
You are appearing with reference to the nurses. 

Mr. Wesscor. For the nurses, only, yes, sir. 

Mr. Kiipay. Any questions, Mr. Bates? 

Mr. Barrs. Do you have any idea of the percent of male nurses 
that served as corpsmen in the last war? 

Mr. Wescor. No, I am sorry, I can’t give you that, and I don’t 
believe those figures are available. 

From the standpoint that many of the men did not even get into 
the Medical Corps. They, through choice, selected some other branch 
of the service because it was the only place they could get recognition. 

Mr. Bates. You have never made any analysis of that? 

Mr. Wesscor. No, sir; I don’t believe that has been done. No, we 
have no figures on that. 
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Mr. Bares. Do you believe this bill would increase the number of 
male nurses which we have in the country? 

Mr. Wescoer. We cannot prove that, but we do feel that way; 
yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Because of the reasons given previously. 

Mr. Wescor. Yes. It has been a handicap in the recruitment 
efforts of the nursing organizations, where they approached men 
when they were not able to say that they were full recognized by the 
military services, and could not obtain commissions. 

Mr. Bares. Are your nurse schools throughout the country over- 
crowded now, or can most qualified people get in if they make appli- 
cation? 

Mr. Wescor. I believe generally if they are qualified they can 
get in; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. You don’t have the situation the same as you have in 
medical schools? 

Mr. Wescor. Well, we have need for more schools, yes, from the 
standpoint that we should be training more to meet the minimum 
number of nurses that are needed in today’s health work. 

Mr. Bates. But you believe you have the number of schools and 
number of facilities available whereby you can increase your load 
considerably? 

Mr. Wescokr. I don’t believe we have a sufficient number of schools. 
I think they would have to be developed in some areas. But I do 
believe those schools that are in operation are getting a suitable num- 
ber of well-qualified applicants and I do believe if a man was as well 
qualified as any women who applied and applied to those hospitals 
where they took them, they would be able to get into the school of 
nurses. 

Mr. Bates. I am trying to find out as of today, Are these schools 
operating at optimum capacity? 

Mr. Wescor. I would believe so. May I ask? 

Yes, I believe that would be true. 

Mr. Bates. So there would have to be an extension of present facili- 
ties if you are going to get more people in. 

Mr. Wescor. Yes, that would be. Although in many instances, 
and I speak here personally not as a representative of the organiza- 
tion, I do know of schools who are taking women who would not have 
to increase quarters because they have other types of living quarters 
available which could be used for men students. 

So that they could be absorbed into the present structure with rela- 
tively little difficulty. 

Mr. Bates. This 2 percent that you gave, 2.4 percent of the pro- 
portion of male nurses to the total nurse population, has that been 
about the same for some time, or is that increasing or decreasing? 

Mr. Wesco. It is relatively a stable figure, sir. 

Mr. Batss. Thank you. 

Mr. Kiupay. Anything further? 

Mr. Bennerr. No questions. 

Mr. Kitpay. No questions? 

Mr. Bray. No questions. 

Mr. Kitpay. Thank you. 

Mr. Wescor. Thank you. 

Mr. Kiupay. Col. Harold W. Glattly. 
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Colonel Guarrty. Mr. Chairman, members of the subcommittee, 
I am Col. Harold W. Glattly. Although J am from the Office of the 
Surgeon General, Department of the Army, nevertheless I appear 
today representing the Department of Defense and the three military 
departments with respect to H. R. 2559. 

I think the subcommittee has a copy of my statement. J can 
either read it or I can have it merely entered for the record and make 
a comment or two merely with respect to it. 

Mr. Kiupay. I think it would be better if you read it. I see it is 
quite short. 

Colonel Guarrity. Thank you. 

The purpose of H. R. 2559 is to authorize the appointment of males 
as commissioned officers of the Reserve components of the Armed 
Forces for assignment to the respective nurse corps of the Army and 
Navy, for designation as Air Force nurses, for assignment to the 
Women’s Medical Specialist Corps of the Army and for designation 
as medical specialists in the Air Force. This bill, if enacted, would 
also redesignate the Women’s Medical Specialist Corps as the Army 
Medical Specialist Corps. 

The Department of Defense favors the enactment of H. R. 2559 for 
many reasons, two of which are major. The first is the shortage of 
qualified nurses in both the civilian economy and the three military 
medical services. Obviously the authority to appoint qualified male 
nurses as Reserve commissioned officers would, by increasing our 
sources of procurement, result in an actual increase in the number of 
qualified nurses we could actually procure. 

Second, under existing laws, young male nurses are inducted into 
the Army under provisions of the Universal Military Training and 
Service Act, as amended, but then, even though we are having pro- 
curement difficulties with respect to the Army Nurse Corps, such 
persons cannot be appointed in that corps and must be utilized as 
enlisted technicians. 

The enactment of this proposed legislation would enable such 
persons to be appointed in the Army Nurse Corps on the same basis 
as we now appoint qualified female nurses and would end the present 
inequity in this regard which stems from the fact that the Army- 
Navy Nurses Act of 1947 was written on the traditional assumption 
that only females should be appointed as nurses in the military services. 

Since that time the Congress has seen fit, upon the recommendation 
of the Department of Defense, to enact legislation to authorize the 
appointment of female physicians and dentists in the traditionally 
male Medical and Dental Corps. H. R. 2559 appears to be merely 
one more step forward—albeit an important one—in obtaining proper 
utilization of persons possessing needed skills in the health professions. 

Mr. Kinpay. Colonel, can you tell us how many male nurses are 
now in the service? 

Colonel Guatriy. We have 82 that have come to the Department of 
the Army through the regular draft act. There are, I believe, six 
in the Department of the Navy. We have been unable to get any 
report of such an individual in the Department of the Air Force. 

Mr. Kitpay. These 82 that you have in the Army, are those all 
assigned to medical duties? 

Colonel Guarriy. That is right, sir. As soon as a male registered 
nurse is inducted under the regular draft act, at the first station to 
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which he reports his name and so forth is reported to the Office of the 
Surgeon General, Department of the Army, in order that we may 
monitor his assignment. 

Mr. Kitpay. So that you feel that practically all of those who have 
been inducted are assigned? 

Colonel Guairiy. That is our feeling, sir. 

Mr. Kriupay. In what grade are they serving? 

Colonel Guartity. They begin, of course, in the grade of private, 
the same as any other individual who would be inducted under the 
regular draft act. 

Mr. Kitpay. And they continue to serve as noncommissioned 
officers? 

Colonel Guarriy. They may during the course of their 2 years of 
required service be elevated to private first class, possibly corporal, 
and so forth. 

Mr. Kiupay. I should have said the highest they can attain is that 
of noncommissioned officer? 

Colonel Giartiy. Yes. 

Mr. Kitpay. The only bar to the commissioning of at least some of 
these is a question of sex? 

Colonel GuartrLy. A question of sex. Here are people with equiva- 
lent training and qualifications who by reason of the law have this 
marked disparity in their status when they enter the Armed Forces. 

Mr. Kitpay. This bill is to apply only to those men who have 
received the training equivalent to that received by women? 

Colonel Guarriy. That is right. 

Mr. Kinpay. In nursing. 

Colonel Giarriy. In other words, our requirement is that they 
be graduates of an approved school of nursing and that they further- 
more become a registered nurse by reason of having passed a State 
board. 

Mr. Krupay. Of course, that training and registration is what now 
qualifies the women in service for a commission. 

Colonel Giartriy. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Krupay. And this would apply to men only who had received 
at least the equivalent training and registration in accordance with 
the State law? 

Colonel Giarriy. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Now, with reference to specialists, can you tell me 
how many categories of medical specialists you have in the military 
service at this time, physiotherapists, occupational therapists, and 
dietitians? 

Colonel GiarrLy. Physiotherapists, dietitians, and occupational 
therapists, those are the three skills that are incorporated into the 
Women’s Medical Specialist Corps in the Army. 

The other two services do not have a Women’s Specialist Medical 
Corps. I believe in the Navy those particular members are com- 
missioned as members of the Navy Nurse Corps—in the Medical 
Service Corps of the Navy. And in the Air Force they are designated 
as such. 

Mr. Kitpay. What happens to the men specialists? 

Colonel Giarrity. We have very, very few that have come to us, 
with the skill, through the regular draft act. Some 50 physiothera- 
pists, 6 occupational therapists, and no dietitians. 


. 











4302 


Mr. Kiupay. You have 50 male physiotherapists in the military 
services at this time? 

Colonel Guarrty. They are monitored in the Army Medical 
Service in order that we may make use of them as enlisted technicians 
at the present time. 

Mr. Kiipay. And they are all being utilized in an enlisted grade? 

Colonel Giartiy. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kriupay. In their specialty? 

Colonel Guiarriy. As far as they can apply their skills in an en- 
listed status. 

Mr. Buanprorp. May I ask what is there in the law that prevents 
them from being commissioned? 

Colonel Guiatriy. I believe, sir, that the law specified the sex. 
I know it does. 

Mr. BLanprorp. The women in the Medical Specialist Corps does; 

es. 

Colonel Guatriy. Yes. 

Mr. BLanprorp. But what about the Medical Service Corps for 
the Army? 

In other words, don’t you have certain medical service officers, 
administrative officers? 

Colonel Gutatrity. Yes. But there is no sex in the Medical Service 
Corps of the Army for the specialties of dietetics, occupational therapy, 
or physiotherapy. 

Mr. BLanpForp. That is because of the law? 

Colonel Guiattriy. That is right. 

Mr. BLanprorp. Or because of regulations? 

Colonel Giartiy. Because of the law; yes. 

Mr. Kiipay. Colonel, can you tell us with reference to the laws of 
the States which might be comparable to registration of nurses as 
they apply to these three specialties that you have mentioned? Are 
there laws in the States as to registration of physiotherapists? 

Colonel Guattiy. I am te Mr. Chairman, that I can’t answer 
that question. 

Mr. Kitpay. Will you get that information for us and supply it 
for the record with Mr. Blandford? 

Colonel Guiatriy. Fine; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kiupay. As to each of the three? 

Colonel Guattiy. Right, sir. 

I might say, Mr. Chairman that we train a fairly high percentage 
of our requirement of occupational therapists and physiotherapists. 
We take graduates of various colleges who meet certain qualifications 
and actually train these individuals in those skills in the Army 
Medical Service. 

Mr. Kitpay. Women? 

Colonel GLtatrty. Women; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. What is the ninimum requirement for a woman 
to secure a commission? 

Colonel Giattiy. A baccalaureate degree in which she has taken 
certain subjects during her liberal arts course. I don’t have the list 
of the subjects here. 

Mr. Kitpay. That would qualify her. 

Colonel Guartiy. For traiming as an occupational or physio- 
therapist; yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kitpay. Then she would be commissioned because of her 
academic degree and her training in physiotherapy? 

Colonel Giatriy. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. Would this bill permit the commissioning of men 
on the same standards? 

Colonel Guiarriy. Yes, sir; it would. 

Mr. Kixpay. In other words, a man as a physiotherapist would 
have to have a baccalaureate degree and you would then train him 
or would he already have to have his training? 

Colonel Guatrity. He might have had his training or we might 
train him. Because as I say we have done a great deal of our own 
training of individuals in these two skills. 

Mr. Kitpay. But up until now you have not trained men as 
physio- or occupational therapists? 

Colonel Guatrity. No; because we commission them in n the Women’s 
Medical Specialist Corps. 

Mr. Kitpay. Will you also supply for the record if you do not now 
have it the number of colleges or universities, and their names and 
locations, who now train men as therapists. 

Colonel Guarriy. In these various skills; yes. 

F Mr. Kitpay. Do you happen to know offhand whether that 

et ires a bachelor’s or master’s degrea for a man to be trained, be a 

llege-trained physiotherapist. 

Colonel Guartiy. I really don’t know, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Any questions, Mr. Bates? 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman, I was interested in the same question 
which the counsel put, regarding whether or not specific authority 
is required now to commission these people in the medical corps. 

What is your basic law? Is that the Officer Personnel Act? 

Colonel Guarrty. Could Major McKenzie answer that question? 

Mr. Kitpay. Yes. 

Major McKenzie. The act in question is the Army-Navy Medical 
Services Corps Act of 1947. Perhaps I could expand a bit on one 
of the previous questions and answers. 

It is true that the Secretaries have authority under that act to 
create new sections in that particular corps. It is further true that 
if the Secretary deemed it desirable or necessary he could create a 
section in the Army Medical Service Corps under which males in 
these skills could be commissioned. 

Mr. Buianprorp. That is exactly the point. 

Major McKenzir. However, it has been the Army’s policy that 
persons should be commissioned in the corps which is the one most 
closely identified with the duties that they are to perform. 

In other words, if we have a nursing corps, that individuals who 
are to perform nursing duties should be commissioned in that nurse 
corps. And that it would be far more desirable to have legislation 
which would enable us to do that, rather than to split nurses into two 
separate corps, have male nurses in one corps and female nurses in a 
different. corps. 

Mr. Kiupay. Mr. Blandford? 

Mr. BuanpForp. Let me ask the same question Mr. Bates raised 
with regard to the Navy. 

What does the Navy have with regard to their administrative 
officers? 
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Major McKenzir. The Navy has a Medical Service Corps. 

Mr. Buanprorp. Now, what is there in the law that precludes the. 
commissioning of a male in the Medical Service Corps as a therapist 
or dietitian? } 

Major McKenzie. There is nothing in the law which would pre- 
clude it. In fact, the Navy is so doing at the present time. 

The Navy has created under the Secretary’s authority under the 
act a fifth section in its Medical Service Corps in which male—not 
male dietitians, but dietitians, physical therapists, and occupational 
therapists are being commissioned at the present time. 

Mr. BianpForp. Male? 

Major McKenzir. No, sir; not males. 

Mr. Buanprorp. That is the intriguing thing about this. You 
have got the authority to do this now, you come up here and say this 
is a fine bill and you are all for it. 

Therefore, why haven’t you been doing it? 

Major McKenzie. As I previously indicated, Mr. Blandford, it 
was felt that as a matter of policy persons who have the same back- 
grounds who had performed the same skills should be commissioned 
in the same corps. 

Mr. Buanprorp. I am not arguing about nurses at this point. 
Because you want nurses in the Nurse Corps. 

I grant you, you have to change the law to authorize the com- 
missioning of males in a traditionally female corps. 

Major McKenzie. Yes. 

Mr. Buanprorp. That we can understand. 

But this bill has much wider implications. It is just not applicable 
to nurses. This bil] is also to commission physiotherapists, dietitians, 
and perhaps other allied categories. 

Major McKenzie. Although the categories differ we felt that the 
principle was the same. That we shouldn’t have male dieticians in 
one corps and female dieticians in another corps, if they are performing 
the same functions they should be commissioned in the same corps. 

Mr. BLanprorp. If this bill is enacted is it the intention of the 
Department of Defense to implement it? 

Major McKenzie. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLanprorp. How many people do you propose or if you have 
any augmentation plan, how many people do you propose to com- 
mission? 

Colonel GLarrity. We have no specification in mind. It would be 
whatever number of qualified persons we could obtain to make up the 
difference between what we now are authorized and actually have. 

Mr. BLANpForRD. Now, let’s take a man who has finished a course in 
a nursing school, say 3 years in school, if that is the requirement. 

Then he is drafted, no practical experience. What is his status? 

What is your requirement to commission a female in the Nurse 
Corps today? 

Colonel Giatriy. She would have to be a graduate of an acceptable 
nursing school, and would have to be a registered nurse, as a result of 
having passed an examination in one of the States or Territories. 

Mr. Buanprorp. Therefore, the same rules, regulations will apply 
to these males as apply to the females? 

Colonel Guatriy. That is right. 
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Mr. BLanpForp. So we won’t have any distinction between groups 
within the nurse corps? 

Colonel Giatriy. None whatsoever. 

Mr. Kiupay. Colonel, I asked you to give us the information with 
reference to the institutions at which the therapists were trained. 

Will you give us the same information as to male nurses? 

Colonel Guiatriy. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kiupay. Any further questions? 

(No response.) 

Mr. Kitpay. Thank you. 

Mr. BLanpForp. I would like to state for the record that we have 
a telegram from the American Physical Therapy Association strongly 
endorsing H. R. 2559. 

Mr. Kitpay. That will be all on this bill at this time. We will 
consider it in executive session. ‘ 

(Thereupon, the subcommittee recessed at 10:28 a. m., Thursday, 
July 7, 1955.) 

(The following matter was submitted for the record:) 


OFFICE MEMORANDUM, UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


Juty 8, 1955. 
To: Special Assistant to the Surgeon General. 
From: Chief, Special Projects Branch. 
Subject: Information relating to male nurse legislation. 

In response to your verbal request the following information on the above 
subject is submitted: 

(a) Names and location of colleges and universities in the United States which 
train persons in the various professional fields included in the Women’s Medical 
Specialist Corps are contained in enclosures 1 through 3. These lists are repro- 
duced from official publications of the national organization for each specialty. 
The national organizations for physical therapy and occupational therapy base 
their approval on the approval of the Council on Medical Edueation and Hos- 
pitals of the American Medical Association. The American Dietetic Association 
approvals are granted by the executive board of that organization. 

(b) Complete information regarding legislation by the various States with 
respect to licensure and registration of professional therapists, occupational 
therapists and dietitians is not immediately available to this office. A summary 
of available information on this subject follows: 

The practice of physical therapy without registration is known to be prohibited 
by law in those States indicated by an asterisk. Whether or not this prohibition 
exists in the States (indicated by the symbol #) in which legislation was passed 
subsequent to the publication of the article referred to above is not known. 


*Arizona #Maine #N. Carolina 
Arkansas * Maryland Oklahoma 
California Massachusetts *Pennsyl ania 
Connecticut Minnesota South Carolina 

#Delaware #Nevada #8 uth Dakota 
Florida New Hampshire # 'ennessee 
Georgia *New Mexico Washington 
Illinois *New York *Wisconsin 


(1) Physical Therapy: volume 34, No. 2 of The Physical Therapy Review, 
dated February 1954, contains an abstract of legislation in effect at that time 
pertaining to State registration of physical therapists, a reprint of which is at- 
tached as enclosure 4. This article lists 19 States, plus the Territory of Hawaii, 
as having legislation regarding registration for physical therapists. These 19 
States, plus 5 that have subsequently enacted such legislation, are as follows: 

(2) There appear to be no State laws governing registration or licensure for 
dietitions or occupational therapists. 

(c) A list of those nursing schools which admit male students is attached as 
enclosure 5. This list was compiled from a pamphlet Schools of Professional 
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Nursing, 1954, published by the committee on careers, National League for 
Nursing. The list is broken down into two parts; the first part includes those 
colleges or universities at which a course in nursing is given which culminates in 
a degree; the second includes those nursing schools conducted at hospitals which 
give a program of 2 or 3 years and grant a nursing diploma. It was not possible 
to determine the number of nursing schools at which males are currently enrolled. 
The American Nurses’ Association in conducting a survey on this matter in 1952 
sent out questionaires to 260 schools. Of the 162 schools answering the question- 
aires, male students were enrolled in 111 at that time. However, according to 
Facts About Nursing, a statistical summary published by the American Nurses’ 
Association, 843 male student nurses were enrolled in nursing schools in the 
United States on January 1, 1954. This figure is the most current available. 


VERNON McKENnzZIE, 
Major, MSC, Personnel Division. 


EncLosure 1—Dteretic INTERNSHIPS, APPROVED BY THE Executive Boarp, 
Tue American Dietetic Association, 620 Norta Micuican AveNug, 
Cuicaco 11, Ill—Octroser 1954 


REQUIREMENTS FOR ENTRANCE TO APPROVED DIETETIC INTERNSHIPS 


Copies of the academic requirements for active membership in the American 
Dietetic Association and entrance to approved dietetic internships are availa>le 
from the American Dietetic Association. These also are listed on the reverse 
side of this form. 

METHOD OF APPLICATION 


Students desiring appointments in approved dietetic internships should seek 
the advice of the head of the home economics department or adviser to dietetic 
majors. Complete information regarding appointments is available to the colleges 
and universities from the American Dietetic Association. 

The application forms for admission to approved dietetic internships may be 
obtained from the directors of the internships. The application should be ac- 
companied by the following when sent to the director of the internship: 

1. Official transcript, or transcripts of credit from all colleges attended. 

2. Physical report signed by a physician (forms are available from the 
American Dietetic Association, 5 cents per copy). 

3. A recent photograph. 

4. Letters or names and addresses of three professional persons qualified 
to give pertinent information as to character, ability, potential professional 
qualifications, and personality of the applicant. The references must include 
a major professor in foods and nutrition and one in institution management. 

Students should forward an official transcript for the last semester or quarter’s 
work, with evidence of a degree from an accredited college or university, to the 
internship director immediately following graduation. 

Students are requested to make application to not more than three of the 
approved dietetic internships. There are two regular dates for notification of 
appointments of students to approved internships: April 15 and November 15. 
At the time of notification of appointment, the date for actual admission to the 
internship is indicated by the director. In order to permit sufficient time for 
directors to review the material submitted, applications should be sent out at 
least 6 weeks before the regular appointment dates; i. e., on March 1 for April 15 
notification and on October 1 for November 15 notification. Students should 
have their replies of acceptance or rejection of appointments in the mail within 
1 week after the appointment dates. 


DEFINITION OF ‘‘ACCREDITED’’ AS USED BY THE ASSOCIATION 


Bulletin 1952, No. 3, Accredited Higher Institutions, United States Office of 
Education, available from Superintendent of Documents, Washington 25, D. C., 
price 35 cents; is accepted as a guide in determining whether an institution is 
accredited | when applications for membership in the American Dietetic Associa- 
tion, or entrance to dietetic internships approved by the association, are considered. 
A listing of those institutions which hold membership or are approved by the 





1 Evidence may be submitted that a college, heretofore not listed as accredited, has been added to one 
of the accredited lists since the last edition of the Bulletin. 
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regional accredited agencies may also be secured from the National Committee 
of Regional Accrediting Agencies, Amherst College, Amherst, Mass. Colleges 
and universities will be considered as accredited if they hold membership in one 
or more of the following organizations at the date a degree is conferred: 


Association of American Universities 

Middle States Association of Colleges and Secondary Schools 
New England Association of Colleges and Secondary Schools 
North Central Association of Colleges and Secondary Schools 
Northwest Association of Secondary and Higher Schools 
Southern Association of Colleges and Secondary Schools 
Western College Association 


The educational director in the association office will give counsel and assistance 
to anyone who has been graduated and desires an appointment in an approved 
internship. 
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ADMINISTRATIVE 
' | q 
Maxi- 
x mum 
Gist oe = - Location j Dietitian in charge | Entrance dates ber of 
| in- 
| terns 
California: Mills College !2__| Seminary arid‘| (Mrs. Helen R. Demsey_..| September-_---- 6 
MacArthur | 
Blvd., Oakland | 
| __ 18. 
Connecticut: Aetna Life | Hartford._......_- | Mary C. Kelly.....- ea) 6 
Affiliated Companies. 
Florida: Florida State Uni- | Tallahassee_......| Anna M. Tracy-_--.--..--| February-Sep- 8 
versity food service depart- tember. 
ment.! 4 
Indiana: Halls of Residence, | Bloomington_- Martha McBride .do a 5 
Indiana University.! 4 | 
New York: Eastman Kodak | 343 State St., Ro- | Mrs. Wintress D. Murray-| ne ee 8 
Co.! chester 4. | | | 
Ohio: Ohio State Univer- | Columbus 10_.....| LeVelle Wood. | September. - .--- | 8 
sity.! | j 
Oklahoma: Oklahoma Agri- | Stillwater _- .| Mary E. Leidigh. February-Sep- | 10 
cultural and Mechanical | tember. | 
College.! 4 | } 
Washington: University of | Seattle_-. | Margaret E. Terrell._.....| January-June- | 20 
Washington.! 4 September. | 
FOOD CLINIO 
Massachusetts: Frances | Boston._.......--. | Clare Forbes...........--- | February-July- 6 
Stern Food Clinic, the | September. | 
Boston Dispensary. | 
| 
| 
HOSPITAL 
Alabama: Tuskegee Insti- | Tuskegee Insti- | Mrs. Solona C. MeDonald.| September. ----- 6 
tute. tute, John Al- | 
bion Andrew | 
Memorial Hos- | 
pital, Macon. | 
California: | 
University of California!_| Berkeley......-.--- | Dr. Helen L. Gillum, | July-September. 12 
} | 231 Home Economics 
Building. 

“— pps Metabolic) La Jolla___........ | Margaret Berry--.-.-.--..-.-- | ee SD .. cacieeapie 9 
Slinic.! 4 | 

ay , ~~ +l Los Angeles 25....| Mrs. Marjorie N. Peter- |__--- OD. chikdaeta 24 
Senter. | sen. 

Alameda County Hos- | 2701 14th Ave., Edith M. Ferguson--._---- February-Au- 12 
pital. Oakland 6. | | _ gust. 

Stanford University | Clay and Web-| Mrs. Helen H. Anderson..| July-September-| 10 
Hospitals. ster, San Fran- | | 

cisco 15. | | 
Colorado: | } 

University of Colorado | Denver--.--.----- Pi.” eee September. -----| 8 
Medical Center.! 

Colorado State Hospi- | Pueblo._..---.---.. Mrs. Cora E. Kusner.....| July.-..---.-.---- 12 
tal.! 4 

District of Columbia: } 
Freedmen’s Hospital! 4... 6th and Bryant | Mrs. Mildred S. Bunton..| September-- ---- 10 | 
NW., Washing- } 
ton 25. 

Walter Reed Army Hos- | Washington.......| Maj. Eleanor L. Mitchell. |----.do--.---- 12 

pital.! | | 
Illinois: } 

Cook County School of | 1990 West Polk | Millie E. Kalsem-_-.-- February-Au- 18 
Nursing, Cook County St., Chicago 12. | gust. 
Hospital.! } | 

Michael Reese Hospi- | 29th and _ Ellis | Louise Wilkonson.........| February-July-- 18 
tal.! 4 Ave., Chicago | | | 

16. | 

University of Chicago | Chicago 37........| Ella M. Eck-..--.-- ..| September - - 8 
Clinies.! 

Veterans’ Administra- | Hines---- Donetta Cox- 2 ——— 24 


tion Hospital.! 4 


See footnotes at end of table, p. 4312-13. 
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INTERNSHIPS 
= —_ | — ! i ra ~ poe | = - ae : al ” ” ' — 
Total 
affili- Registration WS ee ae ae Cash allowed ee ae, eee 
Pe opetente ation | and/or tuition | a for mainte- | paren yee 
| time, | fees nance per year ’ 
| weeks | 
} ne SEE ae Eat, 0) Sate eee 
Gunits..2210. | None | None..........---- | Entire 3__._.__- ee Naseer eet | $400. 
OO ae | ee” Se 2 | 2 meals each working | None____- _| $2,050. 
| day. } 
8 semester | None | $40___........_.--- | Meals and lanudry *._| None__.__...._| $550. 
hours. | 
| 
None__-_._.-- 59:1 Nomet=ti-/ 4 2 te & do.§___..._........| $300, room._._.| $771. 
Fae cepa None j...-. | eee? 1 to 3 meals 5 days per | None. . a $2,142. 
| week, 104% months, | 
and laundry.® | | 
32 quarters CY) re Uniforms and laundry | $900- : Graduate fees.’ 
hours. approximately 4 | 
meals. } | 
9 semester O22: 1 None... ....2etu i. | Entire 3_______ wu’ None__........| $600.8 
hours. } 
16 quarter | Nome | $25._...._...__.--. Meals and laundry $480_..._.______| Graduate fees.* 
hours. | } | 
INTERNSHIP 
18 semester 24 | $15 registration fee | Laundry °....._.- None None. 
hours’ op- or $325 per se- | } 
tion. mester for grad- | 
uate credit. | 
bse 7 ae ee 1 oereens 
INTERNSHIPS 
| ii i oa ekek reeks “~ aie 
4 semester 12 | Graduate fees $425.| 3 months at VA hospi- | None : | Scholarships“”and 
hours. tal.® | loans available. 
| 
| 
Option, 10-20; 10-18 | Graduate program | Meals and laundry ' (1) : | Graduate program, 
semester only $35-$185 $200, nongradu- 
hours. per semester. | g@te, $250. 
OS ee ents mache Entire 3______- ear None__.......| None. 
aad “24 S| Wen. .......-..-) Datei... <2 ae. | $1,255.04. 
cases do- a | Sana hey | Entire 3__ Set ip $324. 
aed Sena ie 2 as Seraph do None. 
} | | 
es do__.....| None | None paacnarsucd ME «ob $1,200 Do. 
} | | 
|----- do = 9 | eats ....-| Laundry ¢... $840 12. $1,020. 
| | } 
} 
er Eee 2 | None a None $2,000 minus $745.94 
} | } for room and 
} | meals. 
| None-_- | 3 _do Room $574.56, meals; | $2,667.60 2d lieu 
| | $300 uniforms. tenant salary 
| | } | , 
-do__. 6 | $10 Entire 3_ None Applied for 
, | None | None Entire *—uniforms fur do Pending 
| | nished. 
, Seen 1 | $10 | Entire 3_ do None 
a 8 | None . Laundry... $736.96... $1,063.04 
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Dietetic internships approved by the executive board, the American Dietetic 


HOSPITAL INTERN- 





Internships 
(listed by States) 


Location 


Dietitian in charge 





Indiana: Indian University 
Medical Center.! 
Iowa: University Hospitals, 
State University of Iowa.! 
Kansas: University of Kan- 
sas Medical Center.! 
Louisiana: Charity Hospital 
of Louisiana. 
Massachusetts: 
Beth Israel Hospital ¢_ _- 


Massachusetts General 
Hospital. 

Peter Bent 
Hospital. 

Mount Auburn Hospital. 

Michigan: 

University Hospital, 
University of Michi- 
gan.! 

The Harper Hospital !__- 

Henry Ford Hospital !__- 


Brigham 


Minnesota: 

University of Minnesota 
Hospitals | 

St. Marys Hospital !___- 

Ancker Hospital ! 


Missouri: 
Bernes Hospital] !_______- 
St. Louis University 


Hospitals.! 
New York: 
U. 8. Veterans’ Admin- 
istration Hospital.! 


The Jewish Hospital of 
Brooklyn.! 

The New York Hos- 
pital.! 

St. Luke’s Hospital ! 4_- 


U. 8. Public Health 
Service Hospital.' 
Grasslands Hospital 
North Carolina: 
Charlotte 
Hospital.! 
Duke University Hos- 

_ pital. 


io: 

The Christ Hospital !__- 

Cincinnati General Hos- 

_ pital.! 

Good Samaritan Hos- 
pital.! 

St. Luke’s Hospital !_- 

University Hospitals of 
Cleveland.! 

Ohio State 
Hospital.! 4 


Memorial 


University 


Miami Valley Hospital !_ 
Oklahoma: 
St. Anthony Hospital !_- 


University of Oklahoma 
School of Medicine 


and Oklahoma Hos- | 


pitals.! 


Indianapolis 7 


Iowa City-_...-.--- 
Kansas City---.--- 


1532 Tulane Ave., 
New Orleans. 


330 Brookline 
Ave., Boston 15. 
Fruit St., Boston 


14. 
721 Huntington 
Ave., Roxbury. 
Cambridge 


Ann Arbor 


Detroit 1 
Detroit 2 


Minneapolis 


Rochester 
St. Paul 1 


eee 


130 West Kings- 
bridge Rd., 
Bronx 68. 

555 Prospect P1., 
Brooklyn 38. 

New York 21 


421 West 113th 
St., New York 


25. 
Staten Island 4__-- 


Cincinnati 19____- 
Cincinnati 29 


Cincinnati 20-_---- 


Cleveland___.---_-- 
Cleveland 6 


Columbus 10__--- 


Dayton. .------ 





800 Northeast 13th, 
Oklahoma City. 


See footnotes at end of table, pp. 4312-4313. 


Oklahoma City - -- 


Lute Troutt 
Dr. Kate Daum...--.-.----- 
Ruth Gordon. ..........-- 
Sister Theresa 


Mrs. Lillian M. Reiner---- 
Louise Hateh ............- 
Madge L. Myers---------- 
Miriam C. Connelly - - ---- 
M. Isabel Foster. - -.-.---- 


Mary M. Harrington 
Margaret King 


Gertrude I. Thomas 


Sister Mary Victor 
Mrs. Winifred H. Erick- 
son. 


Henrietta Becker 
Sister Mary Carola 


Marie C. Wojta 


Mrs. Miriam C. Tekulsky 
Louise Stephenson 
E. Alliene Mosso 


Annette L. Duza__..---- .- 
Lillian E. Park. --.-..---.-- 


Margaret P. Baker 
Mrs. Elsie W. Martin-___- 


Mary E. McKelvey----- : 
Helen E. Volk--.-.-_----- : 


Sister Romuald 


| eee 
Helen Mallory-.---------- 


Mrs. Martha N. Lewis_-- 


Mrs. Vivian Laird 


Sister M. 
Hirner. 


Mrs. Mary C. Zahasky--.- 


Bonaventure | 














Maxi- | 
mum | 
Entrance dates eye 
in- | 
terns 
February-July- 12 
September. 
ee: | “Se eses 18 
a 8 
September- --.--- 17 
Lt do.....-.----| 12 
February—July- | 24 
September. 
July-September - 12 
September - - ---- 6 
ae a oe 18 | 
SSS 10 
February-Sep- 16 
tember. 
January-—July- 18 
September. 
July-September. 24 
ence | eae ee s 
February-Sep- 12 
tember. 
September - - ._-- 12 
July-September. 24 
February-July- 8 
September. 
February-Au- 18 
gust. 
CS EE ee 12 
July-October-... 12 
July-August. - -- 8 
February-Sep- 10 
tember. 
September - ---- 14 
j 
July-September. 12 | 
Pd TT + 14 | 
Ca eee --| 18 
es a 10 
February-July | 16 
September-Jan- | 14 
uary. | 
| | 
September - -- 10 | 
| 
February-Au- | 8 
gust. 
September - ~ 
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Association, October 1954, based upon report given 1953-54— Continued 















































SHIPS—Continued 
Bsa TOE) EAS == 
Total - 
affili- egistration Lai ‘ Cash allowed a eee 
P eaneentnete ation | and/or tuition an | for mainte- Riesetinel att 
wens fees F | nance per year F iis deaaal 
weeks 
| | 
| io i sil 
| aD Ae 6 | $50_...............| Room and laundry *___| $75 per month | None. 
| for food. 
m semester | None | None___._-------- Entire 3_ | None._.-- Graduate fees.18 
ours. } 
None........| None | $25....--- oe >. nee ous sal Bee inanusc> taahse. 
| er SS ae |) ae nee Ee $420. 
Option..___-- ae ee oa NN. septtecthantrme Ha ee do.........| None, 
' ee None | $10 registration, |____- ye rs Pee ee Do. 
| $25 enrollment. 
as ene 7 aes tebe SSS -| of aE ze Do 
| 
eee a i ee ae | ee Do. 
a 2 See ae Se ater ers Si000... ....-. Do 
Bs ad ° Ra 2 | None.............-| Entire ? and uniforms_| None_......--- Do. 
aes es Be iw a dennacccenk MEE Memos dacceena “eee GC 
Option....... een Fee a eee |-----do.....----] None. 
| | 
| Ee ee re EN Rake — SRR $240. 
ee eee ae fy ees aay < Tae eee, aks ? RES 70. 
| | 
hs = i vcsans i aes Sen G02...... i | a DEicccnesad $180. 
ty 
| 15 semester | None | $10.....-.--..-...-|____. ae PRS RE ie eg asian None. 
. hours. | 
] ] 
} PON d. cicwce i eee ea | oo $1,015.04. 
i a S| UL Sane None.__..-.---| $180. 
ere: do.......| Nome | $35.....-.-------.-] Room and laundry 720, meals....}| None. 
Prk do... z i ee ae eee | eee Do. 
1 
| 
i ie <2 SS oe Room and laundry °. | $574.56, meals _ — ensign 
salary. 
SMES olen 4] $5_.- . Entire *_-- | None.....-...-} $240. 
| 
Oe. None | $10 oe a | a | _do aownat Seem 
Option 6 se- | None | $10 plus fee per |____.do?_....__-.-_- | | eee None, 
mester hours. graduate credit. | 
None. _--- S ) oee..... ‘ | ....do. $360. 
~— 15 | $15__-- ee _do.3- MR | $188. 
i--- epee 5 | $10 _do.3__- } an | $240. 
es 1 | $20... do3._. |___..do...... -.| $360. 
9 semester 1 | $25-- Room and laundry | $608.60, meals_| None. 
hours. 
8 quarter 8 | $15 Entire 3_. | None... | Graduate fees.? 
hours per 
quarter, 4 
quarters. } 
None_- ; None | $10-- - | Lane ae | ee $240. 
5 semester 6-8 | Nome.___...--- Meals and laundry ® $315 room and | None. 
| hours. transporta- | 
tion. 
| 5 semester 1 | $27.50 for graduate | Meals and laundry_--_-| $360_..........| $240. 
hours. | work. 
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Dietetic internships approved by the executive board, the American Dietetic 


Internships 
(listed by States) 


Oregon: 

Good Samaritan Hos- 
pital.! 

University of Oregon 
Medical School Hos- 
pitals and Clinics.! 

Pennsylvania: Shadyside 
Hospital.! 
Tennessee: 

Veterans Administration 
Medical Teaching 
Group Hospital.! 

Vanderbilt University 
Hospital.! 4 | 

Texas: 

Brooke Army Hospital !_ 


} 
| 


Brooke Army Medical 
Center. | 
Veterans’ Administra- | 
tion Hospital.! 
Virginia: Medical College of | 
Virginia Hospitals.! 
Washington: Seattle Intern- 
ship for Hospital Dieti- 
tians.! 4 


Wisconsin: 
University Hospitals, | 
University of Wis- 


consin. 
Milwaukee County In- 
stitutions.! 





Puerto Rico: University of | 
Puerto Rico.! 


} 


| Pittsburgh 32 





Location 


| Portland 10--.----| 


Portland 1 


Park and Getwell | 


Sts., Memphis | 
15. 
Nashville. ........ 


Fort Sam Houston_| 


San Antonio 


Houston 


Richmond 


King County Hos- 
pital, Seattle 4. 


Madison 


Milwaukee 13----- 


Box 2047, Univer- 
sity Station, Rio 
Piedras. 





| 











HOSPITAL INTERN 
| Maxi- 
| mum 

Dietitian in charge Entrance dates ate of 

in- 

terns 

Mrs. Buena P. Council | July-September & 

Ruth L. Mercer | RE 8 
| 

Irene L. Willson-.- ----- - June-September 6 

Mrs. Pearl T. Wilson - September. ----- 18 

Bernice Hopkins- - ------ -| January-July- 12 

September. 

Maj. Elizabeth 8. Carloss_| September- - ---- 16 
| 
Mrs. Agnes C. Bannister -_|---_- | ee 12 
Kathryn W. Heitshu_-_-__|_.--- Ne A 12 
Mary W. Northrop-_-_---- July-September 16 
| Ruth Dickie--_--.----- DN recta datas! 4 
Dagmar Tuomin.-------._|.---- ee 12 
Mrs. Josefina de Royo- - --. ee ee 12 
ri 








1 Internships not visited September 1953-September 1954, but recommended for continued approval on 
the basis of information submitted. 


210 men. 


3 Entire maintenance includes meals, room, and professional laundry. 
* Institutions from which male dietitians have graduated. 
* Uniforms provided and maintained. 


¢ Professional laundry. 


7 Remission of 5 quarters of university fees. 
* Remission of fees in graduate school. 





























Association, October 1954, based upon report given 1953-—54— Continued 
’ ’ P port g 
SHIPS—Continued 
Te | | | 
affili- egistration | ee | Cash allowed SEs : 
—— ation | and/or tuition oy | for mainte- en ee na 
time, fees I | Nance per year I per yea 
weeks } 
None. -...--- ? | a | * Saakenainesetet ‘¢.)” Seereey | $189 
See 40.022... OF We LA ei 2S cea ide.) 1) Sad 
} 
canal eee EES eeee, SR | hee pr TS $180. 
} 
ae | ae 2 aa Laundry--..--..--.---| $761.02. .......| $1,038.98. 
ere ees ae et ee ae 
| | 
assse ene 3 | None----.......--| Room...............-.| $574.56, meals, | $2,667.60 2d_lieu- 
| $300 uni-|  tenant’s salary. 
forms. 
cstiieall |” eas ae Laundry. ---- | $712.96......- $1,087.04. 
te do....-..| None | $30............-..-| Entire #__.............| None___......-} $240. 
[. > oa SNS re ee do.3. |_....do | $240. 
| | 
— do.......| None | None -do.3____- | -40...------| $300. 
Saute aw 2 ee” Room and laundry 6__| .do.. $1,150, includes 
| cash allowed for 
: meals.!5 
————— Ri awecen ig A Pe do .-| Laundry *__- $900 (6 None. 
j | months), 
| $150 (6 
: | months). 














® Charges for 9 months room and board, $405. 

i 10 Graiuate program, 8 months; nongraduate program, 10 months. 

' 11 Graiuate program, $160 room, $128 meals; nongraduate program, $200 room, $144 meals. 
122 Room in nurses home, $300; meals, $540. 

13 Receive remission of all fees for 1 calendar year. 

14 Includes membership and placement fees ADA. 

15 Subject to chan nge in cost-of-living index. 

6 San Juan City Hospital and Veterans’ Administration hospital; 6 months in each. 


A AE ce 


> OES 
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ACADEMIC REQUIREMENTS FOR ACTIVE MEMBERSHIP IN THE AMERICAN DIETETIC 
ASSOCIATION AND ENTRANCE TO DietEemc INTERNSHIPS APPROVED BY THE 
ExEecuTIVE BoaRD 


These requirements apply to: 

(1) Applications for admission to dietetic internships approved by the 
American Dietetic Association. 

(2) Applicants for membership in the American Dietetic Association. 

(3) Former members desiring reinstatement of membership in the American 
Dietetic Association after a 5-year period. 

A bachelor’s degree from an accredited college or university,! which has included 
or been followed by required courses and credit hours as outlined below, is a basic 
requirement both for membership in the association and entrance to approved 
dietetic internships. Certain directors of dietetic internships request more than 
the required credit hours stated below. 


CURRENT NUTRITION REQUIREMENTS 


One of the precise requirements of an approved dietetic internship is that the 
applicant be fully informed on the current developments in nutrition. The limit 
of time which may elapse between completion of academic requirements in nutri- 
tion or related subjects and admission to an approved dietetic internship is 3 
vears. If the applicant has not met this requirement, it is necessary to present 
3 semester hours of advanced nutrition to become eligible for appointment. 

If an applicant with the above requirements has not been actively employed 
within the last 5 years in a position which demanded that she be fully informed on 
the newer knowledge of nutrition, she must present 5 semester credits in nutrition 


or related sciences, earned within the 5 years immediately preceding application. 




















Required | Recommended additional 
Subject group 19 | Courses Courses 
Ohemistry............. ae 12 | General inorganic. | Analytical chemistry. 
Organic. Food chemistry. 
| | Physiological chemistry with | Advanced biochemistry. 
laboratory 2 | Quantitative chemistry. 
AS OS sy 6 | Human physiology. | Zoology. 
Bacteriology. | General biology. 
Social sciences. _.___.______- 9 | Selected from at least 2 of the | Advanced psychology. 
following: Personnel management. 
Psychology. | Community organization. 
| Sociology. | Consumer economics. 
| Economics. Economic geography. 
Education. -____.- = 3 | At least 1 of the following: | Methods of teaching nutri- 
| Educational psychology. tion.’ 
Methods of teaching. | 
Principles of education. | 
| eee ee 6 | Food selection and prepara- | Experimental cookery. 
| | tion. | 
| Meal planning and service. | 
Nutrition and dietetics _____! 6 | At least 2 of the following: | A course (seminar) which de- 
| Normal nutrition (gen- velops the ability to read and 
eral). interpret current scientific 
Advanced nutrition. literature. 
Diet in disease.‘ 
Institution management °_ 6 | Quantity cookery ------ ..| Accounting.’ 
Organization and manage- | Institution marketing.‘ 


ment. Institution equipment. 





1 To translate these hours to fit the quarter system, multiply the number of semester hours by 1%. 
2 Graduates of approved administrative internships may substitute food chemistry for physiological chem- 
istry, at the discretion of the director of the internship. 

3 Desirable for graduates entering approved hospital and food clinic internships. 

4 Required for graduates entering approved hospital and food clinic internships. 

5 Usually required for graduates entering approved administrative internships, and applicants from the 
field of institution management. 

6 Courses listed under the subject group, institution management, while desirable, are not required of 
applicants who are employed in public health agencies. 





1 Definition of “‘accredited”’ as used by the association: Bulletin 1952, No. 3, Accredited Higher Institu- 
tions, U. 8. Office of Education, available from Superintendent of Documents, Washingto: 25, D. C., 35 
cents is accepted as a guide in determining whether an institution is accredited « when applications for 
membership in the American Dietetic Association or entrance to dietetic internships approved by the associa- 
tion are considered. Colleges and universities will be considered as accredited if they are members in one 
or more of the following organizations at the time the degree is conferred: Association of American Univer- 
sities; Middle States Association of Colleges and Secondary Schools; New England Association of Colleges 
and Secondary Schools; North Central Association of Colleges and Secondary Schools; Northwest Associa- 
tion of Secondary and Higher Schools; Southern Association of Colleges and Secondary Schools; Western 
College Association. 

* Evidence may be submitted that a college, heretofore not listed as accredited, has been added to one of 
the accredited lists since the last edition of the Bulletin. 





SE 
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ENCLOSURE 3 
OccUPATIONAL THERAPISTS ! 


Boston School of Occupational Therapy, 7 Harcourt Street, Boston 16, Mass. 

Colorado Agricultural and Mechanical College, School of Home Economics, 
Fort Collins, Colo. 

Columbia University, College of Physicians and Surgeons, 630 West 168th 
Street, New York 32, N. Y. 

University of Illinois, College of Medicine, 1853 West Polk Street, Chicago 12, 


State University of Iowa, College of Liberal Arts and College of Medicine, Iowa 
City, lowa 
Kalamazoo School of Occupational Therapy, Western Michigan College of 
Education, Kalamazoo 45, Mich. 
*University of Kansas, Lawrence, Kans. 
Michigan State Normal College, Ypsilanti, Mich. 
Mills College, Oakland 13, Calif. 
*Milwaukee-Downer College, 2512 East Hartford Avenue, Milwaukee 11, Wis. 
University of Minnesota, School of Medicine, Minneapolis, Minn. 
*Mount Mary College, Milwaukee 10, Wis. 
University of New Hampshire, College of Liberal Arts, Durham, N. H. 
New t University, School of Education, Washington Square, New York 3, 
aN. . 
Ohio State University, College of Education, Columbus 10, Ohio 
University of Pennsylvania, School of Auxiliary Medical Services, Philadelphia 
School of Occupational Therapy, 419 South 19th Street, Philadelphia 46, Pa. 
University of Puerto Rico, School of Physical and Occupational Therapy, 
Santurce, P. R. 
College of Puget Sound, Tacoma 6, Wash. 
Richmond Professional Institute of the College of William and Mary, Richmond 


20, Va. 
*The College of Saint Catherine, St. Paul 1, Minn, 
San Jose State College, San Jose 14, Calif. 
University of Southern California, College of Letters, Arts and Sciences, box 
274, Los Angeles 7, Calif. 
University of Texas, Medical Branch, Galveston, Tex. 
*Texas State College for Women, Denton, Tex. 
Washington University, School of Medicine, 4567 Scott Avenue, St. Louis 10, Mo. 
Wayne University, College of Liberal Arts and College of Education, 1420 St. 
Antoine, Detroit 26, Mich. 
Caerene of Wisconsin, School of Medicine, 1300 University Avenue, Madison 6, 
is. 
University. of Buffalo, Buffalo, N. Y. 
University of North Dakota, Grand Forks, N. Dak. 


ENCLOSURE 4 
[Reprinted from the Physical Therapy Review, vol. 34, No. 2, February 1954] 


STaTE REGISTRATION OF PHysICAL THERAPISTS 


Nineteen States plus the Territory of Hawaii now have legislation regarding 
registration for physical therapists. Practice without registration is prohibited 
by law (mandatory) in Arizona, Maryland, New Mexico, New York, Pennsyl- 
vania, and Wisconsin. In all other States use of the title ‘“Registered Physical 
Therapist”’ or similar designations is forbidden to those who are not registered in 
the State (permissive). 

As far as can be determined, reciprocity is provided for in the following States: 
Arizona, Arkansas, Connecticut, Goergia, Illinois, Maryland, Massachusetts, 
Minnesota, North Carolina, Oklahoma, South Carolina, Washington, and Wis- 
consin. 

For the information of our members we have abstracted pertinent sections of 
each law. 


* Schools marked with an asterisk (*) admit women only. 
1 Source: Yearbook of the America] Occupationa] Therapy Association for 1955. 
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ARIZONA 


An act relating to professional and business pursuits; creating the board of 
physical therapy examiners, prescribing its powers and duties; prescribing ex- 
amination and license to practice physical therapy; providing for revocation or 
suspension of licenses; providing for reciprocity certificates and certificates to 
present practitioners; prescribing fees for licenses; and prescribing penalties. 
Signed March 12, 1952. 

A person desiring to engage in the practice of physical therapy must have a 
certificate of registration as a physical therapist issued by the board of physical 
therapy examiners (three members who meet the requirements of the American 
Medical Association, reside in the State and are registered or eligible for registra- 
tion under the provisions of this act). It is unlawful to practice without a cer- 
tificate. Candidates must apply for examination (application fee $5, examina- 
tion fee $25) and must have satisfactory completed a course in physical therapy 
approved by the American Medical Association. Examinations will be held by 
the board during the months of April and September. 

Certificate of registration must be recorded in the office of the county recorder 
of the county in which the registrant resides. Those registered must not prac- 
tice independent of the prescription, direction, or supervision of a licensed physi- 
cian or surgeon. Certificates of registration are for 3 years and must be renewed 
for adcitional 3-year periocs at a fee of $5. 

Reciprocity is proviced for those registered in a State or Territory having 
stancarcs at least equal to those in this act and which grant a similar privilege 
to those registered under the laws of this State. Fee $5 

Address: The Board of Physical Therapy Examiners, Phoenix, Ariz. 


ARKANSAS 


Physical Therapists Practice Act, signed February 16, 1953. 

The board shall register as a physical therapist each applicant who proves to 
the satisfaction of the board his fitness for registration under this Act. Appli- 
sants must have been graduated by a school of physical therapy approved for 
training by the appropriate subcommittee of the American Medical Association. 
A person not registered under this Act may not indicate that he is a registered 
physical therapist and/or physical therapist. A person registered under this Act 
as a physical therapist shall not treat human ailments by physical therapy except 
under the prescription and direction of a person licensed to practice medicine and 
surgery. 

Physical therapists registered in other States where requirements are substan- 
tially equal and where a similar privilege of registration is accorded may be regis- 
tered without examination. 

The fee for nonresidents is $30. The fee to residents is $5. Renewal of regis- 
tration is required every third year at a fee of $5. 

The Board of Registered Physical Therapists consists of the Board of Medical 
Examiners and three registered physizal therapists. 

Address: The Board of Registered Physical Therapists: Joe Verser, M. D. 
Secretary, Harrisburg, Ark. 


’ 
CALIFORNIA 


Physical Therapists Practice Act, effective September 9, 1953. 

Physical therapists who were practicing physical therapy on or prior to Sep- 
tember 9, 1953, may be issued certificates as registered physical therapists upon 
submitting satisfactory evidence: 

(a) That under the direction of a physician and surgeon licensed by the 
State of California they have practiced physical therapy for not less than 
3 years either in a hospital, sanitarium, clinic, or office within a 5-year period 
immediately prior to application; or 

(b) That they have taught physical therapy for not less than 1 year in a 
school of physical therapy approved by the Board of Medical Examiners 
within a 5-year period immediately prior to application; or 

(c) That on or prior to September 9, 1953, they graduated from a school 
or course of physical therapy approved by the Board. 

Persons who have been administering physical therapy for 1 year or more 
in the Medical Corps of the United States Army, or in the Medical Service Corps 
of the United States Navy prior to September 9, 1953, and who hold certificates 
of training, may he registered without examination hefore September 9, 1955. 
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For purposes of (b) and (c) above the Board shall approve each school of phy- 
sical therapy that proves to the satisfaction of the Board that it complies with the 
essentials of an acceptable school of physical therapy promulgated by the Council 
on Medical Education and Hospitals of the American Medical Asosciation. 

After September 9, 1954, the Board will examine applicants for registration 
and may employ registered physical therapists to aid in such examinations which 
shall include practical demonstrations and written and oral tests. 

Application fee for examination is $25. An annual registration fee of $2 must 
be paid on or before the first day of January of each year. A person not registered 
under this chapter may not represent himself as a registered physical therapist. 

A registered physical therapist shall not treat human ailments by physical 
therapy except under the supervision and direction of a physician and surgeon. 

Address: Mr. Wallace W. Thompson, Assistant Secretary Board of Medical 
Examiners of the State of California, 1020 N. Street, Sacramento 14, Calif. 


CONNECTICUT 


An act concerning the licensing of physical therapist, approved June 19, 1953. 

The Connecticut State Board of Examiners for Physical Therapists consisting 
of three physicians and two physical tlferapists certifies physical therapists for 
registration who are graduates of a school of physical therapy approved by the 
Board and successfully pass an examination to show proficiency in physical 
therapy and related subjects. Certificates issued by the State Department of 
Health constitute a license to practice physical therapy under the written pre- 
scription, direction and supervision of a person licensed in this State to practice 
medicine and surgery as specified by law. Fee for examination $20. Fee for 
certificate $2. 

The Board may certify without examination an applicant registered under the 
laws of another State or Tirritory of the United States, any Province of Canada or 
any other country if their requirements for registration were at the date of her 
registration substantially equal to those of this State and if a similar privilege is 
accorded. Application fee $10. Certificate $2. 

Certificates must be renewed annually. 

No person not registered with the State Department of Health may imply that 
he is a registered physical therapist in this State. 

Address: John C. Allen, M. D., Secretary-Treasurer, Board of Examiners for 
Physical Therapists, Hartford Hospital, Hartford, Conn. 


FLORIDA 


Physical Therapists Practice Act, filed June 11, 1951. 

Graduates of approved schools, who are United States citizens, may apply to 
the Board (Board of Examiners in the Basie Sciences and the State Board of 
Medical Examiners who employ three registered physical therapists to aid in 
examinations) for applications for registration. The application fee is $25. 
Examinations are held the first Tuesday in May and the first Tuesday in November 
in Tallahassee. 

Examinations include written and oral tests and practical demonstrations. 
Applicants are first required to obtain certificates of proficiency in basic science by 
passing an examination in the basic sciences of anatomy, physiology, and pa- 
thology as they apply to physical therapy. 

Only those who are registered in Florida may use RPT or similar designations. 
Those so registered must practice only under the prescription, direction and 
supervision of a person licensed by the State of Florida to practice medicine. 
Registered physical therapists must register every year with the State Board of 
Health and pay a fee of $1. 

Reciprocity is not provided. 

F Address: Homer L. Pearson, M. D., Secretary, State Board of Medical Ex- 
aminers, 701 du Pont Building, Miami, Fla. 


GEORGIA 


Physical Therapists Praetice Act, approved February 19, 1951. 

Registrants of the American Registry of Physical Therapists may be registered 
without examination at the discretion of the State board of medical examiners by 
filing application and paving a fee of $5. Other graduates of approved schools 
must apply to the board, pay $25 and take an examination. Three registered 
physical therapists are to be employed to aid in such examinations which include 
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practical demonstrations and written or oral tests of the applicant’s fitness. 
Registration must be renewed during January of every third year at a fee of $5. 

Those who practice independently of the prescription, direction, or supervision 
of a person licensed in Georgia to practice medicine and surgery without limita- 
tions, mav have their registration revoked. 

Only those registered under this act may imply that they are registered physical 
therapists. 

Reciprocity is provided for physical therapists registered by other States having 
substantially equal requirements and according a similar privilege. 

Address: Mr. R. C. Coleman, Joint Secretary, State Examining Board, State 
Capitol, Atlanta, Ga. 

ILLINOIS 


Illinois Physical Therapy Registration Act, approved August 3, 1951. 

One desiring a certificate of registration as a physical therapist must be either 
a citizen of the United States or have made declaration of intention to become a 
citizen, and having made such declaration of intention have filed a petition for 
naturalization within 30 days after becoming eligible to do so. 

Education and professional requirements: 

1. Has graduated from a high schoof or secondary school approved by the 
department; 

2. Has (a) completed at least 60 semester hours of work including satisfactory 
courses in biology and the physical sciences in a college or university approved by 
the department; or (b) graduated from a school of physical education approved 
by the department; or (c) graduated from a school of nursing approved by the 
department; and 

3. Has completed to the satisfaction of the department an approved course in 
physical therapy given in a school of physical therapy approved by the depart- 
ment, such school being established in a medical school, hospital, college, or uni- 
versity approved by the department, which course shall embrace the following: 





| 


Minimum | Minimum 











| Minimum | : ; ’ 
Subjects | clock hours clock hours | Sa, iio of 
of theory | of practice practice 7 
—_—s —__________| | J rn oe 
1. Applied sciences: | 
Anatony - = 210 | Physician instructor or 
Pathology. ‘ DON vcn ae iii --| other qualified in 
Physiology -- ; 30 | 45 | specialty. 
|, ae iaige 15 | as 
2. Procedures: 
Electrotherapy -- jog. desea 25 | 40 |_- ..| Physician or qualified 
Radiation therapy------------- 5 5 > : | physical therapist. 
Hydrotherapy... ........--.-.- | 5 OD Licwyeess miaesel 
Massage. __ gabieceueal 10 | 45 | 
Therapeutic exercise ___ we 30 | 75 | | 
3.. Physical therapy as applied to: 
Medicine __--- ; Z 15 | 30 .| Physician for theory 
Nerology --- B : 10 | 15 ‘ and a qualified phys- 
Orthopedies - -_---- Rate 15 | 30 | ..-| iealtherapist for prac- 
Surgery - -.-_-- ai 15 30 | tice. 
4. Ethics and administration __- 5 | | Qeciet passion ther 
| | apist. 
5. Clinic practice__. 400 | Physician and quali- 
| fied physical thera- 
| pist. 


6. Electives... 50 | Physician or other in- 


| | structor qualified in 
| the specialty. 


The ‘department’? means the department of registration and education. 
Applicants must apply to the department for registration, pass an examination 
which embraces such subjects taught in approved schools of physical therapy and 
includes practical demonstrations and written and oral tests. The fee for exami- 
nation is $10. The board of physical therapist examiners is composed of 3 
registered physical therapists and 2 licensed physicians. 

Certificates must be renewed annually (in July) at a fee of $2. Practice in- 
dependent of the prescription, direction and supervision of a person licensed to 
practice medicine in all of its branches or any system or method of treating human 
ailments without the use of drugs or without operative surgery is punishable by 


fine. 
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Reciprocity at the fee of $10, is provided at the discretion of the department to 
those registered under other States, Territories, Provinces of Canada, where the 
requirements are substantially equal. 

Address: Director, Department of Registration and Education of the State of 
Illinois, State House, Springfield, Tl. 


MARYLAND 


Chapter 906, article 43 of the Annotated Code of Maryland, title: Health 
subtitle: Physical Therapy. Approved May 7, 1947. Amendment approved 
April 29, 1949. 

Physical therapists may make application for license to the Maryland State 
Board of Physical Therapy Examiners if they have graduated from a school of 
physical therapy accredited by that board. The application fee is $10. Only 
those licensed may be known as physical therapists. No one may practice 
physical therapy in Maryland unless he is licensed. Those licensed must treat 
only patients diagnosed and referred by licensed medical doctors. 

Reciprocity is provided for those licensed or registered in another State having 
requirements approved by the Maryland Board of Physical Therapy Examiners. 

Annual renewal upon payment of renewal fee of $5. Any licensee who fails to 
make application for renewal of his or her license within 3 months of its expiration, 
accompanied by the required renewal fee, shall be refused a renewal until he or 
she shall have successfully passed the examination and paid the $10 fee. 

Address: State Board of Physical Therapy Examiners, 2411 North Charles 
Street, Baltimore 18, Md. 





MASSACHUSETTS 


Registered Physical Therapists Law, approved August 30, 1951. 

Those desiring to be registered as physical therapists should apply to the board 
of registration in medicine. They must be graduates of schools of physical 
therapy approved for training physical therapists by the appropriate subbody of 
the American Medical Association or if prior to 1936, the American Physical 
Therapy Association and pass an examination. The application fee is $25. The 
board is to employ three registered physical therapists to aid it in examinations, 
the type of which shall be determined by the board. 

Registered Physical Therapists may not practice independent of the prescrip- 
tion, direction, or supervision of a person licensed in Massachusetts to practice 
medicine and surgery without limitation. 

Registration must be renewed every third year at a fee of $5. Those not reg- 
istered may not imply that they are. 

Reciprocity is provided without examination for those registered in other States 
having substantially equal requirements, upon payment of application fee of $10. 

Address: Dr. Robert Cochrane, Secretary, Massachusetts Board of Registra- 
tion in Medicine, Room 37, State House, Boston 33, Mass. 


MINNESOTA 


Sessions Laws, Chapter 479—H. F. No. 1585, approved April 18, 1951. 

The State board of medical examiners will register as physical therapists 
those graduates of schools approved by the board who pay a fee of $15, apply for 
and pass an examination. 

The Examining Committee is composed of 3 physical therapists, 1 license 
and registered doctor of medicine in the general practice of medicine, and 1 pro- 
fessor or associate or assistant professor from a course in physical therapy ac- 
credited by the board. 

The board may register without examination those who present satisfactory 
evidence of having passed the examination of the American Registry of Physical 
Therapists and pay $15. 

Registration must be renewed annually in January with a payment of $3. 
Registered physical therapists may not practice independent of the prescription 
and direct supervision of a person licensed and registered in Minnesota to practice 
medicine and surgery. 

Those not registered, may not represent themselves to be physical therapists. 

Reciprocity is provided for those having standards as high as this State. 

Address: Minnesota Board of Medical Examiners, 230 Medical Arts Building, 
St. Paul 2, Minn. 
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NEW HAMPSHIRE 


Physical Therapy Practice Act, Approved March 20, 1951. 

Registrants of the American Registry of Physical Therapists may be registered 
b) the Board of Registration in Medicine without examination on application and 
payment of $5. Others must have completed an approved course in physical 
therapy in a school maintaining at that time a standard satisfactory to the board, 
pass an examination and pay a fee of $5. 

Two registered physical therapists are to be employed to aid in examinations. 
Registration must be renewed annually on or before December 31 at a fee of $1. 

Practice independent of the prescription, direction, or supervision of those 
licersed in this State to practice medicine and surgery is forbidder. 

Those not registered may not represent themselves to be so. 

Reciprocity is provided. Those registered in States whose requirements the 
board deems equal to those of this State may be registered without examination 
on application and payment of the required fee of $5. 

Address: J. 8. Wheeler, M. D., Secretary, State Board of Registry in Medicine, 
Concord, N. H. 

NEW MEXICO 


It is unlawful for any person to practice or to offer his services in the capacity of 
or to purport to be a physical therapist or physiotherapist without having a license 
therefor and without being registered. 

Graduates of schools of physical therapy having standards at least as high as 
those required for approval by the council on medical education and hospitals of 
the American Medical Association are eligible for licensing and registration. 

The Physical Therapists’ Licensing Board consists of 3 physical therapists. 

The board determines by examination or otherwise those who possess the 
necessary knowledge and skill to practice physical therapy. Licenses will not 
be issued to those who have been guilty of unprofessional conduct which is defined 
as follows: 

1. Acceptance for treatment of any patient other than upon the prescrip- 
tion, reeommendations, or referral of a physician licensed to practice medicine. 
2. Treatment of any patient by means, methods, or in any manner other 
than that prescribed, recommended, or advised by such patient’s physician. 

The application fee for registration and licensing is $25. Licenses must be 
renewed each year before June 1 for a fee of $5. 

Address: Ruth A. Bauer, registrar, Physical Therapists’ Licensing Board, Post 
Office Box 2206, Santa Fe, N. Mex. 


NEW YORK 


“Education Law, Article 131, Medicine; Osteopathy; Physiotherapy.” 

No person shall practice physiotherapy unless licensed by the department and 
registered as required by the article. 

Physical therapist. applicants for licensing and registration are required to have 
4 academic years post secondary school training including graduation from a school 
of physiotherapy approved by the State education department. 

Those who cannot qualify regarding specific education requirements may apply 
to the board of regents for special permission to take the examination under 
section 211 of the education law. 

Examination is required. The fee is $30, which includes first registration fee. 

Examination is by the State board of medical examiners and includes written 
and oral practical tests (sometimes oral only, sometimes oral practical, depending 
on examiner). They are usually given three times a year (October, February, 
June). 

Renewal is required biennially. Reregistration fee is $2. 

Reciprocity is not provided. 

Further amendments to this law are still under consideration. 

Address: Mr. Robert C. Killough, assistant commissioner for professional edu- 
cation, State Education Department, 23 South Pearl Street, Albany 7, N. Y. 


NORTH CAROLINA 


‘‘Physical Therapists Practice Act,’’ passed April 14, 1951. 

A person who desires to be registered must be a graduate of a school of physical 
therapy approved by the appropriate subbody of the American Medical Associa- 
tion or if prior to 1936, by the American Physical Therapy Association. He must 





VOICE A EIT TE I cg 


oy SS 





ae 











4325 


- apply to the examining committee (4 physical therapists, 1 doctor), pay $25 and 


successfully pass an examination. Registration must be renewed annually during 
January on payment of $5. Registered physical therapists may not practice 
independent of the prescription, direction, and supervision of a person licensed in 
this State to practice medicine and surgery. 

Those not registered may not represent themselves to be physical therapists. 
Reciprocity without examination is provided for those registered under the laws 
of another State if requirements are substantially equal, and the State accords a 
similar privilege. The application fee is $25. 

dress: Maria M. Kennedy, secretary, State Examining Committee of 
Physical Therapists, 123 West Seventh Street, Charlotte, N. C. 


OKLAHOMA 


“Physical Therapists Practice Act’’ signed May 19, 1953. 

The State board of medical examiners and three physical therapists whom it 
appoints will examine applicants for registration as physical therapists. The 
board requires a grade of 75 percent in each subject for passing. Applicants 
must have been graduated by an approved school of physical therapy and pass 
an examination except where they are registered in a State where requirements 
are substantially equal and that State allows similar privileges of registration 
without examination. Registration fee $5. 

The examination fee is $25. 

Physical therapists registered under this act may not undertake to practice 
physical therapy independent of the prescription, supervision, and direction of a 
person licensed in this State as a physician or surgeon with unlimited license. 

Only those holding certificates as registered physical therapists as issued by the 
board may use the title ““Registered physical therapist.’’ Registration must be 
renewed annually during the month of January at a fee of $5. 

Address: State Board of Medical Examiners, Mrs. Lucy Haidek, secretary, 
813 Braniff Building, Oklahoma City, Okla. 


PENNSYLVANIA 


Admission to the practice of physiotherapy in the State of Pennsylvania is 
granted by the State board of medical education and licensure by the issuance of 
a license to the candidate who passes the licensing examination and satisfies all 
other legal requirements. The board will accept for admission to the examinations, 
graduates from physiotherapy schools approved by the Council on Medical 
Education and Hospitals of the American Medical Association providing the 
credentials of the applicant meet the other requirements of the board (4-year 
high-school course, completion of professional course, 21 years of age, good moral 
character, not addicted to the use of alcohol or narcotic drugs). 

The fee is $25. Examinations are held during the month of July in Philadelphia 
and Pittsburgh and during the month of January in Philadelphia. Practice must 
be upon the direction of a physician or other person authorized by law to order 
physiotherapy. 

Renewal annually—before December 31 of each year. Fee $1. Pennsylvania 
does not reciprocate with any of the States in the matter of physiotherapy licensure. 

Address: Mrs. Marguerite Glass Stiener, executive secretary, Board of Medical 
Education and Licensure, Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, Harrisburg, Pa. 


SOUTH CAROLINA 


The Physical Therapists Practice Act, approved February 29, 1952: 

To be eligible for registration by the board as a physical therapist each appli- 
cant must meet the following professional requirement: Be a graduate of a school 
of physical therapy approved by the appropriate subbody of the American Medical 
Association if such school existed at the time of his graduation; or if graduated 

rior to 1936, then the school or course which was approved by the American 
hysical Therapy Association at the time of his graduation. 

Examination is required. The State board of examination and registration of 
physical therapists will consist of at least 3 and not more than 5 members nom- 
inated by the South Carolina Physical Therapy Association, Inc., and approved 
by the Governor and registered under this act. Examination will be held at least 
once a year. The fee is $10. 

Registered physical therapists must apply for extension of registration annually 
and pay afee of $2. Reciprocity is provided on payment of a fee of $10 for physical 
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therapists registered in States or Territories where the requirements are substan- 
tially equal if the State accords a similar privilege to this State. 

Any person not registered may not call himself a physical therapist or indicate 
by any other words, letters, or insignia-that he is a registered physical therapist. 
Those who are registered may not treat human ailments except under the direction, 
supervision, and prescription of a person licensed to practice medicine or surgery. 

Address: State Board of Examination and Registration of Physical Therapists, 
Columbia, 8. C. 


WASHINGTON 


Physical Therapists Practice Act, approved by the Governor, March 22, 1949. 

Graduates of schools of physical therapy approved for training physical thera- 
pists by the appropriate subbody of the pot eae Medical Association, or prior to 
1936 by the American Physical Therapy Association, may apply for examination 
for registration as physical therapists by the examining committee of physical 
therapists (at least three physical therapists). The fee is $25. 

Those registered may not practice except under the prescription, supervision, 
and direction of a person licensed in this State to practice medicine and surgery. 
Those not registered may not represent themselves to be. 

Registration must be renewed during the month of January every third year and 
the fee is $5. 

Reciprocity is provided for those registered under the laws of other States if 
requirements are substantially equal. The fee is $25. 

Address: Mr. Edward C. Dohm, professional division, department of licenses, 
Olympia, Wash., or Miss Gudrun Tandberg, registered physical therapist, chair- 
man of examining committee, 8623 41st SW., Seattle 6, Wash. 


WISCONSIN 


Statutes relating to physical therapy, effective July 11, 1953: 

No person shall practice or hold himself out as authorized to practice physical 
therapy or designate himself as a physical therapist without a certificate of regis- 
tration issued by the board of medical examiners nor unless he practices under a 
prescription and the direct supervision of a person licensed to practice medicine 
and surgery. 

Applicants for certificates of registration must have been graduated from 
schools of physical therapy with standards of training substantially equivalent 
to that of the University of Wisconsin and pass a scientific and practical examina- 
tion given by a State examining committee consisting of three physical therapists. 
Examination fee, $15. 

Those who are licensed or certified in other States or foreign countries with 
standards determined by the board to be as high as those of this State may be 
issued certificates of registration without examination at a fee of $10. 

The board may also issue without examination a permit to practice physical 
therapy for not to exceed 6 months to any person who meets the qualifications of 
this section upon certification that he has been assigned to this State on a tem- 
porary basis to assist in a medical emergency. Permit fee $2. 

Certificates of registration must be renewed annually on or before January 31 
at a fee of $3. 

Address: Examining Committee for Physical Therapy, Emma Zitzer, secretary, 
207 North Brooks Street, Madison, Wis. 


TERRITORY OF HAWAII 


Chapter 19, ‘‘Physiotherapists or Physical Therapists’? Approved April 28, 1945. 

No person shall designate himself as a physical therapist except under a valid 
and effective permit issued by the board of health of the Territory of Hawaii. 
Permits are issued to those who have graduated from schools of physical therapy 
approved by the Council on Medical Education and Hospitals of the American 
Medical Association, are members in good standing of the American Physical 
Therapy Association, the American Registry of Physical Therapists or the Char- 
tered Society of Physiotherapists. Physical examinations are required. There 
is no registration fee. 

Permittees may not practice except under the supervision of or on referral 
from a duly licensed physician in the Territory. 

Permits must be renewed annually and X-ray examinations of the chest must 
be obtained. 

Address, Dr. Charles I. Wilbar, Jr., president, Department of Health, Honolulu 
1, Hawaii. 
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ENCLOSURE 5 


SCHOOLS OF NURSING IN THE UNITED States WuicH Witt ENROLL MALE 


STUDENTS 
I. 4- OR 5-YEAR COLLEGIATE DEGREE PROGRAMS 


University of Alabama School of Nursing, University, Ala. 

University of Arkansas School of Nursing, Fayettesville, Ark. 

Chico State College, department of nursing, Chico, Calif. 

College of Medical Evangelist School of Nursing, Loma Linda, Calif. 
University of Colorado School of Nursing, Boulder, Colo. 

University of Bridgeport College of Nursing, Bridgeport, Conn. 

Yale University School of Nursing, New Haven, Conn. 

Florida A. and M. University, division of nursing education, Tallahassee, Fla. 


. Florida State University School of Nursing, Tallahassee, Fla. 
. Emory University School of Nursing, Emory University, Ga. 
. Loyola University School of Nursing, Chicago, III. 

2. University of Illinois School of Nursing, Chicago, II. 


Goshen College School of Nursing, Gary, Ind. 
State University of lowa College of Nursing, lowa City, Iowa 


. Fort Hays Kansas State College, department of nursing, Hays, Kans. 
. Southwestern Louisiana Institute College of Nursing, Lafayette, La. 
. Northwestern State College School of Nursing, Natchitoches, La. 


University of Maryland School of Nursing, Baltimore, Md. 


. Washington Missionary College, Washington Sanitarium and Hospital 


School of Nursing, Takoma Park, Md. 


. University of Massachusetts School of Nursing, Amherst, Mass. 

- Boston University School of Nursing, Boston, Mass. 

. Wayne University College of Nursuing, Detroit, Mich. 

. Michigan State College, department of nursing, East Lansing, Mich. 

. University of Minnesota School of Nursing, Minneapolis, Minn. 

. University of Mississippi School of Nursing, University, Miss. 

. University of Missouri, department of nursing education, Columbia, Mo. 
. St. Louis University School of Nursing, St. Louis, Mo. 

. Washington University School of Nursing, St. Louis, Mo. 

- Montana State College School of Nursing, Bozeman, Mont. 

. Carroll College, department of nursing education, Sisters of Charity School 


of Nursing, Helena, Mont. 


. Union College, department of nursing, Lincoln, Nebr. 

. Rutgers University School of Nursing, Newark, N. J. 

. Seton Hall University School of Nursing, Newark, N. J. 

. Union University School of Nursing, Albany, N. Y. 

. Alfred University School of Nursing, Alfred, N. Y. 

. University of Buffalo School of Nursing, Buffalo, N. Y. 

. Adelphi College School of Nursing, Garden City, N. Y. 

. Bellevue Schools of Nursing, division of nursing, College of Medicine, New 


York University, New York, N. Y. 


. State University Teacher’s College, division of nursing, Plattsburgh, N. Y. 
. Wagner College School of Nursing, Staten Island, N. Y. 

. Syracuse University School of Nursing, Syracuse, N. Y. 

. University of North Carolina School of Nursing, Charlotte, N. C. 

. University of North Dakota School of Nursing, Grand Forks, N. Dak. 

. Jamestown College, department of nursing, Jamestown, N. Dak. 

. University of Akron, department of nursing education, Akron, Ohio 

. Western Reserve University, Frances Payne Bolton School of Nursing, 


Cleveland, Ohio. 


. University of Oklahoma School of Nursing, Oklahoma City, Okla. 
. Lewis and Clark College, department of nursing, Portland, Oreg. 

. University of Oregon Medical School, department of nursing, Portland, Oreg. 
- University of Portland College of Nursing, Portland, Oreg. 

. University of Pittsburgh School of Nursing, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

. Villanova College, division of nursing, Villanova, Pa. 

- University of Rhode Island School of Nursing, Kingston, R. I. 

. South Dakota State College School of Nursing, Brookings, 8S. Dak. 
- University of Tennessee School of Nursing, Memphis, Tenn. 

. Meharry Medical College School of Nursing, Nashville, Tenn. 

. Vanderbilt University School of Nursing, Nashville, Tenn. 








32. S 
33. 
34. 
5. Latter Day Saints Hospital School of Nursing, Idaho Falls, Idaho 
36. 
37. 
38. 
39. St 
40. 
41. 
42. 


43. 
44. 
45. 
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I. 4- OR 5-YEAR COLLEGIATE DEGREE PROGRAMS—Continued 


Texas Christian Universtiy, Harris College of Nursing, Fort Worth, Tex. 


59. University of Texas, Medical Branch, School of Nursing, Galveston, Tex. 
. University of Houston, Central College of Nursing, Houston, Tex. 

. Baylor University School of Nursing, Waco, Tex. 

. Brigham Young Univ ersity School of Nursing, Provo, Utah 

. University of Utah College of Nursing, Salt Lake City, Utah 

. Walla Walla C ollege School of Nursing, College Place, Wash. 

5. Pacific Lutheran College, department of nursing, Parkland, Wash: 

3. State College of Washington School of Nursing, Pullman, Wash. 

. Universtiy of Washington School of Nursing, Seattle, Wash. 

. Seattle University School of Nursing, Seattle, Wash. 

. University of Washington, School of Nursing research program, Virginia 


Mason Hospital Division, Seattle, Wash. 


. Marquette University C olle ze of Nursing, Milwaukee, Wis. 
. University of Wyoming, Division of Nursing, Laramie, Wyo. 


Il. TWO- OR THREE-YEAR HOSPITAL DIPLOMA PROGRAMS 


. Carraway Methodist Hospital School of Nursing, Birmingham, Ala. 


Jefferson-Hillman Hospital School of Nursing, Birmingham, Ala. 


. City Hospital School of Nursing, Mobile, Ala. 
. Providence Hospital School of Nursing, Mobile, Ala. 
. Warner Brown Hospital School of Nursing, El Dorado, Ark. 


Arkansas Baptist Hospital School of Nursing, Little Rock, Ark. 


. San Joaquin General Hospital School of Nursing, French Camp, Calif. 

. Glendale Sanitarium and Hospital School of Nursing, Glendale, Calif. 

. Los Angeles County General Hospital School of Nursing, Los Angeles, Calif. 
. Queen of Angels School of Nursing, Los Angeles, Calif. 

. Paradise Valley Sanitarium and Hospital School of Nursing, National City, 


Calif. 


12. Orange County General Hospital School noi Nursing, Oakland, Calif. 
3. San Bernardino Valley College of Nursing, San Bernardino County Hospital, 


San Bernardino, Calif. 


4. San Diego County General Hospital School of Nursing, San Diego, Calif. 
. St. Joseph College of Nursing, St. Joseph Hospital, San Francisco, Calif. 

. St. Helena Sanitarium and Hospital School of Nursing, Sanitarium, Calif. 

. O’Connor Hospital School of Nursing, San Jose, Calif. 

. Mercy Hospital School of Nursing, Denver, Colo. 

19. 
. St. Joseph’s Hospital School of Nursing, Denver, Colo. 


Presbyterian Hospital School of Nursing, Denver, Colo. 


St. Luke’s Hospital School of Nursing, Denver, Colo. 


. De Paul School of Nursing, Corwin Hos»ital, Pueblo, Colo. 
3. Bridgeport Hospital School of Nursing, Bridgeport, Conn. 

. St. Vincent’s Hospital School of Nursing, Bridgeport, Conn. 
. St. Francis Hosnital School of Nursing, Hartford, Conn. 

26. 
. Freedmen’s Hospital School of Nursing, Washington, D. C. 

. Florida Sanitarium and Hospital School of Nursing, Orlando, Fla. 
29. 
30. 


Delaware Hospital School of Nursing, Wilmington, Del. 


Mound Park Hospital School of Nursing, St. Petersburg, Fla. 

Tagg ha Southwestern College School of Nursing, Americus, Ga. 
. Joseph’s Infirmary School of Nursing, Atlanta, a 
_ Joseph’ s Hospital School of Nursing, Savannah, Ga. 
Alphonsus Hospital School of Nursing, Boise, Idaho 

St. Luke’s Hospital and Nurses’ Training School. Boise, Idaho 


Merey Hos ital School of Nursing, Nampa, Idaho 

Bannock Memorial Hospital School of Nursing, Pocatello, Idaho 

St. Anthony Mercy Hospital School of Nursing, Pocatello, Idaho 

. Joseph Hospital School of Nursing, Alton, Til. 

St. Joseph’s Hospital School of Nursing, Bloomington, Ill. 

Graham Hospital School of Nursing, Canton, III. 

Julia F. Burnham School of Nursing, Burnham City Hospital, Champaign, 
Til. 

Cook County School of Nursing, Chicago, Il. 

Mount Sinai Hospital School of Nursing, Chicago, Ill. 

Provident Hospital and Training School Association, Chicago, III. 











92. 
93. 
94, 
95. 
96, 
97. 
98, 
99, 
100. 
101. 
102. 
103. 
104. 
105. 
~~ Nebraska Methodist Hospital School of Nursing, Omaha, Nebr. 

é. 
108. 
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ll. TWO- OR THREE-YEAR HOSPITAL DIPLOMA PROGRAMS—Continued 


Decatur and Macon County Hospital School of Nursing, Decatur, Ill. 


. Hinsdale Sanitarium and Hospital School of Nursing, Hinsdale, Ill. 

. Passavant Memorial Hospital School of Nursing, Jacksonville, Ill. 

. St, Francis Hospital School of Nursing, Peoria, Ill. 

. St. Mary’s School of Nursing, St. Mary’s Hospital, Quiney, II. 

. Rockford Memorial Hospital School of Nursing, Rockford, JI. 

. Methodist Hospital School of Nursing, Gary, Ind. 

. Ball Memorial Hospital School of Nursing, Muncie, Ind. 

. St. Elizabeth Hospital School of Nursing, Muncie, Ind. 

. St. Anthony Hospital School of Nursing, Terre Haute, Ind. 

. Union Hospital School of Nursing, Terre Haute, Ind. 

. St. Anthony School of Nursing, St. Anthony Hospital, Carroll, Iowa 

. St. Ambrose College, Division of Nursing, Davenport, Iowa 

. Broadlawns Polk County Hospital School of Nursing, Des Moines, lowa 
. Finley Hospital School of Nursing, Dubuque, Iowa 

. Evangelical Deaconess Hospital School of Nursing, Marshalltown, Iowa 
. Methodist Hospital School of Nursing, Sioux City, Iowa 

. St. Joseph Mercy School of Nursing, St. Joseph Mercy Hospital, Sioux 


City, lowa 


. Newman Memorial County Hospital School of Nursing, Emporia, Kans. 
. Halstead Hospital School of Nursing, Halstead, Kans. 

. Bethel Deaconess Hospital School of Nursing, Newton, Kans. 

. Mount Carmel School of Nursing, Pittsburg, Kans. 


Wichita-St. Joseph School of Nursing, Wichita, Kans. 


. William Newton Memorial Hospital School of Nursing, Winfield, Kans. 

. St. blizabeth School of Nursing, Covington, Ky. 

. Morehead State College, Department of Nursing, Morehead, Fy. 

. Murray State College, Department of Nursing Lducation, Murray, Ky. 

. Hotel Dieu School of Nursing, New Orleans, La. 

. Central Maine General Hospital School of Nursing, Lewiston, Maine 

5. St. Mary’s General Hospital School of Nursing, Lewiston, Maine 

. St. Elizabeth’s Hospital School of Nursing, Brighton, Mass. 

. Burbank Hospital School of Nursing, Fitchburg, Mass. 

. New England Sanitarium and Hospital School of Nursing, Melrose, Mass. 
. MeLean Hospital School of Nursing, Waverly, Mass. 

. Worcester City Hospital School of Nursing, Worcester, Mass. 

. Evangelical Deaconess Hospital School of Nursing, Detroit, Mich. 

. Harper Hospital School of Nursing, Detroit, Mich. 

. Mercy Central School of Nursing of Detroit, Detroit, Mich. 

. Mercy Central School of Nursing, Grand P.apids, Mich. 

. W. A. Foote Memorial Hospital School of Nursing, Jackson, Mich. 

». Hackley Hospital School of Nursing, Muskegon, Mich. 

. St. Mary’s Hospital School of Nursing, Saginaw, Mich. 

. St. Luke’s Hospital School of Nursing, Duluth, Minn. 

9. Minneapolis General Hospital School of Nursing, Minneapolis, Minn. 

90. 
91, 


Northwestern Hospital School of Nursing, Minneapolis, Minn. 

Methodist-Kahler School of Nursing, Rochester Methodist Hospital, 
Rochester, Minn. 

St. Marys School of Nursing, Rochester, Minn. 

St. Johns Hospital School of Nursing, Joplin, Mo. 

Kansas City General Hospital No. 1 School of Nursing, Kansas City, ~ 

St. Luke’s Hospital School of Nursing, Kansas City, Mo. 

St. Joseph’s Hospital School of Nursing, St. Joseph, Mo. 

Homer G. Phillips Hospital School of Nursing, St. Louis, Mo. 

St. John’s Hospital School of Nursing, St. Louis, Mo. 

St. Louis City Hospital School of Nursing, St. Louis, Mo. 

St. John’s Hospital School of Nursing, Springfield, Mo. 

Columbus Hospital School of Nursing, Great Falls, Mont. 

St. Joseph’s Hospital School of Nursing, Lewistown, Mont. 

St. Patrick’s Hospital School of Nursing, Missoula, Mont. 

Mary Lanning Memorial Hospital School of Nursing, Hastings, Nebr. 

Creighton Memorial St. Joseph Hospital School of Nursing, Omaha, Nebr. 


St. Catherine’s Hospital School of Nursing, Omaha, Nebr. 
Mount St. Mary College, Sacred Heart School of Nursing, Hookset, Nebr. 








109. 
110. 
111. 
112. 
113. 
114. 
115. 
116. 
117. 
118. 
119. 
120. 
121. 


122 


127. 
128. 
129. 
130. 
131. 
132. 
133. 
134. 
135. 
136. 
137. 
138. 
139. 
140. 
141. 
142. 
143. 
144, 
145. 
146. 
147. 
148. 
149. 
150. 
151. 
152. 
153. 
154. 
155. 
156. 
157. 
158. 
159. 
160. 
161. 
162. 
163. 
164. 
165. 
166. 
167. 
168. 
169. 
170. 
by fi 
172. 
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II. TWO- OR THREE-YEAR HOSPITAL DIPLOMA PROGRAMS—Continued 


Notre, Dame de Lourdes Hospital School of Nursing, Manchester, N. H. 
Medical Center-Jersey City Hospital School of Nursing, Jersey City, N. J. 
Harrison 8. Martland Medical Center School of Nursing, Newark, N. J 
Middlesex General Hospital School of Nursing, New Brunswick, N. J. 
Perth Amboy Ceneral Hospital School of Nursing, Perth Amboy, N. J. 
Fairleigh Dickinson College School of Nursing, Rutherford, N. 3: 
Somerset Hospital School of Nursing, Somerville, N. J. 

Mercer Hospital School of Nursing, Trenton, N. J. °* 

Binghamton State Hospital School of Nursing, Binghamton, N. Y. 
Brooklyn State Hospital School of Nursing, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Edward J. Meyer Memorial Hospital School of Nursing, Buffalo, N. Y. 
Mercy Hospital School of Nursing, Buffalo, N. Y. 

Central Islip State Hospital School of Nursing, Central Islip, N. Y. 


2. Queens College Nursing Science Program, Flushing, N. Y. 
123. 
124. 
124. 
126. 


Gowanda State Homeopathic Hospital School of Nursing, Helmuth, N. Y. 
Kings Park State Hospital School of Nursing, Kings Park, N. Y. 

Marcy State Hospital School of Nursing, Marcy, N. Y. 

—— State Homeopathic Hospital School of Nursing, Middletown, 
Orange County Community College, Division of Nursing, Middletown, N. Y. 
Mount Vernon Hospital School of Nursing, Mount Vernon, N. Y 

St. Luke’s Hospital School of Nursing, Newburgh, N. Y. 

Manhattan State Hospital School of Nursing, New York, N. Y. 

A. Barton Hepburn Hospital School of Nursing, Ogdensburg, N. Y. 

St. Lawrence State Hospital School of Nursing, Ogdensburg, N. Y. 
Rockland State Hospital School of Nursing, Orangeburg, N. Y. 

Hudson River State Hospital School of Nursing, Poughkeepsie, N. Y. 
Creedmore State Hospital School of Nursing, Queens Village, N. Y. 
Rochester General Hospital School of Nursing, Rochester, N. Y. 
Rochester State Hospital School of Nursing, Rochester, N. Y. 

Craig Colony Hospital School of Nursing, Sonyea, N. Y. 

Faxton Hospital School of Nursing, Utica, N. Y. 

St. Luke’s Memorial Hospital Center School of Nursing, Utica, N. Y. 
Utica State Hospital School of Nursing, Utica, N. Y. 

Westchester School of Nursing, Grasslands Hospital, Valhalla, N. Y. 
Pilgrim State Hospital School of Nursing, West Brentwood, N. Y. 
Willard State Hospital School of Nursing, Willard, N. Y. 

Harlem Valley State Hospital School of Nursing, Wingdale, N. Y. 
Memorial Mission Hospital School of Nursing, Asheville, N. C. 
Bismarck Hospital School of Nursing, Bismarck, N. Dak. 

St. Alexius School of Nursing, Bismarck, N. Dak. 

St. Andrew’s Hospital School of Nursing, Bottineau, N. Dak. 

Grand Forks Deaconess Hospital School of Nursing, Grand Forks, N. Dak. 
Sisters of St. Joseph School of Nursing, Grand Forks, N. Dak. 

Mercy School of Nursing of North Dakota, Valley City, N. Dak. 
Aultman Hospita! School of Nursing, Canton, Ohio 

Mercy Hospital School of Nursing, Canton, Ohio 

Fairview Park Hospital School of Nursing, Cleveland, Ohio 

St. Francis Hospital School of Nursing, Columbus, Ohio 

White Cross Hospital School of Nursing, Columbus, Ohio 

Good Samaritan Hospital School of Nursing, Dayton, Ohio 

Miami Valley Hospital School of Nursing, Dayton, Ohio 

St. Elizabeth Hospital School of Nursing, Dayton, Ohio 

Massillon City Hospital School of Nursing, Massillon, Ohio 

Mercy Hospital School of Nursing, Portsmouth, Ohio 

Trumbull Memorial Hospital School of Nursing, Warren, Ohio 
Youngstown Hospital Association School of Nursing, Youngstown. Ohio 
St. Joseph’s School of Nursing, Ponea City Hospital, Ponea City, Okla. 
Hillcrest Medical Center School of Nursing, Tulsa, Okla. 

Good Samaritan Hospital School of Nursing, Portland, Oreg. 

St. Joseph’s Hospital School of Nursing, Philadelphia, Pa. 

Shadyside Hospital School of Nursing, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

Reading Hosnital School of Nursing, Reading, Pa. 

Presentation School of Nursing, Aberdeen, S. Dak. 

St. John’s School of Nursing, St Jehn’s Hosnital, Huron, §. Dak 
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Il, TWO- OR THREE-YEAR HOSPITAL DIPLOMA PROGRAMS—Continued 


173. Methodist State Hospital School of Nursing, Mitchell, S. Dak. 
174. St. John’s McNamara School of Nursing, Rapid City, S. Dak. 
175. Madison College School of Nursing, Madison, Tenn. 

176. Methodist Hosvital School of Nursing, Memphis, Tenn. 

177. Mid-State Baptist Hospital School of Nursing, Nashville, Tenn. 
178. St. Thomas School of Nursing, Nashville, Tenn. 

179. Northwest Texas Hospital School of Nursing, Amarillo, Tex. 
180. St. Paul’s Hospital School of Nursing, Dallas, Tex. 

181. City-County Hospital School of Nursing, Fort Worth, Tex. 
182. St.. Mary’s Hospital School of Nursing, Port Arthur, Tex. 

183. Texas Eastern Schocl of Nursing, Tyler, Tex. 

184. Providence Hospital School of Nursing, Waco, Tex. 

185. St. Benedict’s Hospital School of Nursing, Ogden, Utah 

186. Holy Cross Hospital! School of Nursing, Salt Lake Citv, Utah 
187. General Hospital of Everett School of Nursing, Everett, Wash. 
188. Deaconess Hospital School of Nursing, Spokane, Wash. 

189. Sacred Heart School of Nursing, Spokane, Wash. 

190. St. Joseph’s Hospital School of Nursing, Tacoma, Wash. 

191. St. Elizabeth Hospital School of Nursing, Yakima, Wash. 

192. Milwaukee Hospital School of Nursing, Milwaukee, Wis 

193. St. Luke’s Hospital School of Nursing, Racine, Wis. 


O 

















[No. 28] 


SUBCOMMITTEE HEARINGS ON H. R. 7194, H. R. 6794, H. R. 4672, 
H. R. 2149, H. R. 2150, H. R. 4106 


Hovsr or REPRESENTATIVES. 

CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICEs, 
SUBCOMMITTEE No. 2, 

Washington, D. C., Thursday, July 7, 1956. 

The subcommittee met at 11:46 a. m., the Honorable Paul J. Kilday, 
chairman of the subcommittee, presiding. 

Mr. Buanprorp. May I ask the committee to take up at this time 
a bill, copies of which are not before you, but it is H. R. 7194. This 
is what the bill will do. It will permit enlisted men who are allowed 
to draw commuted rations to draw a pro rata share of tae $2.57 
allowance where messing facilities are not available. 

In those places where the only place they can eat are in commercial 
facilities, because the Comptroller General has ruled that you cannot 
draw a portion of your ration on the $2.57 basis because no messing 
facilities are available, and the rest of it on a commuted ration basis 
on the same day. 

In other words, you either draw the $1.10 as a commuted ration or 
you are entitled to draw the $2.57 because no messing facilities are 
available. 

A lot of these enlisted men particularly at the Pentagon and other 
places, are at Bolling Field, other places where there are mes ing 
facilities available but they are allowed to live on the post so therefore 
they are allowed commuted rations. 

But when they work at the Pentagon they have to eat in the 
Pentagon restaurant, and you can’t obviously eat for 30 cents, eat a 
lunch there that is going to be substantial. What this bill would do, 
it is a Department of Defense measure, as to allow them to get a 
prorata or a one-third share of the $2.57, which would be 80 cents, 
then they would only get two-thirds of the $1.10 commuted rations 
to which they are entitled. 

Mr. Harpy. Do you have a Univac to compute those things? 

Mr. BLANpForp. Steve can do that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Hupp.eston. It is just one figure, it would never vary. 

Mr. BuAnpForp. That is right. 

In other words, this would cost around $139,000. The urgency 
of the thing is that they want to make it effective in April. 

Mr. Bares. What are you going to do on weekends? 

Mr. Buanprorp. He gets the $1.10 on weekends unless he is 
working on Sunday. 

Mr. Bares. If he is on leave, he would get commuted rations? 

Mr. BLANpForp. Yes. 

Mr. Bares. Of course, you have to have a certificate anyway. 

Mr. BLanpForp. Oh, sure; 
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Mr. Bares. You have to have some sort of a weekly or monthly 
statement to the effect that he was in fact working under those 
particular circumstances? 

Mr. BLanprFrorp. It soulds a lot worse than it is except for the fact 
that the number of people are not going to be large. They say: 


There are approximately 2,626 enlisted personnel assigned to duties within the 
Pentagon. Of this number, some 1,236 persons are authorized to live off the 
post and to draw a commuted ration at the rate of $1.10 a day. Some 1,068 
enlisted persons assigned to the Pentagon, quartered on military posts, draw a 
partial alow ince of 86 cents a meal when their duties prevent them from eating 
1 or 2 meals in a Government mess, and when they must procure meals on the 
civilian economy. The remaining 28 enlisted persons in the Pentagon draw 86 
cents a meal or a full subsistence allowance of $2.57 a day for each workingday 
since their duties prevent them from eating any of their meals in a Government 
mess. 

The Comptroller General has ruled that an enlisted person cannot be paid any 
combination of the commuted ration of $1.10 a day and the subsistence allowance 
of $2.57 a day for the same day. This decision creates inequity for those author- 
ived commuted rations of $1.10 a day when their duties require them to subsist 
for one or more meals in commercial facilities. 

To remove this inequity it is reeommended that legislation be enacted to allow 
payment to those persons described in the above paragraph the difference between 
the amount of the commuted ration of $1.10 a day and the amount of full sub- 
sistence allowance of $2.57 a day for each meal they are required to purchase in 
commercial facilities when their duties prevent them from subsisting in a Gov- 
ernment mess. 

Cost estimates of their proposal have been developed on the basis of data 
applicable to personnel assigned to the Pentagon. Surveys are now being con- 
ducted to determine the extent of the other problem areas. However, additional 
annual cost applicable to Pentagon personnel who are currently drawing $1.10 a 
day is estimated to be approximately $139,902.56. This is based on 1,236 persons 
eating 1 meal a day in commercial facilities, and drawing 49 cents extra for this 
meal. (The difference between $2.57 and $1.10.) 


Mr. Bares. That is not peculiar merely to the Pentagon, is it? 

Mr. BLianprorp. No; they don’t say that it is. 

Mr. Kitpay. They say it is computed on that basis? 

Mr. Buanprorp. Yes. On the other hand, the man is not eating in 
a Government mess. Now, there is one alternative which they can 
provide if you don’t pass this bill. They can load them onto a bus 
and take them back to the barracks, take a couple of hours to feed 
them, bring them back. That is the alternative. 

Mr. Harpy. I would be surprised if they don’t do some of that 
already. 

Mr. Bianprorp. That is the alternative. Or give them time to go 
home from the Pentagon or wherever it is, so they could eat their 
meal home, because they are supposed to be doing that. 

Mr. Kiipay. The committee will now go into executive session. 


(Whereupon, at 12:07 p. m., the subcommittee entered into exec- 
utive session.) 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
SUBCOMMITTEE No. 2, 
Washington, D. C., Friday, July 8, 1956. 
The subcommittee met at 10:15 a. m., Hon. Paul J. Kilday, chair- 
man of the subcommittee, presiding. 
Mr. Kiipay. The committee will be in order. 


. 
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We will continue the hearings of yesterday on H. R. 7194, to 
authorize subsistence allowance to enlisted personnel. Whom do we 
have? 

Mr. BLanpFrorp. Admiral Will. 

Mr. Bates. Do we have any information, Mr. Chairman, on the 
record, regarding this? 

Mr. BLanpForp. Yes; that was on the record. 

Mr. Bares. It was? 

Mr. BLanpForp. Yes. 

Admiral Witt. Rear Adm. John M. Will, Director of Personnel 
Policy, Office of the Assistant Secretary of Defense for Manpower 
and Personnel. 

Mr. Kiupay. Please go ahead. 

Admiral Witt. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I 
appreciate this opportunity to appear before the committee as the 
Department of Defense witness in support of H. R. 7194. At the 
outset, I would like to call the committee’s attention to a typographical 
error in the bill itself. 

At the end of line 4, 301 (3) should read 301 (e). 

Mr. Kiupay. Go right ahead, Admiral. 

Admiral Wiuu. I have a prepared statement. With your permis- 
sion I would like to read it. 

Under section 301 (e) of the Career Compensation Act of 1949, as 
amendgd, enlisted personnel may be authorized in lieu of subsistence 
either $2.57 a day, which approximates 86 cents a meal when rations 
in kind are not available, or $1.10 a day when permission to mess 
separately is granted. 

In the former case, the $2.57 is to provide a sufficient allowance 
for such members to subsist themselves when Government messes are 
not available. 

In the latter case, certain enlisted persons are authorized to live off 
the post and must provide their own meals. The allowance of $1.10 
which has been pro-rated by administrative order at 30 cents for 
breakfast, and 40 cents for dinner and supper represents the cost to 
the Government of subsisting persons in the Government mess. 

Some of the enlisted persons drawing the commuted ration of $1.10 
a day must procure 1 or more meals a day from civilian restaurants or 
cafeterias because the nature and location of their duties prevent them 
from eating their meals in a Government mess. 

Since the allowance of $1.10 covers only the cost of subsistence in 
the Government mess it is inadequate to cover the normal cost of 
meals purchased in other than Government messes. 

We feel that these persons should be allowed to draw a combination 
of the $1.10 a day commuted. ration, and the $2.57 a day subsist- 
ence where one or more meals must be purchased in a restaurant or 
cafeteria. 

Because in the majority of cases their duties require them to pur- 
chase only 1 or at the most 2 meals we cannot justify authorizing 
them the full subsistence allowance of $2.57 a day. 

The Comptroller General has ruled that the present language of 
section 301 (e) of the Career Compensation Act is such that it would 
be illegal to authorize payments to these persons of any combination 
of the subsistence allowance of $2.57 a day and the commuted ration 
of $1.10 a day. 
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This means that an enlisted man either must elect to accept the 
$1.10 commuted ration and to pay from his own pocket the addi- 
tional amount it cost him to eat in the restaurant or cafeteria because 
of his duties or to receive a portion of $2.57 a day at the rate of 86 
cents a meal for only those meals he must eat in other than Govern- 
ment messes. 

There are approximately 2,626 enlisted personnel assigned to duties 
within the Pentagon. Of this number, about 1,236 persons are au- 
thorized to live off post and to draw commuted ration at the rate of 
$1.10 a day. 

Some 1,068 enlisted persons, quartered on military posts, draw a 
partial allowance of 86 cents for each meal which their duties prevent 
them from eating each day in a Government mess. 

Twenty-eight are paid a full subsistence allowance of $2.57 a day 
for each working day since their duties prevent them from eating any 
of their meals in a Government mess. ‘There is a balance there of 
294 who eat all meals in a Government mess. 

Enactment of H. R. 7194 would enable us to reimburse these persons 
presently drawing $1.10 a day the extra amount they are now forced 
to pay out of their own pockets when they are prevented from eating 
in a Government mess. It is estimated the cost of this proposal would 
be nominal. The military departments would be asked to absorb any 
additional cost within applicable appropriations. 

Mr. Kintpay. What is the purpose of making it retroactive to 
April 15? 

Admiral Writ. In view of the difficulty of getting to one of the near- 
by messes, a number of enlisted personnel in the Pentagon Building 
were authorized full subsistence allowances of $2.57 a day. When this 
situation came to the attention of the Assistant Secretary (Manpower 
and Personnel), it was determined that such allowances could not be 
fully justified under the circumstances as most of this group were 
able to get to a mess or have their meal at home for at least one 
meal a day. 

Accordingly, all justifications were reviewed the early part of April 
and adjusted to provide for the meals actually required while on duty 
in the Pentagon. 

For enlisted personnel living off the post this meant a difficult choice. 
They could elect to take the allowance of 86 cents for each meal that 
they ate in the Pentagon and get nothing to provide subsistence at 
home or they could take the $1.10 commuted ration and get nothing 
extra for the meals in the Pentagon. 

Most of the men living off the post elected the $1.10 rate. Since 
this represented a considerable reduction in the income, they were 
receiving prior to April 15, the Department feels that in fairness to 
these people the adjustment in these allowances should be retroactive 
to that date. We feel that we should bring this problem to the 
attention of the committee, and whatever action the committee takes 
in the matter will be acceptable to the Department. 

Mr. Krupay. You referred to those men on duty at the Pentagon. 
Are they the only ones affected? 

Admiral Wiiu. No, sir. There are a number of others in the area. 
We have based this on the Pentagon because they have the greatest 
concentration of enlisted men who would come under this rule. 

Mr. Kitpay. How about places other than Washington? 
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Admiral Wiuu. There are places other than Washington where this 
would be effective, but their numbers there again are not as great. 
And we are at the present time, making a survey, first in the Wash- 
ington area outside of the Pentagon, and then in the out—areas 
outside of Washington as to what actual cost would be. We hope 
to have those costs within about 3 weeks. 

Mr. Kiupay. Are there any questions? 

Mr. Bennett. Will those people be allowed to know that they can 
have this benefit? 

Admiral Wit. Yes, sir; they will. 

Mr. Bennertr. What about the cost of administratively notifying 
everybody throughout the armed services that they have this privi- 
lege? 

Admiral Wiiui. Well, Mr. Bennett, that will only involve a single 
dispatch or letter to—by each of the services informing them that it is 
now legal to pay a combination of the two allowances provided for in 
the Career Compensation Act. 

Mr. Bennett. Will they set some deadJine for a person to apply 
for this retroactive benefit or will the Government send them a check 
to pay them for it, regardless of whether any application is made? 

Admiral Wii. It will be an application—an application would 
have to be made. There would be no attempt to go back through the 
records and attempt to—— 

Mr. Bennerr. Would you send to the units, to every unit through- 
out the armed services, the fact that this money is available and if 
anybody wants to apply for this back to April, whatever it is, they 
will have a certain deadline to apply for it? 

Admiral Wiiut. That would be an administrative means of doing it. 

Mr. BLuanprorp. There wouldn’t be a deadline as such. 

Admiral Wiiu. No deadline, no. 

Mr. Bennerr. You might have somebody 20 years from now 
applying back to April 15. 

Mr. BuanpForp. No, there is a statute of limitations. 

Admiral Wii. I don’t know. 

Anyone applying 20 years from now the amount involved would 
be very, very small. 

Mr. Bennert. I was thinking of the administrative cost. 

Mr: BLanprorp. Am I not correct that this retroactive effect will 
only apply to these people in the Pentagon since they are the only 
ones that were suthorized this $2.57 a day? 

When the Pentagon eliminated the $2.57 a day allowance it only 
applied to those people on duty in the Washington area who were 
drawing it, isn’t that correct? 

Admiral Wiiu. No, that was stopped throughout the services. It 
was not just stopped in the Pentagon at that time. 

Mr. BLaNnprorp. Then how many people are involved in this? 

Admiral Wii. Well, we don’t have those figures. 

Mr. BLanpForp. May I ask this question? 

I thought yesterday | understood this will, now I am not sure. 
You say this means that an enlisted man must elect either to accept 
the $1.10 a day commuted ration and to pay from his own pocket the 
additional amount it has cost him to eat in a cafeteria or restaurant 
because of his duties, or to receive a portion of the $2.57 a day at the 


rate of 86 cents per meal, for only those meals he must eat in other 
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than a Government mess. I thought that is what we were trying to 
do. You say that that is the present situation? 

Admiral Wiuu. That is the present situation. 

Mr. BLanpFrorp. Well, if the man today can elect to take 86 cents 
for his lunch and then have 40 cents removed from the $1.10 a day. 

Admiral Wit. He can’t elect that now, that is the trouble. 

Mr. BLanpFrorp. That is what your statement says. That is what 
confuses me. You are referring now to—— 

Mr. Barrs. Comptroller General’s decision is what he is referring to. 

Admiral Witt. The Comptroller General has ruled that a man may 
either elect to take the commuted ration of $1.10 a day or he can take 
the $2.57 a day or whatever portion by administrative order he has 
been authorized. 

But he cannot take both, or a portion of both. 

Mr. Buanprorp. That is what I am trying to straighten out. In 
other words, the man can draw the $2.57 on the basis of 86 cents a 
meal? He can, for example, be allowed to draw, say, 86 cents because 
he must be someplace for supper. And that would be all he would 
draw, would be 86 cents. He cannot draw a combination, you are in 
effect saying he cannot draw a combination of a commuted ration and 
a subsistence where messing facilities are not available. 

Admiral Wiiu. That is right, that is our problem, right now. 

Mr. BLANpForpD. Wouldn't it be cheaper in the Pentagon to put in 
a Government messing facility? 

Admiral WiLu. We went into that and found out it would be more 
expensive. I think Mr. Loftus could answer that question. 

Mr. Loftus made the survey on the practicability of a Government 
mess in the Pentagon. 

Mr. Lorrus. Yes, sir. J. R. Loftus, director of administrative 
services for the Office of the Secretary of Defense. 

We took a quick look at the problem of establishing a Government 
mess in the Pentagon, and we ran into these factors, in addition to the 
simple cost: in the first place the kitchen facilities in the Pentagon that 
serve the various cafeterias and restaurants are one facility in the 
basement. So we would have to construct a separate kitchen facility 
for any mess that we established there. 

We estimate that the consiruction and imstallation cost would run 
in the neighborhood of approximately $110,000. We estimate that 
the personnel cost to serve the mess would run in the neighborhood of 
about $14,000 a month, or $168,000. The personnel that we are 
talking about here on commuted rations, if the entire 1,236 qualify 
for this additional allowance provided in this bill, would cost us in 
the neighborhood of $139,000. 

We felt in the interest of economy, in the interest of keeping down 
the construction costs and the number of enlisted personnel in the 
building, it would better serve the interest of the Government to ask 
for the additional allowance for the enlisted man. 

Mr. Bianprorp. The $1.10 will be reduced by the amount of 
either 40 cents or 30 cents, depending upon the meal, is that correct? 

In other words, the individual gets the 86 cents and in getting the 
86 cents that represents one-third of $2.57, then, the $1.10 commuted 
ration will be reduced by either 30 or 40 cents. 

Admiral Witt. I think administratively it will be worked out in a 
different way. The men are normally, the majority of these people 
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that are affected are those who are married, who live at home and are 
drawing the $1.10 or eligible to draw $1.10 a day, or $33 a month. 

They will elect to take that $33 a month. 

Then by administrative action, they will be given for those meals 
that they are unable to eat in a Government mess or at home, and 
through the nature of their duties they must eat in a restaurant, they 
will be given the difference between that 86 cents that is allowed for 
that type of a meal and the 40 cents, or if it is a lunch or dinner, or 
the 30 cents if it is a breakfast. 

Mr. BLanpForp. So they will get an additional 46 cents? 

Admiral Wit. Additional amount for a meal. 

Mr. Kiupay. Thank you. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Bates? 

Mr. Bates. Where do these enlisted people live in reference to the 
Pentagon? 

Admiral Wixi. Some of them live at Fort Meyer, some of them 
live in quarters K at the Navy barracks. 

Mr. Bares. Where is that located? 

Admiral Witt. That is over on Columbia Pike, right near the Navy 
Annex. 

Mr. Bates. The thing I am trying to find out is who gets the $2.57. 

Admiral Witut. People such as the Assistant Secretary and the 
Secretary’s drivers. The yeomen, or the secretaries of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff, people who are on duty continually and can’t go off 
and have regular hours to get to the Government messes to eat at 
those regular hours. 

They are kept there nights awaiting the pleasure of the people they 
work for. They work late. 

Mr. Bates. The rest of them get the $1.10? 

Admiral Wi... The rest of then draw the $1.10; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Those people do they live near any barracks where you 
could establish messing facilities, where you could give them three 
meals a day? 

Is there anything close enough? 

Admiral Wii. No; that is the trouble. 

The nearest Government mess is Fort Myer, and there is another 
mess at—that is South Post of Fort Myer. Then there is another 
Government mess, the Navy maintains, at quarters K, right across 
from the Navy Annex. Those are the closest Government messes. 

Mr. Bates. This would include people at the Navy Annex as well. 

Admiral Witu. Well, those people at Navy Annex you see are close 
enough to get to a Government mess. Each one, Mr. Bates, that is 
authorized to draw any subsistence must be justified by his command- 
ing officer or his immediate superior, in command, each meal. 

Mr. Bares. I have two other short questions. 

Administratively now, this will have to be worked out on a weekly 
basis? 

Admiral Witt. Monthly basis; yes. 

Mr. Bares. And you will send them a statement like the daily state- 
ment you send on messes today? 

Admiral Witt. That is right. 

Mr. Barss. So over a weekend what would be the situation then? 
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Admiral Witt. Well, if the man works, normally he has to work over 
the weekend, then his immediate superior would have to justify him to 
have so many meals over that weekend, that he will have worked 
during that time. 

Mr. Barss. But if he doesn’t he gets the commuted ration? 
Admiral Witt. The commuted ration rides along. That is where 
:e trouble is. 

Now, he can’t draw a part of both? 

So he elects the commuted ration. 

Mr. Bates. So you have to make that adjustment every weekend. 
Admiral Wiuu. It will be made on a monthly basis. He will be 
justified so many extra meals. 

Mr. Bares. But the records will have to be made daily? 

Admiral Wit. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. They will have to keep a record of them daily. 

You say it is going to be a nominal cost, Admiral. 

What is a nominal cost? 

Do you have any idea at all what it is going to cost? 

Admiral Witt. There has been one estimate made, that something 
a little high, about half a million dollars a year. 

Mr. Bares. And how long will it be before you have this survey 
completed? 

Admiral Witt. It will be about 3 weeks, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Three weeks is going to be too late to get anything 
done around here this year. Now, this is an old, old problem, really, 
excepting for the decision which the Comptroller General made, vou 
have always had that split, always had people on commuted rations 
who have had to pay a higher amount 

Admiral Witt. But until the Comptroller General made this 
decision they were compensated for that difference, you see. 

Mr. Kitpay. Thank you, Admiral. 

The next bill is H. R. 6794. 

Give us your name, please? 

Major Dwyer. I am Maj. William J. Dwyer. I have a prepared 
statement which I would like to read. It is very brief. 

Mr. Kitpay. Very well. Go ahead. 

Major Dwyer. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I 
am Maj. William J. Dwyer from the Office of the Assistant Chief of 
Staff, G-1, Department of the Army. The Department of Defense 
has delegated the responsibility for reporting on H. R. 6794 to the 
Department of the Army. 

I represent the Department of the Army for this purpose. 

Legislation currently in effect provides that any decoration con- 
ferred or presented by a foreign government to any officer of the 
United States shall be tendered through the Department of State, 
but may be delivered to the intended recipient by the State Depart- 
ment only when authorized by act of Congress; it further provides 
that the Secretary of State shall furnish to each alternate Congress a 
list of those retired officers or employees of the United States for whom 
that Department is holding decorations tendered them by foreign 
governments. 

In implementation of this legislation, a Presidential directive to 
“The heads of executive departments, and establishments,” dated 
April 13, 1954, provides for submission to the Secretary of State by 
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each agency a list of its retired personnel for whom the State Depart- 
ment is holding foreign decorations. 

Upon receipt of such lists, the Secretary of State prepared an omni- 
bus bill covering such persons and transmits the bill and consolidated 
list to each alternate Congress. Since the award of this decoration 
may be authorized by the Department of State, and the Congress 
under previously mentioned statutes, there appears to be no need for 
the special legislation as proposed in H. R. 6794. 

The Department of State is currently holding approximately 2,490 
foreign awards in escrow for members of the Department of Defense. 
Enactment of this legislation on behalf of General Berry would appear 
to be a distinct inequity and discrimination against those individuals 
without benefit of private legislation of this type. 

Accordingly, the Department of the Army opposed enactment of 
H. R. 6794, as such enactment would constitute a piecemeal deviation 
from the omnibus procedure prescribed. 

I will be glad to answer any questions. 

Mr. Kixpay. I believe the report from the Department indicates 
that General Berry has been awarded his decoration by the Philippine 
Government. 

Major Dwyer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. It has been presented to him. The position of the 
Department is that these matters are handled in an omnibus bill. 

Major Dwyer. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kixtpay. For that reason, they don’t feel this one should be 
singled out. 

Major Dwyer. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Kitpay. Do you know when the omnibus bill might be expected 
to be here? 

Major Dwyer. We submitted one to the last session of Congress, 
but there was no action taken on it. One will be submitted to the 
next Congress. 

Mr. Kiupay. Not until the next one, not even next year? 

Major Dwyer. That is correct, sir, 1956, I believe it will, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. What happened to the one that you sent up here the 
last Congress? 

Major Dwyer. Sir, there was no action taken on it by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Kiipay. Do you know what happened to it? 

Mr. BLanpForpb. No; I don’t. 

It was not handled by our subcommittee, as I recall. 

Mr. Bares. The next one will be up in 1956? 

Major Dwyer. Eighty-fifth Congress, sir. 

Mr. Bares. You mean 1957 instead of 1956? 

Major Dwyer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Buanprorp. So you give them to the next of kin then in many 
cases? 

Major Dwyer. That is correct. 

Mr. Harpy. Why did you skip this Congress? 

Major Dwyer. Because that is the way the law prescribes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. You do it on every other one? 

Major Dwyer. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kiupay. Every alternate Congress. It is a policy of the 
Department? 

Major Dwyer. No, sir, that is the law, not the Department of 
Defense policy. 

And the presidential directive also states that it will be submitted to 
each alternate Congress. 

Mr. Kiupay. I thought the way I read it in the record— 

Mr. BuanpForp. It is to each alternate Congress. Upon receipt 
of such lists the Secretary of State is directed to prepare an omnibus 
bill covering such persons and transmit the bill and consolidated list 
to each Congress. 

The way this paragraph reads that could be either in the laws or the 
presidential directive. 

Major Dwyer. In the law, and in the presidential directive, sir. 

Mr. BLanpFrorp. May I ask you this question. could you not inter- 
pret that law to be applicable to regular personnel who are career 
personnel for this reason: Major Berry, I believe, is retired under 
Public Law 810, of tithe 3—— 

Mr. Kitpay. He is a regular. 

Mr. Buanprorp. I thought he was National Guard, retired. 

Mr. Kitpay. No, General Berry is a regular officer. He is a retired 
regular brigadier general, and is serving as major general with the 
Texas National Guard and adjutant general. 

Major Dwyer. So in answer to your question, Mr. Blandford, he 
could still be considered to be in the position of trust, inasmuch as he 
is a general officer, though he was in the Regular Army. 

Mr. BLaNpForb. Yes. Somehow I thought he was in a different 
category. 

Mr. Kinpay. No. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, under this set of circumstances, it seems 
it wouldn’t be consistent for us to take up this particular bill. I 
wonder whether it might be more appropriate if we initiated a revised— 
reviving, I should say of the bill that was submitted in the last 
Congress? 

Mr. Kiupay. I think at least we ought to check into what happened. 

Mr. Harpy. I think so. 

Mr. Kinpay. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Kiupay. On the record. 

Mr. Huddleston? 

Mr. Huppieston. Major Dwyer, do you recall whether General 
Berry was included in the omnibus bill that was presented last year? 

Major Dwyer. No, sir; he was not. Because he was just conferred 
the award on May 21, 1955. 

Mr. Kitpay. He went to the Philippines in May. 

He was taken prisoner, either in Bataan or Corregidor, I am not 
sure, at the time he was commander of a division of the Philippine 
Army, one branch or another. He was taken prisoner as a colonel, 
but he was promoted to brigadier general by special order after that 
in a group of those officers whose promotions were not completed 
because they were taken prisoner. He was in that group of General 
Wainwright’s associates. 

Major Dwyer. That is correct, sir. 
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Mr. Kiupay. The next bill is H. R. 4672, a bill to increase the 
innuity of certain retired civil members of the teaching staffs of the 
United States Naval Academy and the United States Naval Post- 
zraduate school. 

(The bill is as follows:) 


[H. R. 4672, 84th Cong., Ist sess.] 


A BILL To increase the annuities of certain retired civilian members of the teaching staffs of the United 
States Naval Academy and the United States Naval Postgraduate School 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Act of January 16, 1936 (49 Stat. 1092), 
as amended, is further amended by adding thereto the following new section: 

“Sec. 7. (a) The annuities payable under this Act to civilian members of the 
teaching staffs of the United States Naval Academy and the United States Naval 
Postgraduate School retired before April 1, 1948, are hereby increased by $300 a 
year. 

““(b) In addition to the increase in annuities authorized by subsection (a), the 
annuities payable under this Act to all civilian members of the teaching staffs of 
the United States Naval Academy and the United States Naval Postgraduate 
School retired before the date of enactment of this amendment shall be increased 
by $300 a year. No such annuity, however, shall thereby be increased to an 
amount in excess of $2,160. 

“‘(¢) The increase in the annuities of retired members of the teaching staffs of 
the United States Naval Academy and the United States Naval Postgraduate 
School authorized by subsection (b) shall not operate to increase the annuities of 
their survivors.”’ 


Sec. 2. Applicable current appropriations shall be available to carry out the 
provisions of section 1 of this Act. 

Mr. Kiipay. Captain Brooks? Come around and have a seat. 

Captain Brooks. I am Capt. Charles Brooks, secretary of the 
academic board at the United States Naval Academy. 

I am appearing before the committee as the Department of Defense 
witness on H. R. 4672 

With your permission I will read a prepared statement. 

Mr. Kinpay. Go right ahead. 

Captain Brooks. The jpempoee of this bill is to give to the retired 
civilian members of the teaching staffs of the Naval Academy and the 
Naval Postgraduate School, a cost-of-living increase in their retired 
annuities comparable to the increases which have been given to 
persons retired under the civil-service retirement system. 

In April 1948, by Public Law 426, 80th Congress, all persons then 
on the civil-service retirement rolls were given an increase of $300 
a year in their retirement annuities and in July 1952, by Public Law 
555, 82d Congress, another increase of $324 a year was given to these 
people with the limitation that no annuity should thereby be increased 
to an amount in excess of $2,160 a year. 

As the civilian faculty members of the Naval Academy and Naval 
Postgraduate School are not under the civil-service retirement system, 
but have a retirement system of their own, they received no benefits 
as the result of the enactment of the laws in 1948 and 1952 

H. R. 4672 would give the 9 retired members of the civilian faculty 
of the Naval Academy and the 1 retired member of the civilian faculty 
of the Naval Postgraduate School who were retired before April 1, 
1948, a $300 a year increase in their retired annuities. Six of these 
retired civilian faculty members of the Naval Academy would receive 
an additional increase of $300 as they are the only ones whose annu- 


ities would not be increased beyond ‘$2,160, the limitation contained 
in the bill. 
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I might add that this will be the only increase in their retired 
annuities which these people have received since they went on the 
retired list. Of those presently on the retired list, the earliest retire- 
ment was June 30, 1941. 

The enactment of this bill would result in an additional cost to the 
Government of $4,800 a year. 

Mr. Kitpay. Are there any questions? 

Mr. Bates. Captain, what is the form of their retirement today? 
Is it a contributory plan? 

Captain Brooks. It is definitely a contributory plan, sir. It is a 
plan whereby they can retire—they must retire at the age of 65 unless 
kept on by the Secretary of the Navy until the age of 70. They may 
use up to 35 years of service in computing their retired pay, which is 
based on 1 and 37 percent per year which would make it mandatory 
that be used in computing their retired pay. 

Mr. Bares. They make this contribution. 

Captain Brooks. They do make a contribution each month of their 
pay, 5 percent. It amounts to 5 percent. 

Mr. Bates. 5 percent. 

Captain Brooks. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bates. And the Government makes a contribution do they? 

Captain Brooks. The way this system works, sir, is that they con- 
tribute 10 percent, the Government reimburses them 5 percent of it. 

It is a rather complicated situation in that they have the teachers 
annuity association covering them for part of the retirement, and 
the Government makes up the remainder in case it is necessary, in 
order to bring their retired pay up to the amount which would be 
computed as I just told you. 

Mr. Bares. In other words, they don’t actually have a fund as 
such, on a sound actuarial basis? 

Captain Brooks. They do now, sir. 

Mr. Batrs. Well then 

Captain Brooks. But you see, I would like to go back a moment if 
I may, and say that the people that are affected mostly by this bill, 
sir, are those who retired back in the early forties. 

In 1936, the first retirement bill for these members of the civilian 
faculty was passed. So the fact that they didn’t at that time, have 
any fund when they retired, made it a very minimum retirement 
salary for that particular group of people. 

Mr. Bares. Now, this would also affect other people when they 
retire in turn? 

They would also get the increased benefits of this bill? 

Captain Brooks. No, sir, this affects only those retired before 
April 1, 1948. 

Mr. Gavin. 1940? 

Captain Brooks. 1948. 

Mr. Gavin. That is what I thought. 

Captain Brooks. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Huppieston. I would like to ask a question of the captain. 

Why is it the Department of Defense sent over this particular bill, 
dealing only with the retired instructors at the Naval Academy, and 
considers the people similarly situated as far as West Point is con 
cerned in a separate category? 

Captain Brooks. They are covered by different legislation. 
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Mr. Huppueston. Has there been any effort made to unify the 
retirement programs of the two Acade ages 3? 

Captain Brooks. I can’t answer that, sir; I don’t know. 

Mr. Buanprorp. They are all 

Captain Brooks. They are all Government employees. 

Mr. Buanprorp. We have had this problem perennially. Nor- 
mally—I guess we have gotten through enacting all the laws adding 
people to the retired list. It seems to me from 1947 on we had to 
pick up somebody who taught at the Academy for 87 years, and 
didn’t get any income of any kind and give him a pension of $100 a 
month. 

I think we had several bills of that nature. Now, everybody is 
under some type of a retirement system. 

Captain Brooks. They are. 

Mr. Buanprorp. What you are trying to do is take care of people 
who are under this conglomeration of laws retired prior to 1948 

Now, anybody who is left since 1948 is covered by the civil service 
retirement fund, still working in conjunction with this teachers’ 
association? 

Captain Brooks. That is right. 

Mr. BLanprorp. But it is adequate now. 

Captain Brooks. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLanpForp. I imagine they receive substantially more retire- 
ment benefits now than those who retired people. 

Captain Brooks. Very definitely; yes. 

Mr. Gavin. How many would be affected by this proposed legisla- 
tion? 

Captain Brooks. Ten people would be affected by this. 

Mr. Huppuesron. Are the retired instructors from both Academies 
now under the same program? 

Mr. BLanprorp. Insofar as civil service is concerned, yes. 

I don’t know whether West Point are part of this teachers annuity 
association or not. They may have their own system. I just don’t 
know. 

Mr. Bennett. That other system is not a governmental system. 

Mr. BLANpForp. No. 

But by statute the Government has contributed not to them but to 
the individual who contributes to it, that is the way it works. 

The Government recognized years ago, back in the forties, that they 
had an obligation to these people, so what they did was to credit their 
pay account to the extent of 5 percent or one-half of the contribution 
that the individual had to make to the retirement system on his own. 

Mr. Kitpay. Thank you, Captain. 

Mr. Bates. Captain, if I may, what would be the retirement to 
these individuals carried with those on the present system? 

Captain Brooks. Well, I can read you off right here, sir, what they 
got. Three of them who retired in 1941 are currently getting $1,200 
a year. This would raise them to $1,800 a year, sir. And today, we 
just retired 2 professors as of June 30, 1955, one of them is getting a 
retirement pay of $4,242.56, the other is getting $4,319.67. 

Mr. Barres. These fellows were just bora a little bit too early. 

Captain Brooks. That is just it. 

Mr. Kinpay. Thank you, Captain: 

Captain Brooks. You are welcome. 
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Mr. Kitpay. Now we will take up H. R. 2149, a bill to increase the 
annual compensation of the academic dean of the United States Naval 
Postgraduate School. 

Mr. Buanprorp. Captain,Schantz? 

Mr. Kitpay. Have a seat. 

Captain SuHanrz. J have a prepared statement. 

Mr. Kixipay. Go right ahead, Captain Schantz. 

Captain Scuanrz. I am Capt. E. H. Schantz, United States Navy, 
Deputy Chief of Industrial Relations of the Department of the Navy. 

The purpose of the legislation is to increase the statutory limitation 
which is now imposed on the annual compensation of the academic 
dean of the United States Naval Postgraduate School. 

The present annual compensation $12,000 of the academic dean of 
the Naval Postgraduate School was established in 1946 when thai 
position was created by the act of June 10, 1946 (60 Stat. 236; 34 
U.S. C. 1074), for the Postzraduate School of the Naval Academy. 

Since 1946, no change has been made in the annual compensation 
for this position, although employees under the Classification Act 
have received four increases during this period and the several cate- 
gories of wage board employees have typically received many more. 

During this period, for example, the maximum rate for a GS-15 
Classification Act employee has increased from $10,000 to $12,690, or 
nearly 27 percent. 

The Secretary of the Navy may, under the authority given him by 
the act of July 31, 1947, grant to the other civilian members of the 
faculty of the Naval Postgraduate School increases comparable to 
those received by other categories of Government employees or such 
increases as will keep their salaries comparable to those of similar 
positions in private academic institutions. 

In the period since 1946, the maximum salary for a senior professor 
has been increased from $8,059.80 to $11,180 or 38.7 percent. 

However, the Secretary of the Navy may not increase the competisa- 
tion of the academic dean of the Naval Postgraduate School beyond 
$12,000 because of the limitations imposed on that salary by the act 
of June 10, 1946. 

The Naval Postgraduate School, located at Monterey, Calif., is 
accredited to give bachelor’s, master’s, and doctor’s degrees in aero- 
nautical engineering, electrical engineering, electronics engineering, 
and mechanical engineering. In 1954, it gave 261 bachelor of science 
degrees and 64 master of science degrees. There are presently 838 
students at the school, including Navy, Marine Corps, Coast Guard, 
and others. 

In addition, there are 357 others who are attending civilian institu- 
tions, but whose course of study is supervised by the Naval Post- 
graduate School. There are 99 civilian faculty members. 

The academic dean of the Naval Postgraduate School is the head 
of the civilian faculty of that school, a position which is similar to 
that of the dean of any of the outstanding enzineering schools in this 
country. In order to retain a man of the high caliber which the posi- 
tion requires, the salary provided must be comparable with thai offered 
by private institutions. 

During the academic year of 1952-53, the Department of the Navy 
conducted a salary survey for the position of the academic dean. 
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Data received from 24 well-known engineering colleges and univer- 
sities showed a mean salary of $13,014, and a median salary of $13,500 
for dean of engineering positions. 

A similar survey conducted the following academic year (1953-54) 
showed that further increases had taken place. This later survey, 
with data from 29 institutions, showed a mean annual salary of 
$13,704, and a median annual salary of $14,475. 

It is on the basis of these figures of salaries for comparable positions 
in private institutions that the $13,500 figure has been proposed. 
It represents an increase of 12.5 percent. 

It is urged that favorable consideration be given to this proposed 
increase. 

Mr. Kiitpay. Thank you, Captain. 

Are there any questions? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Kitpay. Thank you, Captain. 

Captain Scuanrz. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Kiupay. The next is H. R. 2150. 

(The bill is as follows:) 


[H. R. 2150, 84th Cong., Ist sess.] 


A BILL To further amend section 106 of the Army-Navy Nurses Act of 1947 so as to provide for certain 
adjustments in the dates of rank of nurses and women medical specialists of the Regular Army and Reg- 
ular Air Force in the permanent grade of captain, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That section 106 of the Army-Navy Nurses Act 
of 1947 (61 Stat. 44, ch. 38), as amended, is further amended by inserting t] 
letter ‘‘(a)’’ immediately following the words ‘Src. 106.’’ and by adding the 
following subsections at the end thereof: 

“(b) Notwithstanding any other law, the Secretary of the Army shall, before 
January 1, 1956, adjust the dates of rank of all commissioned officers of the 
Army Nurse Corps and Women’s Medical Specialist Corps of the Regular Army 
in the permanent grade of captain to reflect the total amount of service creditable 
to each such officer for promotion purposes under existing law. When that 
adjustment is made, such officer shall be given precedence for promotion purposes 
in accordance with their adjusted dates of rank. If two or more officers have the 
same date of rank, rank shall be determined— 

(1) by length of continuous active commissioned service in the regular 
components of the Armed Forces; 

(2) if the length of continuous active commissioned service in the regular 
components of the Armed Forces is the same, by rank established at the time 
of original appointment in the regular component of an armed force; and 

**(3) in other cases, by the Secretary of the Army. 

“‘(e) Notwithstanding any other law, the Secretary of the Air Force shall, 
before January 1, 1956, adjust the dates of rank of all commissioned officers of 
the Regular Air Force in the permanent grade of captain who are designated as 
nurses and women medical specialists to reflect the total amount of service credit- 
able to each such officer for promotion purposes under existing law. When that 
adjustment is made, the names of the officers concerned shall be arranged on the 
promotion lists concerned in order of date of rank. If two or more officers have 
the same date of rank, rank shall be determined— 

“(1) by length of continuous active commissioned service in the regular 
components of the Armed Forces; 

(2) if the length of continuous active commissioned service in the regular 
components of the Armed Forces is the same, by rank established at the time 
of her earliest appointment in the regular component of an armed force; and 

‘*(3) in other cases, by the Secretary of the Air Force.” 


Colonel Zeviter. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I 
am Lt. Col. Dorothy N. Zeller, Deputy Chief of the Air Force Nurse 
Corps. I have a statement prepared by Col. Verena M. Zeller, 
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However, since she is ill I am here as her representative, and I would 
like to read these statements for her with your permission. 

Mr. Kixupay. Go right ahead. 

Colonel Ze.tier. H. R. 2150 is a bill to further amend section 106 
of the Army-Navy Nurses Act of 1947 so as to provide for certain 
adjustments in the dates of rank of nurses and women medical spe- 
cialists of the Regular Army and Regular Air Force in the permanent 
grade of captain, and for other purposes. 

I appreciate this opportunity of appearing before your committee 
today to support an amendment to the Army-Navy Nurses Act of 
1947 as originally enacted and its 1950 amendment, respectively, two 
separate programs of integration of nurses and women medical spe- 
cialists into the regular components took place within a 4-year period. 
The first took place during the years 1947 and 1948, and the second 
during 1950 and 1951. 

Within the period of these integrations, the number of years’ serv- 
ice required for promotion to the permanent grade of captain was 
changed from 10 to 7 years for nurses and women medical specialists 
of the Army and Air Force. 

This change was occasioned by section 107 (a) of the Army-Navy 
Nurses Act, which as originally enacted on April 16, 1947, required 
of nurses and women medical specialists before being promoted to the 
permanent grade of captain, to complete the same length of service 
“now or hereafter prescribed for promotion of promotion-list officers 
to the grade of captain.”’ 

At that time, section 3 of the act of July 31, 1935, as amended, 
required 10 years’ continuous commissioned service for promotion to 
permanent grade of captain. The Officer Personnel Act of 1947 
changed this requirement, effective December 31, 1947, to completion 
of 7 years’ promotion-list service. 

As a result, some of these officers who were integrated during the 
first period referred to are outranked on the captains list by officers 
integrated during the second period who have lesser periods of service, 
and who are younger. It was possible for a younger nurse or &@ woman 
medical specialist to outrank an older nurse or a woman medical 
specialist, since age was a factor in placement on the promotion list 
only where the period of service to be credited was determined con- 
structively. 

During both the 1947-48 and the 1950-51 integrations authorized 
by the original Army-Navy Nurses Act of 1947, and its 1950 amend- 
ment, an integrated officer received service credits based either on 
her actual service or constructive service, whichever was the greater. 
It was therefore possible for a younger officer, integrated during the 
1950-51 integration, to have less active service than an older officer, 
integrated during the 1947-48 period, but still have a higher place 
on the promotion list. 

A situation similar to that described just now existed in the Army 
Medical Service Corps in 1949 as a result of integration appointments 
made in that corps and its predecessor, the Pharmacy Corps. 

Authority for the correction of that situation was provided by the 
act of July 16, 1949, which provided in pertinent part as follows: 


* 


the names of all Medical Service Corps promotion-list officers shall be 
rearranged on the Medical Service Corps promotion list so that within each grade 
their names shall appear in the order of their precedence determined by the total 
amount of service creditable to them for promotion purposes under existing law 
x * 9 
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Another example of corrective legislation along these lines is found 
in section 517 (c) of the Officer Personnel Act of 1947 (61 Stat. 910, 
10 U. S. C. 559h (c)), which specifically authorized adjustment of 
dates of rank in the permanent grades of those officers credited with 
additional service pursuant to that section. 

No such provision is contained in the Army-Navy Nurses Act of 
1947. 

At present, there is no legal authority to administratively adjust 
the dates of rank of these nurses and women medical specialists. 
The bill before you is designed to correct this inequitable situation by 
providing mandatory authority for the Army and the Air Force, be- 
fore January 1, 1956, to adjust the dates of rank of all nurses and 
women medical specialists in their Regular components in the per- 
manent grade of captain to reflect the total amount of service credit- 
able to each such officer for promotion purposes under existing law. 
These promotion lists would then be arranged with precedence given 
in accordance with the adjusted dates of rank. 

In conclusion, I would like to emphasize the importance of this 
proposed legislation. The present sequence of individuals on the 
promotion lists concerned is unfair and therefore disturbing to morale. 
That is true because officers with lesser periods of service are con- 
sidered for promotion earlier than older officers with longer periods of 
actual service. 

respec fully urze that this legislation be favorably considered in 
order thai this inequivable situation may be corrected. 

Mr. Kinpay. Can you tell us how many people will be affected by 
the proposed legislation? 

Colonel ZELLER. E ighty-nine nurses and one woman medical spec- 
ialist. 

Mr. Kixtpay. In what way will they be promoted? The re are 89 
with longer service who are below people with lesser service? 

Colonel ZeLuer. } es, sir. 

Mr. BLANDFORD. Thai is Army and Air Force both? 

Colonel Zetter. May | ask that the Army representative here 
answer for the Army, with your permission, please. 

Colonel Davis? 

Mr. Kitpay. Come around, Colonel. 

Colo el Zetuer. Lt. Col. John N. Davis, Department of the Army. 

Sir, for the Army, there will be no adjustment here; no persons 
affecved under this bill. 

Mr. Kitpay. Then che 89 nurses and 1 specialist are all in the Air 
Force? 

Colonel ZELLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. ‘this will just be a change in the lineal position; no pay 
made reiroaciively. 

Colonel ZELLER. No, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. The adjustment restores them to their rightful place 
of seniority. 

Colonel ZELLER. Yes. 

Mr. BLanprorp. Are most nurses now serving in a higher temporary 
grade than their permanent grade? 

Colonel ZeELuteR. [ would say no, sir. 

Mr. Bianprorp. Then if you give people constructively credit 
here or adjust dates of rank will this result in some nurses being 
promoted or merely eligible for consideration? 

Colonel ZELLER. Merely eligible, not promoted. 








4350 


Mr. Bianprorp. At the expense of somebody else who would 
otherwise be eligible? 

Colone] ZELLER. Yes. 

Mr. Buianprorp. This will not increase the number of nurses 
eligible for promotion; it would merely reverse the order of eligibility, 
so that some 89 people are going to be below the list of eligibility and 
the 89 now below it will go up into the zone of eligibility? 

Colonel Ze.uteR. That is right. 

Mr Kuivupay. Anything further? 

(No response.) 

Mr. Kitpay. Thank you. 

We will now consider H. R. 4106. 

(The bill is as follows:) 


[H. R. 4106, 84th Cong., Ist sess.] 


A BILL To aithorize the crediting, for certain pttrposes, of prior active Federal commissioned service 
perform: ‘4 by a person appointed as a commissioned officer under section 101 or 102 of the Army-Navy 
Nurses Act of 1947, as amended, and for other purposes 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That sections 101 and 102 of the Army-Navy 
Nurses Act of 1947 (61 Stat. 41, 42), as amended (10 U. S. C. 166, 166a), are 
each further amended by adding the following new subsection at the end thereof: 

“(d) In determining position on a promotion list, seniority in her grade in the 
Regular Army or the Kegular Air Force, as the case may be, and eligibility for 
promotion, a person originally appointed as a commissioned officer under sub- 
section (c) shall be credited, at the time of her appointment, with the active 
Federal commissioned service, after December 31, 1947, which she performed 
after becoming t'venty-one years of age and before her appointment. Ho'vever, 
not more than five years of service may be so credited. A person originally 
appointed as a first lieutenant who has not performed at least three years of 
such active Federal commissioned service after December 31, 1947, shall, for the 
same purposes, be credited with that amount of service. Service credited pursuant 
to this subsection shall be in lieu of and not in addition to service credited under 
section 105 of this Act.’ 

Sec. 2. The effective date of the amendments made by section 1 of this Act is 
January 1, 1948. No person is entitled to any back pay or allowances because 
of those amendments. 

Colonel Zetuier. I likewise would like to present a statement on 
that. 

Mr. Kitpay. Go ahead with your statement. 

Colonel Zetuter. H. R. 4106 is a bill ‘‘to authorize the crediting for 
certain purposes, of prior active Federal commissioned service per- 
formed by a person appointed as a commissioned officer under sec- 
tion 101 or 102 of the Army-Navy Nurses Act of 1947, as amended, 
and for other purposes.”’ 

This bill has two purposes: First, it would provide nurses and 
women medical specialists of the Army and Air Force credit for the 
active commissioned service performed after the age of 21 in either 
the Army or the Air Force after 1947 and prior to appointment as a 
regular officer. This credit would be limited to a maximum of 5 
years. 

Secondly, it would authorize a 3-year promotion list for any nurse 
or woman medical specialist, who, because of prior civilian experi- 
ence, was initially appointed in the regular component in the grade 
of first heutenant. 

Such credit would be given only where the individual officer con- 
cerned had not performed as much as 3 years of active commissioned 
service after 1947 and prior to her regular appointment. 

Now, the first type of credit to which I have referred and that is 
credit for active commissioned service performed between 1947 and 
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date of appointment in the regular component, is now authorized 
under the Officer Personnel Act for all other commissioned officers, 
male and female, who are appointed in the Regular Army or Regular 
Air Force, nurses and women medical specialists are the only com- 
missioned officers who now are not given credit for such service. 

Enactment of this bill will remove that inequity. 

The second type of credit—that is, the 3-year promotion list 
constructive credit—is required in order to give recognition to those 
nurses and women medical specialists initially appointed in the 
Regular components in the grade of first lieutenant for prior experi- 
ence and qualifications demonstrated in civilian life. 

The Army-Navy Nurses Act of 1947, as amended, requires com- 
pletion of 7 years of service for promotion to the permanent grade of 
captain. Unless specific authority is provided for a 3-year credit for 
a person initially appointed as a nurse or woman medical specialist in 
the Regular component as a first lieutenant, the authority for her 
promotion to the permanent grade of captain 4 years thereafter would 
not be clear. ' 

Further, the absence of specific authority for such a 3-year credit 
confuses promotion procedure for nurses and women medical special- 
ists. 

This 3-year constructive credit has become a problem since the 
implementation of Public Law 37 of the 83d Congress. That law 
liberalized the age and grade ceilings on appointments of nurses and 
women medical specialists in the Regular components of the Armed 
Forces. This was necessary in order to increase the number of career 
personnel in these specialties. 

Many of the women who have accepted Regular appointments since 
the enactment of Public Law 37 were at the time of appointment 
beyond the age ceiling formerly specified. In order to broaden the 
field from which to procure career personnel, Public Law 37 also 
made possible the crediting of qualifications demonstrated in civilian 
life as well as military life. 

Without authority, however, to give a 3-year promotion list credit 
to women whose qualifications were demonstrated primarily in 
civilian practice, the initial appointment at first lieutenant grade 
alone does not achieve the intended result. 

I wish to point out that these two types of credit are separate and 
not cumulative. The individual would be given whichever type of 
credit was greater, either that for active commissioned service 
actually performed—up to a maximum of 5 years—or the 3-year 
credit if her professional experience justified the first lieutenant 
grade upon appointment, and her active commissioned service sub- 
sequent to 1947 had not equaled 3 years. 

The proposal now before your committee is concerned primarily 
with promotion problems. As to its effect upon establishing eligi- 
bility for retirement or upon the computation of retired pay, it would 
be generally the same as the effect of comparable credit now given to 
other categories of commissioned officers. 

Federal commissioned service actually performed is one factor in 
establishing eligibility for retirement as well as in determining the 
amount of retired pay. 

Enactment of this legislation would result in no departure from 
this general rule for nurses and women medical specialists. 

The constructive credit of 3 years given to the woman initially 
appointed as a first lieutenant on the basis of her qualifications in 
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the civilian field would have the same effect as the 4-year credit now 
given upon appointment to the medical officer and the 3-year credit 
now given upon appointment to dental, veterinary, and certain other 
professional officers of the Army and Air Force appointed under the 
Officer Personnel Act. 

It would not aid in qualifying for retirement or serve in any way 
to increase retired pay. 

Enactment of this bill is strongly urged. Statutory authority to 
give to nurses and women medical specialists of the Army and Air 
Force the same type of credit as is available to other commissioned 
officers for commissioned service actually performed in the Army and 
Air Force after 1947 is a matter of equity. HaAture to give such credit 
to nurses and women medical specialists would be ‘dise ‘riminatory. 
The 3-year constructive credit is necessary to fully implement the 
purposes of Public Law 37, 83d Congress. Without authority for 
that credit, some of the appointments in the grade of first lieutenant 
under Public Law 37 may cause confusion and create inequities. To 
receive an initial grade upon appointment higher than the minimum 
grade—without being accorded corresponding service credit—does 
not fully carry out the purpose of the appointment. 

In brief, gentlemen, enactment of this legislation will resolve these 
problems in a manner consistent with resolution of similar problems 
in the case of other officers of the Army and the Air Force and serve 
as a progressive step in improvement of administration of promotion 
policies for these personnel. 

Mr. Kiipay. Any questions? 

Mr. BLanpForb. Don’t you simply solve the problem now by just 
giving a temporary promotion? 

Colonel Zetier. Well, as they become eligible they are granted 
temporary promotions. 

Mr. BLanpForp. I know. 

But I mean constructive credit is only of value actually for per- 
manept promotion when you get right down to it because there is no 
limitation on your temporary promotion. 

Colonel ZeLuteR. That is right. 

Mr. BLaNnpForp. So as far as the problem is concerned, you are 
anticipating the day, if it should ever come, when all will be promoted 
by the regular promotion system only. 

Colonel ZeLuur. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLanpForp. You would like to solve the problem now, so 40 
or 50 years from now there will be no problem with this constructive 
credit? 

Colonel Ze.umnr. And likewise, there might be the possibility of 
legislation in the future as this recent captain’s correction that I just 
res ad, I mean the same could happen to these people who are now being 
appointed as first and second lieutenants and those who were appointed 
prior to this public law. 

Mr. BLanprorp. You are looking at a little section of Public Law 
610, that has you worried right now, that is what you have in mind? 

Mr. Kitpay. Any questions? 

(No response.) 

Mr. Krupay. Thank you, Colonel. 

The committee will now go into executive session. 

(Whereupon, at 11:05 the subcommittee entered executive session.) 
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[No. 29] 
SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON H. R. 6274 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 

CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
SUBCOMMITTEE No. 2, 

Washington, D. C., Thursday, July 7, 1956. 

The subcommittee met at 10:30 a. m., Hon. Paul J. Kilday, chair- 
man of the subcommittee, presiding. 

Mr. Kiupay. The next bill we have is H. R. 6274. 

This bill is introduced by Mr. Teague, of Texas, to provide that no 
fee shall be charged a veteran for furnishing him a copy of his discharge 
or copy of his certificate of service. 

Mr. Buanprorp. Mr. Chairman, at this point may I insert in the 
record a statement by the author of the bill, Congressman Teague, 
together with enclosures concerning the necessity for the enactment 
of the proposed legislation. 

Mr. Kixtpay. Witbout objection that will be included in the record. 

(The statement referred to follows:) 


A StaTEMENT By Hon. Ourn E. Treacue, M. C., on H. R. 6274 


Mr. Chairman, I wish to speak in behalf of H. R. 6274, which is under econsidera- 
tion by your committee. This bill has for its purpose the repeal of title V, 
Public Law 137, 82d Congress, which authorized the issuance of agency regulations 
prescribing fees to be charged to veterans by the Department of Defense for 
issuing duplicate discharges and other records covering service of the individual 
veteran in our Armed Forces. 

P | mong Report 680, 83d Congress, June 27, 1953, dealing with fees, reads as 
‘ollows: 

“The committee directs that the Army take immediate steps to establish a 
policy to implement the terms of title V, Public Law 137, 82d Congress, which 
provides that a ‘fee, charge, or price may be prescribed for any work, service, 
publication, report, document, benefit, etc.’ This is particularly desirable in 
connection with the issuance of duplicates of discharge certificates. Testimony 
indicated that approximately 200,000 such duplicates were issued in the course of 
a year, and that a fairly substantial number of employees were engaged in pro- 
viding the service.” 

Subsequent to issuance of this committee report, on January 23, 1954, the 
Dean of the Budget issued Circular No. A—28 authorizing the collection of such 
ees. 

After this system of charging fees was put into operation, I received numerous 
complaints from individual veterans and service organizations concerning these 
charges and the manner in which the matter has been handled by the Department 
of Defense. I took this matter up with the Honorable Albert Thomas, chairman, 
Subcommittee on Independent Offices, House Committee on Appropriations, and 
I would like to call your attention to his reply of March 18, 1955, to my letter, 
which reads as follows: 

“In re title V of the Independent Offices Appropriation Act, 1952. Thanks 
for your letter in reabove subject. 

“The language of title V is fairly broad and general. 

“Tt starts off ‘It is the sense of the Congress * * *.’ Therefore, we can hardly 
say that action under it is mandatory. 
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“T further quote from the act ‘* * * subject to such policies as the President 
may prescribe * * * as he shall determine * * * to be fair and equitable taking 
into consideration * * * value to the recipient, public policy * * *.’ 

“In other words, the President could direct the Department of Defense not to 
make such charge to the veterans. And no doubt he should do that. The com- 
mittee did not have in mind any such charge being made when this section was 
enacted into law. It is certainly stretching the language to say the least. What 
the committee had in mind was something far bigger than this. For instance, 
direct services to firms, individuals, corporations for services rendered, such as 
licensing operations, and so forth. 

“T think a letter from your committee to the Secretary of Defense, in which 
the Independent Offices Subcommittee will certainly be glad to join, calling the 
matter to the Secretary’s attention will get the job done.” 

Under date of March 22, 1955, I took this matter up with the Department of 
Defense and received a letter from W. J. McNeil, Assistant Secretary of Defense, 
under date of April 30, 1955, which stated in part as follows: 

“Tnasmuch as your comments are related to the provisions of Circular A-—28, 
your letter is being referred to the Director of the Bureau of the Budget for his 
consideration.” 

This is the last official information I have had on this subject from the executive 
branch of the Government. 

From the reports I have received concerning the operation of this system of 
charging fees, [ am fully convinced that the additional amount of paperwork 
necessary, that is, the exchange of letters and the collection of fees, far exceeds 
the fees collected. It would be cheaper, therefore, to furnish duplicates of these 
discharges and other documents without charging fees. 

The procedure also results in delays in furnishing information to veterans 
when it is vital for them to receive it without delay. 

It seems that the usual administrative problems attendant to a charge such as 
this are being further complicated by the fact that a credit business is being con- 
ducted. I would like to submit for the record a form letter dated February 17, 
1955, which a veteran has received from the Bureau of Naval Personnel advising 
him that records are being furnished and that he is expected to remit $1.50 
when he can. 

The problems relating to replacement of discharges do not come about alto- 
gether from the fact that some veterans lose their discharges through negligence 
on their own part or through acts of God, such as fire, flood, etc. It is partially 
caused by the policy of the Defense Department in issuing a very poor type of 
discharge. A number of manifold copies are made on thin paper. The veteran 
is supposed to get the first copy. In many cases, apparently the clerk pulls off 
one of the back copies for the veteran. Apparently, this paper is not suitable 
for framing or particularly strong; therefore, the veteran folds it and puts it in 
an envelope or folds it and puts it in his billfold and very soon it is creased and 
has become discolored and cannot be reproduced. In this case, it is necessary 
for the veteran to secure a legible copy. 

I am submitting for the committee’s consideration a number of examples of 
illegible separation papers which I obtained from the local veterans’ service 
center. These papers were brought to the service center, where an attempt was 
made to make a photostatic reproduction. As you can see, many of these papers 
are blurred and useless, 


BurEAU oF NAVAL PERSONNEL, 
DiscHARGED NavAL PERSONNEL Recorps BRANCH, 
NaAvaL Recorps MANAGEMENT CENTER, 
Garden City, N. Y., February 17, 1956. 
Mr. JAMES CLEVELAND AYERS, 


Washington, D. C. 


Dear Mr. Ayers: Under law enacted by the 83d Congress, there are certain 
services rendered to individuals and commercial establishments by the various 
offices of the United States Government that require a nominal fee. 

These fees, established on the basis of the amount of work required to answer 
various types of requests, are intended to defray some of the Government expense 
involved in research. It is a plan designed to be of mutual benefit to the United 
States Government and the taxpayer. There is a fee of $1.50 for the record 
servicing requested. Ordinarily, payment in advance is required, but due to the 
apparent urgent nature of vour request, it is being accomplished without pre- 
payment to avoid unnecessary delay. 
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It is requested that a remittance in the exact amount shown above be forwarded 
to officer in charge this branch. Payment should be made by United States postal 
money order, certified check, or cashier’s check made pay able to the Treasurer of 
the United States. Do not send stamps. 

It is requested that a copy of this letter be returned with remittance as a means 
of identifying the service rendered. 

By direction of Chief of Naval Personnel. 

Sincerely yours, 
E. K. MEsSERSMITH, 
Chief Ship’s Clerk, USN, Assistant to Officer in Charge, Branch om 
Enlisted Services and Records Division. 





Hovusrt or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 


Washington, D. C., March 18, 19585. 
Hon, Ouin E, TEeacus, 


Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Caarrman: In re title V of the Independent Offices Appropriation 
Act, 1952. Thanks for your letter in re above subject. 

The language of title V is fairly broad and general. 

It starts off ‘It is the sense of the Congress.”” Therefore, we can hardly say 
that action under it is mandatory. 

I further quote from the act “* * * subject to such policies as the President 
may prescribe * * * as he shall determine * * * to be fair and equitable taking 
into consideration * * * value to the recipient, public policy * * *.’ 

In other words, the President could direct the Department of Defense not to 
make such charge to the veterans. And no doubt he should do that. The com- 
mittee did not have in mind any such charge being made when this section was 
enacted into law. It is certainly stretching the language to say the least. What 
the committee had in mind was something far bigger than this. For instance, 
direct services to firms, individuals, corporations for services rendered, such as 
licensing operations, and so forth. 

I think a letter from your committee to the Secretary of Defense, in which the 
Independent Offices Subcommittee will certainly be glad to join, calling the matter 
to the Secretary’s attention will get the job done. 

With best regards, I am, 

Sincerely yours, 
ALRERT THOMAS, 
Chairman, Independent Offices Subcommittee. 


Mr. Kiipay. Mr. Leonard? 

Mr. Leonarp. Mr. Chairman, my name is Waldron E. Leonard, di- 
rector of the Veterans Service Center, with offices at 1350 and 1400 
Pennsylvania Avenue. I am national service officer for the Army- 
Navy Union, and I am the president of the Metropolitan Area Council 
of Veterans Organizations. 

Now, if you will permit me off the record, Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to ask your advice. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Kiupay. Without objection that statement will be placed into 
the record. 

(The statement referred to follows:) 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, my name is Waldron E. 
Leonard. I am director of the Veterans Service Center with offices at 1350 and 
1400 Pennsylvania Avenue. I am national service officer for the Army and Navy 
Union, department service officer for the American Legion, and president of the 
Metropolitan area Council of Veterans’ Organizations. 

On June 19, 1952, I contacted a Colonel Finney, room 1—D-720, the Pentagon. 
I told him there was a terrible hardship being worked on men leaving the service 
due to the change in’procedure of issuing a tissue copy for a statement of service, 
which often was not legible; second, it was easily mutilated; and that after World 
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War II our office averaged a request for approximately two copies a month from 
veterans losing or destroying their discharges, but since the change in procedure 
that we were having requests for approximately four daily and I thought certainly 
not only was this an inconvenience for the veterans, but must be a terrific expense 
from our experience to the Government and that my question was why the change 
from the procedure of a statement of service and a discharge or release on an 
8 by 10 substantial paper, something all veterans have been proud to frame or 
place in a leather folder. . 

His answer was: “It is the law,’’ and he would mail me a copy of this law and 
everyone in the Pentagon realized the complicated situation, but this had been 
established to serve several agencies copies who were interested in the man’s 
service record. I suggested that they give the man a decent discharge for his 
service and if necessary let the agencies pay for the information they wanted by 
reimbursing the Defense Department. He repeated this was a matter of law, 
but he thought that it should be changed. 

I continued to call attention to the various offices in the Pentagon which I 
thought could be of assistance, showing the hardship, and on August 20, 1952, 
I addressed a letter to Col. E. C. Moore, Chief, National Organizations Branch. 
I talked with Colonel Moore several times after this letter and like Colonel Finney 
he said that it was a hardship and they were making a study, in view of the law, 
as to how the procedure could be changed. I am enclosing a copy of my letter to 
Colonel Moore, marked ‘Exhibit A.’’ 

This tissue copy of statement of service is causing a hardship with veterans 
obtaining employment as the employer was accustomed to seeing, and perhaps 
had received, an 8 by 10 discharge with a statement of service on the back and 
was not recognizing this a3 for a veteran who served and was honorably discharged. 

In July of 1953 the Washington Board of Trade, military affairs committee, 
made a study of this hardship and recommended unanimously to the executive 
committee of the board of trade and the chamber of commerce that a letter be 
addressed to the Secretary of Defense, calling attention to the hardship and 
recommending a return to the former type of discharge. This was approved by 
the executive committee and a letter addressed by E. D. Merrill, president, Wash- 
ington Board of Trade, to the Secretary of Defense requesting a return to the old 
type of discharge. 

On July 23, 1953, Mr. John A. Hanna, Assistant Secretary of Defense, answered 
Mr. Merrill’s letter stating: (1)-that the veteran received the original tissue copy 
of seven made; (2) that “during separation proceedings personnel being separated 
are advised to have photostated copies made of their 214”; that they had a large 
number of these forms and “it has now become the standard practice,” and they 
had made extensive efforts to explain to the public the purpose for which ‘‘they are 
issued.” . Gentlemen, I am submitting this letter as exhibit B, in case you desire 
to read the contents. 

I will eliminate dozens of other contacts and letters and call your attention to 
the action of the Subcommittee on Appropriations hearing this year, in which 
the records show that Defense Department officials testified that the original 
tissue copy was furnished the man being discharged; that the principal use was 
for State bonuses and private insurance companies, and apparently on questioning, 
some members of the committee did not understand that this tissue copy was 
being used and prided themselves on the fact that they had preserved their dis- 
charges, which of course were the type previously given. 

Statements were made at this hearing that the requests were for proof of ser- 
vice, when our experience has been that 10 to 1 requests are for statement of 
service, which is necessary particularly for schooling benefits and other back- 
ground material. 

Statement was also made to this committee that certified copies were furnished 
by the county clerk when the veteran had recorded his discharge there, and I am 
enclosing a letter from the Recorder of Deeds in Washington, D. C. (exhitit C), to 
the effect that the charge for this is $3 as well as 50 cents for certification, this be- 
ing in accordance with Public Law 563, 83d Congress, 2d session. 

After this testimony the committee’s recommendation was in effect that the 

rocedure be changed by the Defense Department, that a certain number of copies 
oe furnished free, and suggesting a hearing if this was not carried out. I am 
ew s copy of the statement from the records of this committee marked 

xhibit D. 

_ In March of 1955 I addressed a letter to the Department of the Army enclosing 
tissue sheets that were not readable and asking for a decision in such cases as to 
whether or not with a sworn statement of the veteran if the veteran could receive 
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copy of his statement of service without paying the usual fee of $2. As usual I 
received a courteous reply from Adj. Gen. John A. Klein in which he stated, 
“The original copy of DD Form 214 is furnished to the serviceman at time of 
separation.” I have nothing further to add other than submitting this letter as 
exhibit E. 

Statements were made to the Mahon committee that when a man stated that 
he did not receive a discharge, etc. rather than a lot of correspondence they would 
take the man’s word. I am enclosing a mimeogravhed copy, marked ‘‘Exhibit F.” 
from the Department of the Army to a veteran stating they are sending such in- 
formation, but requesting him to send $2. We have seen many such letters. 

I hand you sworn statements as exhibit G from several veterans who state they 
have only received a tissue copy and not the or'ginal. They state that it costs from 
$2.50 up to get copies of this copy at their point of discharge on instructions with 
their mustering-out lecture. They state that a civilian was in line to collect this 
money and mail them the copies later. These, Il presume, are the individuals who 
are private photostat operators by previous information furnished here. I submit 
also with this a receipt from the photostat operator in Omaha, Nebr. 

In this connection, I also submit sworn statements where the veterans state 
that they were told of no particular value of the paper or that it was to be con- 
sidered as their discharge from the service. 

I submit for your observation copies of DD 214 from the Air Force, Army, and 
Navy, which are not the originals, and copies of photostat material that have been 
made recently from all branches of the service, which will in many instances not 
bear out the fact that the veteran received the original copy. 

Gentlemen, I contend that a veteran who has served his country and have been 
discharged is entitled to a readable discharge with a service record that he can use 
for employment, civil service, schooling, housing loans, job opportunities in private 
industry, and an identification that he can place in a leather folder or in a frame 
on the wall and point with pride to his service for his country. 

May I submit for your attention editorial comments from the Army Times. 

Thank you for permitting me to issue this lengthy statement. 

Now Mr. Chairman, I would like to hand you some photostats that have been 
made from tissue copies issued veterans in 1955. You will find a photostatic 
copy of a discharge that has been carried by a veteran since World Warl. lhope 
that this committee convinces the Defense Department to discontinue charging 
for the flimsy material and at the same time issue a veteran a discharge and service 
record similar to the one I present to you from 1918. 

I have tried to prove the hardship and the nuisance value from 1952 to 1955 
even though they were furnished free. Now, gentlemen, in the pest fiscal year 
the veteran is required to pay $2 for a statement of service. The veteran is 
required to pay $2 for this headache, which was formerly furnished free. 

Mr. Leonarp. May I make a brief statement off the record? 

Mr. Kiupay. Very well. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Kiupay. Back on the record, Mr. Leonard, for a question or 
two. 

Of course, the question involved is whether the Department should 
charge a fee for the issuance of copies of discharge papers. 

Is there any other record that a man needs to establish his claim 
with the Veterans’ Administration for which he is charged a fee? 

Mr. Leonarp. No, sir; not that I know of. 

Mr. Kinpay. And in this instance there is a fee of $1.50 or $2.00. 
Mr. Leonarp. For the first time in the history of our country; yes, 
sir. 

Mr. Kiupay. They are charged for it. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Kiipay. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. Is there a charge today for your copy of your medical 
record? 

Mr. Lreonarp. Yes, sir. 
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There are some exceptions made, gentlemen, to which another 
witness will testify to. Members of Congress excepted, if they make 
personal statements, etc. 

Mr. Bates. Medical record? 

Mr. Leonarp. I am not sure about the medical record, Congress- 
man Bates. I have the whole list here. But they will furnish—it 
is quite a lengthy list of what will be furnished and what will not. I 
have it here and I will furnish it to you. 

Mr. Bares. I believe we need a signed request by the individual 
concerned to get a copy of a medical record. 

Mr. Leonarpb. Medical and dental records of civilians and depend- 
ents of military personnel (includes requests for information from or 
copies of medical records including clinical records of patients records, 
dental records, and loan of X-rays) $2. 

Mr. Kiupay. Let me suggest that we hear from the Department 
now on this. 

Mr. Lzeonarp. All right, sir. 

The only thing I want to go on record for, I hope that a change is 
made, sir, whereby this will be eliminated not only for the sake of the 
dollars but for the sake of the morale of the men getting out of the 
service so they can have a discharge they can be proud of. 

Mr. Bares. When did both of these changes go into effect? 

Mr. Leonarp. Congressman, this went into effect recently, in the 
last fiscal year. They started to put it into effect in 1952 and they 
got a telephone call at the Defense Department not to put it into 
effect. 

Mr. Bares. That is both for copies of discharge and for medical 
record? 

Mr. Leonangp. As far as I know both, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. McCool, you have a prepared statement? 

Mr. McCoo. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. You go ahead and read your statement. 

Mr. McCoot. Mr. Chairman, and members of the committee. 
TI am Mr. Ollon D. McCool, Chief of the Records Administration 
Branch, Comptroller Division, the Adjutant General’s Office, Depart- 
ment of the Army. 

The Department of the Army has been designated as the representa- 
tive of the Department of Defense for this legislation. I represent 
the Department of the Army for that purpose. 

The purpose of this bill is to permit individuals who have been dis- 
charged or released from the Armed Services to receive a copy of their 
discharge certificate or a copy of a certificate of their service in the 
Armed Forces without payment of any charge therefor. 

The necessity for introduction of this measure has apparently been 
brought about as the result of a policy which the Department of 
Defense adopted on February 1, 1955 of charging the public, with 
specific exceptions, for rendering this type of service, in order to recoup 
the cost to the Government for performing it. 

This policy implemented Bureau of the Budget Circular No. A-28, 
dated January 23, 1954, which in turn implemented the provisions of 
title V, Independent Offices Appropriations Act of 1952. 

The Department of Defense Directive, which became effective on 
February 1, 1955, caused the imposition of a fee not only for furnishing 
copies of certificates of lost or destroyed discharge certificates, but also 
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for a wide variety of other services, such as furnishing statements or 
verifications of service, information as to the whereabouts of individ- 
uals, copies or extracts of orders or other documents relating to an 
individual’s service, and other similar matters. 

Prior to February 1, 1955, the greater part of these services was 
performed free of charge, so that when the Department began to 
charge fees, repercussion from veteran’s and other organizations were 
immediate, and the Department was subjected to considerable 
criticism, particularly with respect to charging veterans or their next 
of kin for certificates in lieu of lost or destroyed discharge certificates, 
or certificates of service or copies of reports of separation, which may 
— required to support the individual’s application for some 

enefit. 

Since this Department of Defense directive has been in effect, a 
charge of $1.50 is made for a certificate in lieu of lost or destroyed 
discharge certificate, $2 for a statement of service or verification of 
service, and $1 for furnishing a copy of the report of separation—DD 
form 214. 

It is noted that the bill would require the military departments to 
furnish a copy of the actual discharge certificate. I would like to 
point out that historically the armed services do not furnish copies 
of such certificates, in order to preserve the dignity of the original 
discharge certificate. 

Instead, when a veteran who has been honorably separated from 
the service, or his widow, presents satisfactory evidence of the fact 
that the original discharge certificate has been lost or destroyed without 
fault of the individual concerned, a certificate in lieu of a lost or 
destroyed discharge certificate is furnished, based upon specific 
authority contained in the act of March 3, 1873 (17 Stat. 582, 5 
U.S. C. 199). 

These certificates comprise the greatest portion of the certifications 
and searches of records rendered to the public on a charge basis by 
the Adjutant General’s Office in implementing this Department of 
Defense directive. 

It is not contemplated that passage of this bill would cause any 
change insofar as concerns the furnishing of certificates in lieu of lost 
or destroyed discharge certificates, except that no fee would hence- 
forth be charged. 

In view of the fact that the Department desires to make no change 
with respect to its traditional policy of not furnishing copies of dis- 
charge certificates to replace the originals which may have been lost 
or destroyed, it is recommended that H. R. 6274 be amended to delete 
that requirement. 

In addition to furnishing certificates in lieu of lost or destroyed 
discharge certificates to the veteran or his widow, the Department 
now furnishes a copy of the report of separation (DD Form 214), or 
a certificate, statement, or verification of service, upon request of the 
veteran or his next of kin or legal representative. 

The present wording of H. R. 6274 as concerns certificates showing 
service in the Armed Forces is considered sufficiently broad to include 
all of these certificates and statements of service, reports of separation, 
as well as certificates in lieu of lost or destroyed discharge certificate. 

The Department feels that veterans who have been separated from 
the service under honorable conditions should be furnished, upon 
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request, a copy of their report of separation, a certificate, statement, 
er verification of service, or a certificate in lieu of lost or destroyed 
discharge certificate, without being charged therefor. 

In addition, it is believed that similar authority should be extended 
to widows or other next of kin or legal representatives of such per- 
sonnel, when required in the settlement of an estate or in connection 
with applications for various benefits. The Department recommends 
that H. R. 6274 be amended accordingly. 

This position is predicated upon the fact that experience has shown 
that a large perceniage of the total amount of money collected since 
February 1955 for rendering tbese services, has been offset by the 
increased administrative expenses required .o properly determine 
whether a fee should or should not be charged, and if so, in what 
amount, as well as in conneciion with the proper accounting and 
handling of these funds. 

Although there are undoubtedly some requests received by the 
Depariment for these documents which result from carelessness on 
the part of the individual concerned in not properly safezuarding 
these valuable papers, it is not believed that the relatively insiznificant 
amount of money that remains afier deducting the increased admin- 
istrative expenses offsets the total damage to the Departmeni’s 
prestige and bad public relations caused by charging fees to deserving 
individuals who require these documents for worthwhile purposes. 

H. R. 6274 would permit the furnishing of these certificates free 
of charge regardless of the nature of the discharge of the individual 
concerned. Such authority is considered to be too broad inasmuch 
as it would permit individuals who received a dishonorable discharge, 
a bad conduct discharge, or an undesirable discharge to receive these 
éertificates without charge. 

It is believed more appropriate that this privilege be restricted to 
individuals who have served honorably in the Armed Forces, and 
that the language of the bill be amended to so provide. 

To summarize to this point, the Department favors enactment of 
H. R. 6274 provided that it were amended to: 

(a) Permit widows or other next of kin or legal representatives, 
when required in the settlement of an estate or to apply for various 
benefits, to request and receive certificates or statements of service 
or copies of reports of separation free of. charge, in addition to the 
veterans themselves, in order that this group of individuals who act 
directly in behalf of the veteran or his family may likewise benefit 
from this act. 

(b) Restrict the privilege of receiving these certificates free of 
charge to individuals who were separated from the Armed Forces 
under honorable conditions, in order that persons who received 
dishonorable discharge, a bad-conduct discharge, or an undesirable 
discharge, would not benefit from this act. 

(c) Delete so much of the report as would require the departments 
to furnish a copy of the actual discharge certificate, inasmuch as 
various types of certificates showing service in the Armed Forces have 
traditionally been used instead. 

Attention is invited to the fact that H. R. 6225, H. R. 6467, and 
S. 2139, bills relating to the same subject, have also been introduced 
in this session of Congress. 

H. R. 6467 and S. 2139 are identical to H. R. 6274. 
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H. R. 6225 is identical to H. R. 6274 except that it restricts the 
privilege of receiving copies of these certificates to individuals who 
have been discharged or released from the service under conditions 
other than dishonorable. 

All of these bills are subject to the same comments which I have 
made with respect to H. R. 6274 and would be favored by the Depart- 
ment if amended as indicated above. 

As indicated, the Department charges $1 for a copy of a report of 
separation ; $1.50 for a certificate in lieu of a lost or destroyed discharge 
certificate; and $2 for a certificate, statement or verification of service. 

Based upon experience which the Department of the Army has had 
during the 2 months period following adoption of the practice of 
charging for these services, it is estimated that approximately 60,000 
requests fcr certificates in lieu of lost or destroyed discharge certif- 
icates or certificates of service will be received by the Army during 
the calendar year. 

Therefore, if H. R. 6274 were enacted, it is estimated that approxi- 
mately $90,000 in receipts would be lost annually on the basis of 
estimated revenue that would otherwise be collected. 

It is pointed out, however, that this amount could be offset by at 
least 40 percent in view of the increased administrative costs that 
are required to receive, account for, and dispose of the fees collected. 

I have appreciated this opportunity of appearing before the com- 
mittee and shall be happy to answer any questions you may have on 
this bill. 

Mr. Kitpay. Thank you, Mr McCool. 

Now, as to the amendments you propose that do not apply to 
anything but honorable discharges, am I to understand that it would 
be of no benefit to former servicemen to receive a new copy or cer- 
tificate of that character? 

Mr. McCoo.. I think in certain circumstances there are benefits 
that they are entitled to, yes, sir. 

Mr. Kiipay. Then it could be conceivably be that he would need 
something to show that he was legaily separated from the service, 
whether honorable or dishonorable or other than honorable? 

Mr. McCoou. Yes. Our thinking there, Mr. Chairman, was that 
possibly those individuals should pay for it. They would be entitled 
to receive it under the policy, but with a fee. 

Mr. Kiupay. Mr. Hardy? 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, was your statement cleared by the 
Bureau of the Budget? 

Mr. BLANpForp. No; it has not been cleared by the Bureau of the 
Budget. 

Mr. McCoo. No, sir. There is a formal report submitted to the 
committee today. 

Mr. Harpy. I am not talking about the bill. I am talking about 
your statement, not the bill. 

Mr. McCoou. No; it was not. Time did not permit clearance. 

Mr. Harpy. You are speaking entirely for the Department of the 
Army? 

Mr. McCoot. Department of Defense, 

Mr. Harpy. Department of Defense? 

Mr. McCoot. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Harpy. Now, you started out by saying that the necessity for 
this bill grew out of a Defense Department policy. Now if the De- 
fense Department policy is the problem, and you are coming in here 
stating that the Defense Department’s position is favoring this bill, 
why in the world didn’t you change your order? 

Mr. McCoou. Here is the background: This originated from title 5 
of Congress, 82d Congress, which stipulated that services hereafter to 
the public should have a charge affixed thereto. 

Mr. Harpy. What is the language in that bill? You are going back 
to a 1952 appropriations bill. 

Mr. McCoou. Yes; that was the authority. 

Mr. Harpy. So in 1954 the Bureau of the Budget decides to imple- 
ment an appropriations act passed in 1952? 

Mr. McCoo. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, it is sort of strange. Was it mandatory? 

Mr. McCoou. The Bureau of the Budget evidently interpreted it 
to be mandatory in that its directive allowed us no exceptions. 

Mr. Harpy. Did it change permanent law or did it relate only to 
the 1952 act? 

Mr. McCoot. Only the title 5, 1952 act. 

Mr. Harpy. So it related to the 1952 act. Then it must have ex- 
pired with the expiration of those particular appropriations. 

Mr. Kiupay. It would depend on the language. 

Mr. Harpy. That’s right. 

Mr. Kripay. Do we have the provision of the appropriation bill? 

Do you have it with you, Mr. McCool? 

Mr. McCoot. Yes; I have an extract of that part of the title 5, 
itself. 

Mr. Buanprorp. [ think it is in permaoent law. It starts off by 
title 5, this is Independent Offices Act: 

It is the sense of Congress that any work, service, publication, report, document, 
benefit, privilege, authority, use, franchise, license, permit, certificate, registration, 
or similar thing of value or utility performed, furnished, provided, granted, pre- 
pared, or issued by any Federal agency (including wholly owned Government 
corporations as defined in the Government Corporation Control Act of 1945) to 
or for any person (including groups, associations, organizations, partnerships, 
corporations or businesses) except those engaged in the transaction of official 
business of the Government, shall be self-sustaining to the full extent possible, 
and the head of each Federal agency is authorized by regulation (which in the case 
of agencies in the executive branch, shall be as uniform as practicable and subject 
to such policies as the President may prescribe) to prescribe therefor such fee, 
charge, or price, if any, as he shall determine, in case none exists, or redetermine, 
in case of an existing one, to be fair and equitable, taking into consideration direct 
and indirect cost to the Government, value to the recipient, public policy or 
interest served, and other pertinent facts and any amount so determined or 
redetermined shall be collected and paid into the Treasury as miscellaneous 
receipts: Provided, That nothing contained in this title shall repeal or modify 
existing statutes prohibiting the collection, fixing the amount, or directing the 
disposition of any fee, charge or price; provided further, That nothing contained 
in this title shall repeal or modify existing statutes prescribing bases for calculation 
of any fee, charge or price, but this proviso shall not restrict the redetermination 
or recalculation in accordance with the prescribed bases of the amount of any 
such fee, charge or price. 


It is not law. 

Mr. Harpy. It is not law. There is nothing in there but an 
authorization which says that the Congress says this may be done. 
It authorizes the head of an agency to issue appropriate orders and 
to take into consideration all of these indirect costs. 
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The gentleman has testified here that they discovered it cost them 
just about as much to carry out this policy as they are getting back 
for it. And he comes in here supporting legislation. I think it is a 
silly, stupid situation in which you find yourself, 

Mr. Kixpay. I think it is, too. But I don’t believe this gentleman 
is responsible for it. 

Mr. Harpy. But the Defense Department, you come down here 
with the authorization of the Department of Defense, is that right? 

Mr. Kipay. It is a little more than that. They are all acting 
under a directive issued by the Bureau of the Budget. It is the 
executive officer of the President. 

Mr. Harpy. But it is all in the family down there. It certainly 
looks to me like the family ought to be able to get together and correct 
its own errors, and I think this is an error. I don’t think Mr. McCool 
would want to put himself in a position of coming down here and 
recommending Congress pass an act to correct an erroneous or faulty 
directive of the Bureau of the Budget. 

Mr. Kixpay. I would feel that whoever wrote the provision tbat 
has just been read from the appropriation bill is the one who should 
be criticized. 

I don’t know what he is talking about, neither do I think he does. 

Mr. McCoou. May I make a statement? 

In the various hearings over the last 2 or 3 yee rs, Appropriations 
Committee members have indicated that they consid ere «| quite proper 
under the provisions of title 5 to charge for the specific thing that we 
are here talking about today. 

Members of the Appropriations Committee have singled oul a 
particular item that is a good-sized amount of our correspondence 
at our record centers, housing and administering personnel records, 
they have singled out the particular inquiries involvit 2 certific ates 
in lieu of loss or destroyed discharges. They have expressed them- 
selves very clearly that as it was the intent of the title 5 to include 
such categories, include them in the categories for which we place a 
fee. 

Mr. Kixpay. I understand that since 1952, since this title 5 pro- 
vision, the matter bas come up before the Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. McCoou., This year. 

Mr. Kiipay. Again this year. 

Mr. McCoot. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. I assume it must have come up sometime perhaps in 
1953 which resulted in the circular of January 1954. 

Mr. McCoou. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Something must have happened there to bring about 
the activation of this thing after it was passed in 1952. 

Does that somewhat account for the position of the Depariment 
that the certificates would be furnished free only in those limited 
cases where it is to be used for certain purposes? 

Mr. McCoo. No, sir. Our position is that for certificates in lieu 
of discharges, statement of service and the like, that copies be furnished 
without charge in all cases, with the exception of the categories of the 
types of discharges that I mentioned. 

Mr. Kiupay. Any further questions? 

Mr. BLanprorp. May I ask a question? 

Mr. Kiupay. Mr. Blandford. 
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Mr. BLuanprorp. Mr. McCool, I can well understand why you 
would want to add next of kin or legal representative to this bill as 
amended, but what real basis is there for limiting it to the settlement 
of his estate of application for claims. 

Let’s say that a man. was in the service and he dies and his widow 
merely wants to frame the certificate in lieu of a lost discharge, that 
is all. 

Why should she be precluded from applying for such a certificate, 
without charge? 

Mr. McCoou. I think we were thinking in terms of some justifiable 
reason. to argue it. 

Mr. Buanprorp. The fact that she wants it is justifiable. 

Mr. McCoou. Right. 

Mr. Bianprorp. How much more of a burden is it going to be if 
you take out that language? People don’t take the trouble of writing 
and aski ing for a certificate unless they want it. 

Mr. McCoot. Very little trouble. 

Mr. BLanprorp. Why put one more determination in this thing, 
so you have to write them back and tell them “You forgot to tell us 
what it is for,’ so that is another $10 worth of time. 

So before you are through, you have spent more money than it is 
worth. Why not delete that language entirely? 

Mr. McCoo.u. We would agree. 

Mr. Bianprorp. Would you concur in that? 

Mr. McCoou. Yes, indeed. 

Mr. BLanprorp. Mr. Chairman, may I say in connection with this 
whole problem of whether or not they should or should not charge. 
You could probably spend the rest of the afternoon here discussing 
what this language means, because it is a resolution more than anything 
else, it is the sense of Congress to do such and such. 

You can get into a nice discussion as to whether the Appropriations 
Committee wanted them to charge for these certificates or whether 
they said it was discretionary for them to charge, whether they should 
have charged for it or not, the point is they are charging now. 

This will at least be an expression of the Congress that regardless 
of what we said in 1952, we don’t want you to charge for these certifi- 
cates anymore. 

That is the point, that is the necessity for the legislation. 

Mr. Harpy. Of course it looks like the thing—it is necessary we do 
something. But honestly I think it is silly for us to get caught in a 
hassle like this, for the Congress to get caught in a hassle. You have 
apparently this kind of a situation, where an Executive order was 
issued by the Bureau of the Budget and the Department of Defense 
goes ahead and implements that order, and carrying out a policy which 
they don’t even agree with themselves. 

Apparently, the Bureau of the Budget is under pressure from the 
Appropriations Committee. Suppose we come out and say it is the 
sense of the Armed Services Committee that you should not make a 
charge, then where are you? 

Mr. Bates. You don’t have the Congress involved. 

Mr. Buanprorp. It is in the nature of a resolution. 

Mr. Bares. The resolution is pretty much a directive to them. It 
clearly states here that “It shell be self-sustaining.” 
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I think some of the other language is somewhat ambiguous where 
they authorize certain regulations. 

Mr. Kixpay. Of course, title V relates to almost everything and I 
imagine it relates to a good many things that are perhaps expensive 
to prepare that have to do only with c ommercial business, government 
licensing, things of that kind where it is entirely an advantage to the 
person requesting the copies, in a commercial venture. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, probably the witness can’t answer the 
question. But for civil-service purposes or other agencies of the 
Government where an individual requests a copy of their record, i 
there a charge made for that presently? 

Mr. McCoo . I am quite certain there is not, on separated civilian 
employees. 

Mr. Harpy. This says it shouldn’t, I think. It should not be. 

Mr. Bianprorp. It is not in connection with official government 
activities. 

Mr. Bates. I am asking a question about an individual who had 
been employed in civil service. 

He wants a copy of his record, does he presently pay for such a copy? 

Mr. Buianprorp. Under that language, I think he could be charged 
for it. 

Mr. Bates. I am asking for the fact of the matter. 

Mr. Lronarp. He does pay for it. Not only that, but in the 
hardship cases that they refer to | have an exhibit here telling him to 
send back $2. 

Mr. Bates. From civil service? 

Mr. Leonarp. Civil service or anything else they need it for. 

Mr. Bianprorp. I think you misunderstand. This is a request to 
the Civil Service Commission for a copy of a record. 

Mr. Lreonarp. No, sir, he does not pay for that. 

Mr. Bares. Excepting for the Department of Defense there are 
not similar charges made anywhere in the administrative branch of 
the Government? 

Mr. Leonarp. Not even in Agriculture, on how to raise pigs. 
{Laughter.] 

Mr. Kitpay. Thank you, Mr. McCool. 

Mr. Hogan. 

Mr. Hogan. Mr. Chairman, gentlemen. I am the director or 
claims of the Disabled American Veterans, and while I have no formal 
statement I can present to you and desire to present to the committee 
our correspondence showing our efforts to obtain administrative 
changes of this directive and to show that we have failed in our 
efforts to secure those administrative changes and that it is necessary 
for us to present—to be here to present our wishes that this law be 
put into effect so that the Department of Defense be authorized to 
furnish records when asked for by the national service officers of the 
Disabled American Veterans, when we are working on behalf of a 
claimant before the Veterans’ Administration or other agency of the 
Government. 

We are here chiefly for the reason that we have been mandated by 
a resolution passed by the national executive committee of the Dis- 
abled American Veterans in regular meeting assembled on March 24, 
1955, directing the national director of claims—authorizing him and 
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ordering him to seek by administrative means to have the Disabled 
American Veterans and its authorized and accredited service officers 
exempt from the payment of such fees and further, if such effort to 
seek redress by administrative means fail, that the director of legis- 
lation be authorized and ordered to seek remedy by legislative action. 

I would like permission to submit the original resolution. 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection it will be inserted. 

(The resolution referred to follows:) 


Reso.ution By DitsanLeEp AMERICAN VETERANS 


Whereas it has been the custom and practice of the various branches of the 
military services and of the Department of Defense to furnish to all national 
service officers of the Disabled American Veterans any record of a former service- 
man which is of record and is required to develop the veteran’s claim and establish 
his entitlement to benefits provided by law, when requested by the DAV national 
service officer and upon his statement that such record or information is for 
submission to the Veterans’ Administration or other Government agencies, and 
without cost; and 

Whereas the Department of Defense has now issued a directive, effective 
March 3, 1955, wherein such services as “relating to copying, certification, and 
search of records’? previously rendered to the DAV and other recognized con- 
gressionally chartered veterans orgznizations, and has directed that a fee or fees 
be charged for such service or furnishing of such records; and 

Whereas the national service officers of the Disabled American Veterans are 
duly recognized by law as accredited attorneys in fact and authorized to aid and 
assist, when requested, any veteran seeking to establish his possible entitlement 
to benefits provided by law and to appear as the veteran’s representative before 
the Veterans’ Administration and Government agencies as the recognized azent 
or attorney of such veteran with the specific provision and understanding that 
such services be rendered without cost or remuneration to the veteran claimant; 
and 

Whereas the charging of fees for such necessary search and furnishing of military 
records by the Department of Defense will render an undue hardship upon the 
veteran and his representative and further impede the prompt adjudication of 
the veteran’s claim: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the national executive committee of the Disabled Americans Veteran, 
in regular meeting assembled this 24th day of March, 1955, That the national 
director of claims be authorized and ordered to seek by administrative means to 
have the Disabled American Veterans and its authorized and accredited service 
officers exempt from the payment of such fees, and further if such efforts to seek 
redress by administrative means fail that the director of legislation be authorized 
and ordered to seek remedy by Legislative action. 

Aurrep L, ENGuisa. 


Mr. Hoaan. I believe I can expedite this hearing by reading to you 
our letter to the Secretary of Defense presenting our position in this 
matter as well as his answer and I think it will answer other questions 
that have already arisen this morning. 


My Dear Mr. Secretary: Your directive No. 7230.3, dated November 3, 
1954, on the subject matter of schedule of fees and charges for copying, certifi- 
cation, and search of records was first called to our attention following press 
releases and information regarding the directive. We did not receive a copy of 
the directive at this office. 

We immediately contacted proper officials of your office and entered a protest, 
asking that the directive be amended to exclude all recognized national service 
officers of the DAV seeking official records or military data necessary in the 
development and presentation of claims before the Veterans’ Administration 
and other Government agencies. We were advised that like protests had been 
received and that an amendment was in order to exempt from the directive 
representatives of accredited service organizations. 

We have now been advised that no change has been ordered and the directive, 
cited above, is in full force and effect. 
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Therefore, we wish to enter a formal protest and request that the recognized 
and accredited national service officers of the Disabled American Veterans, be 
exempt from the payment of any fee or fees or other charges on their formal and 
written request for military records or documentation or search of records, or 
any item limited and described in your exhibit A, attached to directive 7230.3, 
and when such infermation of record is sought by the national service officer of 
the DAV for development of and submission of a claim for benefits to which the 
claimant veteran may be entitled under present laws and regulations. 

For the past 35 years our rehabilitation and service offices have been extended 
this service by the various branches of the Armed Forces of the United States. 
The privilege has been appreciated and we do not believe it has been abused. 

By way of explanation and information, please be advised that the Disabled 
American Veterans is a congressionally chartered organization authorized to aid 
and assist all veterans, and their dependents, in establishing their right to benefits 
under the law. Our national service officers on duty in the 71 regional offices, 
and in the 3 district offices as well as in the central office of the Veterans’ Admin- 
istration, are duly recognized by law as accredited attorneys in fact and authorized 
to aid and assist, when requested, any veteran seeking to establish his possible 
entitlement to benefits provided by law, based on his military service, and to 
appear as the veteran’s representative before the Veterans’ Administration and 
other Government agencies, including review and correction boards, as the 
recognized agent or attorney of such veteran with the specific provision and 
understanding that such service be rendered without cost or remuneration to the 
veteran claimant. Any solicitation on our part of the veteran in order to meet 
the cost of securing military records is bound to be misinterpreted and may prove 
positively questionable. 

Therefore, the Disabled American Veterans respectfully request and urge the 
amendment to Department of Defense directive No. 7230.3, dated November 3, 
1954, and that we be exempt from all fees or charges in the furnishing of informa- 
tion, documentation, and certification of records sought of the Department of 
Defense on behalf of former officers and enlisted men and their dependents, for 
the proper development of a claim and to meet the requirements of the Veterans’ 
Administration and of Government agencies. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Cicero F. Hoaan, 
National Director of Claims. 





ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE, 
Washington, D. C., April 30, 1955. 

DEAR Mr. Hoacan: I have been asked to reply to your letter of April 11, 1955, 
concerning Department of Defense directive 7230.3 on fees and charges. A copy 
of this directive is attached for your information. 

I believe that the protest referred to in the second paragraph of your letter was 
registered with the National Organizations Branch of the Office of Public Infor- 
mation. This office, which was established for the principle purpose of serving 
national veterans’ organizations in connection with public-information matters, 
would have been required, under the provisions of the directive, to make a charge 
for the services that they had previously been furnished without charge. 

With respect to such service, administrative instruction No. 15/7 was issued 
under date of February 14, 1955, which authorizes this office to continue to serve 
national veterans organizations without charge. Such exemption, however, does 
not provide a channel through which the public, including veterans, could obtain 
free information service or documentation for which they would be charged as 
individuals. It is recognized that national veterans organizations will require 
for their own purpose information concerning individual veterans and such in‘or- 
mation may be obtained without charge through the National Organizations 
Branch. It obviously would be discriminatory to furnish information or service 
free through some specified channel, such as an organizaticn, that could not be 
obtained free when requested directly by the individual involved. 

In 1952 the Congress determined that certain services rendered the public by 
Federal agencies should be performed on a self-sustaining basis to the fullest 
extent possible. Title V of the Independent Offices Appropriation Act of 1952 
(5 U. S. C. 140) requires that fees be charged for such services under general 
policies to be prescribed by the President. These general policies and instruc- 
tions for the executive branch were prescribed and announced in Bureau of the 
Budget Circular A—-28, dated January 23, 1954, Department of Defense directive 
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7230.3 represents compliance with the legislation and Executive instructions for the 
components of the Department of Defense on a uniform basis. 

Also of interest as indicating the continued view of Congress on this subject is 
the following excerpt from House Report 680 on H. R. 5969, 83d Congress, 
Defense Appropriation Act of 1954, Public Law 179, 82d Congress, under the head- 
ing ‘Fees and charges for services’’: 

“The committee directs that the Army take immediate steps to establish a 
policy to implement the terms of title V, Public Law 137, 82d Congress, which 
provides that a ‘fee, charge or price may be prescribed for any work, service, 
publication, report, document, benefit, ete.’ This is particularly desirable in 
connection with the issuance of duplicates of discharge certificates. Testimony 
indicated that approximately 200,000 such duplicates were issued in the course of 
a year, and that a fairly substantial number of employees were engaged in pro- 
viding the service.” 

Recently, a question was raised as to whether the criteria contained in title V 
would warrant reconsideration of the basic policy prescribed by the Bureau of the 
Budget to provide exemptions from fee for information required by veterans. 
This question has been referred to the Bureau of the Budget. 

Sincerely, 


W. J. McNEIL: 


On receipt of this letter I turned over to my associate, the Director 
of Legislation, Major Clarke, this memorandum which includes 
this paragraph: 


For your information I called the office of the Assistant Secretary asking for a 
copy of the administrative instruction No. 15/7 issued February 14, 1955, referred 
to in paragraph 2 of his letter. I was advised that this instruction was an ‘“‘opera- 
tional affair’? and there would be no general release of it even though it would 
appear from this letter that it was an amendment to the directive under discussion, 

I was advised by a Mr. Phillips, of Mr. McNeil’s office, that our letter of April 
11, 1955, had been forwarded to the Bureau of the Budget along with like com- 
munications, apparently received from other veterans organizations. ‘It would 
appear that this Department has exhausted all efforts to secure a modification of 
the directive by administrative procedure and if it is to be liberalized and the 
former policy restored, in part at least, that legislative action will be necessary. 


I believe, gentlemen, that that is the reason that we are here today 
hoping for the favorable consideration by this committee of congress- 
man Teague’s bill 6274. 

Mr. Kitpay. Thank vou, Mr. Hogan. 

Mr. Clark is also here. Do you have anything to add? 

Mr. Crarkx. Nothing to add, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kinpay. Thank you. 

Mr. Harpy. I am ready to move favorable action unless we nave 
got some more witnesses. 

Mr. Kitpay. I want to place in the record at this time a letter 
addressed to me by Mr. Alexander J. Smith, president of the State 
Directors of Veterans Affairs. 

(The letter referred to follows: ) 

NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF STATE DrREcTORS OF VETERANS AFFAIRS, 
Montpelier, Vt., July 5, 1956. 
Hon. Paut J. Krupay, 
Member of Congress, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Kiupay: In reference to your letter of June 30, 1955, as to the 
hearing to be held at 10 a. m. on July 7, 1955, regarding H. R. 6274. 

As it will be impossible for me to be present, I have asked Mr. C. Clarence 
Horton, director of veterans affairs of Alabama and a past president of our 
association, and Mr. T. H. McGovern, director of veterans affairs of West Vir- 


ginia, and also a past president, to represent our national association at this 
hearing. 


Our association at our conference in Wichita, Kans., in May went on record 
as unanimously in favor of H. R. 6274. We feel that it would be unreasonable 
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to require a veteran to pay for a copy of his discharge certificate after having 
completed an honorable tour of duty in defense of his country. 

Our association will appreciate your support of H. R. 6274. 

Sincerely, 
ALEXANDER J. Situ, President. 

Mr. Kixpay. In the letter he states that C. C. Horton, director of 
veterans affairs of the State of Alabama would appear for him. And 
also Mr. T. H. McGovern, director of the West Virginia Department 
of Veterans Affairs. 

Mr. Huppieston. Mr. Chairman, I take great pleasure in intro- 
ducing Mr. C. Clarence Horton. He is the director of veteran affairs 
of Alabama, past department commander of the American Legion, 
vice chairman of the National Rehabilitation Commission; one who 
has been prominent in veterans affairs not only in Alabama but 
throughout the Nation. 

He will appear before us and present his views and the views of 
his organization. 

This committee is honored by your presence. 

Mr. Kiipay. Thank you. 

Mr. Horton. Mr. Chairman, I think I would be wise and smart 
if I just rested my case on the basis of the introduction, of Congressman 
Huddleston. I certainly have no inclination to impose very long on 
your time. I am, of course, here for the purpose of urging that this 
committee favorably report H. R. 6274, in the hope that the Congress 
will enact the legislation which I believe to be needed. I believe 
that all of the matters which I had made mental notes to talk about 
have been rather well covered by previous witnesses. Since time is 
of the essence | would only like to make the passing comment that as 
to the discharges under conditions other than honorable, or the 
dishonorable discharges, perhaps our Government would have a 
greater obligation to make available copies of that type of discharge 
than they would for the honorable service. 

Certainly it would be of assistance in preventing veterans from 
sailing under false colors and who might obtain benefits, especially 
State benefits, on the presumption that they were honorably discharged 
veterans when as a matter of fact they were not. 

If the purposes of the Department of Defense is punitive, if it is their 
desire to punish and require payment from dishonorably discharged 
veterans, of course, I would have no argument with that. Except I 
think that one who did fail his country in, its hour of peril should be 
well advertised to the world and our Government should be quite 
willing to provide evidence of such dishonorable service. 

Mr. BLanprorpD. May I say that if the State of Alabama, for 
example, wanted a copy of a man’s discharge certificate, it is my 
understanding—and I can be corrected by Mr. McCool—that that 
will be furnished free to the State of Alabama. So you have no con- 
cern about that. 

In other words, it is the individual himself who is going to have to 
request this. The only time that an individual who has been dis- 
charged dishonorably is going to request it is in connection with some 
benefit he is seeking. He is not going around flashing that. Although 
he may need it to get unemployment insurance or something of that 
nature. But the Department’s position is that that:joker can come 
up and put his $2 down the line and nobody is going to get too excited 
about him. 
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Mr. Horron. No, sir. I think that is right. I would like for 
the gentleman from the Depariment of Defense whether or not they 
would charge the State of Alabama, say its prisons—— 

Mr. BLANpFrorp. I believe any Government official—— 

Mr. Horton. Medical hospitals and things of that kind. I believe 
under the present regulations our State would have to pay for a copy 
of that discharge. 

Mr. BLanpFrorp. What is the answer to the question, Mr. McCool? 

Supposing an institution in the State of Alabama under the author- 
ity of the State of Alabama requested a certificate indicating service 
of an individual, would the Department of the Army furnish that 
certificate free of charge? 

Mr. McCoo... Right. Any information which under the policy 
could be furnished, entirely aside from the fee, would under the 
proposed bill be furnished free. 

Mr. BLanprorp. Would there be a fee charged? 

Mr. McCoou. There would be no fee charged. 

Mr. Horron. Since I am the director of the department of Veterans’ 
affairs, a branch of our State’s government, would they honor a 
request from me? 

Mr. Kitpay. Will you answer that, Mr. McCool? 

Mr. McCoo . In your official capacity? 

Mr. Horton. Yes. 

Mr. McCoo. Yes. Now, you have to bear in mind that under 
certain circumstances our policies don’t permit information being 
furnished, except to the party directly concerned, such as medical 
can be furnished only upon the written consent of the individual or 
his legal representative. But if under the policies of our Department 
you can be furnished it, we will definitely honor it without charge. 

Mr. Kitpay. Anything further of Mr. Horton? 

(No response.) 

Mr. Kiipay. That concludes it. 

Mr. McGovern. My name is T. H. McGovern, I am here to re- 
present Col. Alexander Smith of the National Association of Directors 
of Veterans’ Affairs. 

I am also here to represent the State of West Virginia, in which I 
am director of veterans’ affairs. 

Like my comrade, Mr. Horton, I feel I am imposing on the com- 
mittee’s time since the thing has progressed to this point. But it is 
quite obvious that none of these men would need a copy of their dis- 
charge if they hadn’t given a portion of their life to the Federal 
Government. 

If they need one it is because the first one has been destroyed, and 
that in most cases the destruction was because an act of God, fire, and 
so forth. 

Under those circumstances, to charge a man for it, it seems to me 
would be obviously unfair. Particularly when any private industry 
that a man works for will always give him free of charge a record of 
his service. 

Most political subdivisions provide also court actions, divorce, 
marriage, birth and death and that sort of stuff. In view of all of 
these things, I sincerely urge that this committee favorably act upon 
Congressman Teague’s H. R. 6274. I would like to add one thought, 
and that was in connection with what Mr. Horton mentioned. There 
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is an endless line of delineation, shall we say, in connection with 
discharges. The gentleman of the Department of Defense men- 
tioned honorable discharges. 

Today, a great group of discharges are what are called general dis- 
charges. 

Mr. Buanprorp. This is under honorable conditions, is the sug- 
gested amendment. 

Mr. McGovern. Under that amendment, it would be satisfactory. 

Mr. Kitpay. Thank you, Mr. McGovern. 

Mr. McGovern. Thank you, gentlemen. 

Mr. Huppuesron. Mr. Chairman, I would iike to ask the gentle- 
man one question. 

I assume, gentlemen, that you concur in the Department of Defense 
ame idment to include widows and next of kind in the Teague bill. 

Mr. Horton. Yes. 

Mr. McGovern, Yes. 

And to include a certificate in lieu of loss discharge instead of a copy 
of the discharge. 

Mr. Kintpay. Mr. Olson? 

Mr. Ouson. Mr. Chairman, my name is C. H. Olson, assistant diree- 
tor of legislation for the American Legion, Thank you for letting us 
come before you. 

Mr. Kraabel, director, national rehabilitation commission, would 
like to make a few off-the-cuff remarks, and then submit his statement 
for the record. 

Mr. Kitpay. Thank you. 

Mr. Kraaseut. My name is T. O. Kraabel, director of national re- 
habilitation commission. We have a prepared statement to which is 
attached a resolution by the national executive committee, the Ameri- 
can Lezion, adopted on May 6, 1955, asking for the accomplishment 
of the purpose of legislation such as the one before this committee. 

I would like to put that in the record, 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objeciion, it will be included in the record. 

(The statement is as follows:) 


STATEMENT BY T. O. KRAABEL, DirecToR, NATIONAL REHABILITATION Com- 
MISSION, THE AMERICAN LeGIon, on H. R. 6274 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, the American Legion presents 
herewith copy of resolution 26 approved by the national executive committee 
at its last meeting, May 4-6, 1955. This resolution protests the current arrange- 
ment whereby veterans and their survivors are being charged for copies of dis- 
charge and service documents. It goes on further to ask that the United States 
Congress and the Department of Defense amend or rescind the procedure so 
that veterans and their dependents will not be charged for this service. 

Soon after our organization received copy of Department of Defense Directive 
No. 7203.3 dated November 3, 1954, on the subject Fees and Charges for Copy- 
ing, Certification, and Search of Records, National Commander Seaborn Collins 
filed a vigorous protest with the Secretary of Defense. This has been followed 
up by contacts in person, through correspondence, and over the telephone in order 
to have a satisfactory amendment or change effected administratively. We were 
advised that the Defense Department directive mentioned above was issued 
pursuant to the requirements of Bureau of the Budget Circular A-28 dated 
January 23, 1954. 

The records will show that title V of the Independent Offices Appropriation 
Act of 1952 “states the sense of Congress that certain services rendered the 
public by Federal agencies should be performed on a self-sustaining basis to the 
fullest extent possible under general policies to be prescribed by the President.” 
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Moreover, House Report 680 on H. R. 5969, 83d Congress, Defense Appro- 
priation Act of 1954, under the heading “Fees and Charges for Services,” has 
this paragraph: 

“The committee directs that the Army take immediate steps to establish a 
policy to implement the terms of title V, Public Law 137, 82d Congress, which 
provides that a ‘fee, charge, or price may be prescribed for any work, service, 
publication, report, document, benefit, etc.’ This is particularly desirable in 
connection with the issuance of duplicates of discharge certificates. Testimony 
indicated that approximately 200,000 such duplicates were issued in the course of 
a year, and that a fairly substantial number of employees were engaged in provid- 
ing the service.” ' 

The above cited budget circular evidently sets forth the policies and instructions 
for carrying out the objectives of making charges for certain services. 

After extensive exchange of views with the Department of Defense our organiza- 
tion was informed under date of May 23, 1955, that in view of the various protests 
which had been received the Department of Defense had suggested to the Budget 
Bureau that the whole matter be reviewed. 

The American Legion sincerely urges that legislation such as H. R. 6274 be 
enacted by Congress to the end that these charges for copies of discharge certifi- 
cates and records of service requested by veterans, their survivors, or their desig- 
nated representatives, will be eliminated. 

This is a service which a grateful Government should readily render gratuitously 
to those of the Nation’s defenders, or their survivors, who may have need for 
documentary evidence of service in the Armed Forces of this country. 


Reso.ution No. 26, roe American Lecion, NATIONAL Executive COMMITTEE 
MEETING, INDIANAPOLIS, IND., May 4-6, 1955 

Whereas the Department of Defense has put into effect a schedule of fees and 
charges for copies and search of records of those who served in the Armed Forces 
of this country; and 

Whereas these fees are charged those war veterans and dependents who find 
it necessary to get dccuments and information relating to service, and 

Whereas this procedure is contrary to the longtime policy of the Government to 
furnish this service to veterans without charge: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the national executive commitiee, the American Legion, assembled in 
Indianapolis, Ind., May 4-6, 1955, That the American Legion protests the new 
arrangement whereby veterans and their survivors are charged for copies of dis- 
charge and service documents, and respectfully urges the United States Congress 
and Department of Defense to amend or rescind the procedure so that veterans 
and their dependents shall not be charged for this service. 

Mr. Kraarut. One or two other comments, Mr. Chairman. 

Wit reference to the boys wo have offside dis ‘harges. 

We have knowledge of those who have become quite disheartened 
and practically on the verge of self-destruction because of this bad 
ticket they have out of service, and feeling at the same time they 
were done an injustice. They may have done away with the original 
document they received and now after a few months or years of 
pondering upon it, and knowing that Congress has provided instru- 
mentalities of review, they come to a veterans’ organization representa- 
tive and relate their problem. 

But be hasn’t got his discharge document. 

He would like to get it. He has been having difficulty getting work. 
He probably doesn’t have the small fee, although any veterans’ group 
probably would help him pay the fee if it was necessary. 

But that is quite important to him to get that type of document or 
the copy, so that be may in turn tell his representative: “Here is my 
problem: I would like to apply either under 301 of the Servicemen’s 
Readjustment Act, for a review of my discharge document, or under 
section 207 of the Reorganization Act of Congress. 

We have in the American Legion four men on the staff devoted to 
representing those who seek the assistance of our organization in 
these matters. 
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And they have been quite successful, Mr. Chairman, and gentle- 
men, in having some of these injustices corrected. I think that these 
applicants should also be included as being permitted to have copies 
of their certificates of service in order that they may properly present 
their cases before these review boards 

I might also comment, Mr. Chairman, that we indulged in a great 
many personal contacts, correspondence and telephone messages with 
the Department of Defense, endeavoring to persuade administrative 
changes on this point. And our back and forth exchanges finally 
brought the answer back from the Department of Defense under date 
of May 23, that in view of the various protests which have been 
received it has been suggested to the Director of the Bureau of the 
Budget that the matter be reviewed. So the Defense Department 
did present it back to the Bureau of the Budget from which had come 
the directive on which the Defense Department based its directive 
to make these charges. 

And we would like to say that our efforts have been to have this 
change made administratively. 

There is also a significant passage with which the committee un- 
doubtedly is familiar, in the House Report No. 493, Department of 
Defense Appropriation bill. The Chairman and that committee men- 
tion that the matter of fees and charges for certificates in lieu of dis- 
charges and other service records of former service men was discussed 
at considerable length both during and after the hearings. 

It is the sense of that committee that former servicemen upon 
request should be provided free of charge one certificate in lieu 
of discharge. 

However, it is felt that this matter can be best handled administra- 
tively with the Bureau of the Budget which issued the basic regulations 
which implemented title V of Public Law 138 of the 82d Congress. 

I think it would be a very salutary thing if the Congress now 
cleared the air as far as it is concerned, that these charges are not to 
be made of the veteran himself, the next of kin, or his accredited 
representative as set forth in section 200 of Public Law 844, as 
amended, 74th Congress. 

Thank you very much. 

Mr. Krupay. Thank you. 

I believe those are all of the witnesses. 

Mr. BLANDFopPD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. We want to include in the record, the telegrams and 
communications that I gave you with reference to this bill. 

Mr. Buanprorp. Yes. 

(Whereupon, at 11:45, a. m., the subcommittee adjourned, to 
further business.) 

(The telegrams and communications referred to are as follows:) 

TRENTON, N. J., July 6, 1956. 
Hon. Pavut J. Kitpay, 


Committee on Armed Services, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 
The New Jersey veteran is in favor of the passage of H. R. bill 6274, and we 
urge your support in its passage. 
SaLvaToRE A. BoNTEMPO, 
Director, New Jersey Division of Veterans’ Services. 
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Manpison, Wis., July 7, 1956. 
Hon. Pau J. Kiupay, 
Committee on Armed Services, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

The Wisconsin Department of Veterans Affairs respectfully urges your support 
of bill H. R. 6274 which provides that no fee be charged a veteran for furnishing 
him a copy of his discharge or a copy of his certificate of service. In the best 
interest of our veterans this charge should be repealed. 

Gorpon A. Huszry, 
Director, Wisconsin Department of Veterans Affairs. 


Atianta, Ga., July —, 1950. 
Hon. Pavut J. Kiupay, 


Committee on Armed Services, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 
Am advised that hearing will be held July 7, 1955, on H. R. 6274. Am vitally 


asoveae in passage of this legislation and urge your committee’s support of 
this bill. 


Pete WHEELER, 
Director, Department of Veterans Service. 


Lansinec, Micu., July 6, 1956. 
Hon. Pavut J. Kixpay, 


Committee on Armed Services, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C.. 


Veterans organizations of the State of Michigan request approval of H. R. 6274. 


LAWRENCE J. LALONE, 
Executive Secretary, Michigan Veterans Trust Fund. 


Santa Fz, N. Mex., July 6, 1956. 
Hon. Paut J. Kiupay, 


House Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 


The New Mexico Veterans Service Commission urgently requests that you and 
your Committee on Armed Services give full support to House Resolution 6274. 


ManveE.u A. Armuo, Director. 





Lincotn, Nesr., July 6, 1955. 
Congressman Pavut J. Kiipay, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 


Your support of House bill 6274 is urgently requested. Present policy of 
charging a veteran for proof of service is shamefully unfair. 


Louis R. Esy, 
Director of Veterans’ Affairs, Lincoln, Nebr. 


Dover, Dg ., July 6, 1956. 
Hon. Paut J. Kiupay, 


Armed Services Committee, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 


Hope your committee gives full support to H. R. 6274. Believe veterans en- 
titled to this service free of charge. 


Mites L. FREDERICK, 
State Development Department. 














Boston, Mass., July 6, 1956. 

Hon. Paut J. Kivpay, 
Committee on Armed Services, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 


Three hundred and fifty-five agents in cities and towns in the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts servicing almost 1 million vets seek your support for H. R. 
6274. As acting commissioner add my own personal appeal to you. 


Witiuiam E. McNamara. 





Cotumsia, §. C., July 6, 1956. 
Hon. Paut J. Kiupay, 


House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

Respectfully urge favorable action on H. R. 6274 in order to eliminate financial 
hardship in many instances and annoying inconveniences and delays in prac- 
tically all instances where copies of certain service records are needed. 

R. 8. SLOAN, 
State Service Officer, South Carolina. 


Austin, Tex., July 6, 1955, 
Hon. Paut J. Kinpay, 
Committee on Armed Services, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

The American Legion, Department of Texas, as well as the Texas Veterans’ 
Affeirs Commission, solicit the support of you and your committee on behalf of 
H. R. 6274. 

CHARLES L. Morris, 

Director, Veterans’ Affairs Commission of Teas. 


HarrissurG, Pa., July 6, 19565. 
Pau J. Krupay, 


Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 
Over 1 million veterans of Pennsylvania urge members of Armed Services 
Committee to strongly support and favorably report out H. R. 6274. 
Wo. B. FREELAND, 
Deputy Adjutant General for Veterans Affairs. 





Austin, Tex., July 6, 1956, 
Hon. Paut J. Kivpay, 


Member of Congress, House Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 

I join with the officers and members of the posts throughout Texas in respect- 
fully requesting your support and the support of your committee on H. R. 6274 
on which hearings are scheduled before your committee Thursday morning. 

Trep C. ConNneELL, 
Commander, Department of Texas, V. F. W. 





Borsg, Ipano, July 6, 1958. 
Hon. Paut J. Kizpay, 
Committee on Armed Services, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 


On behalf of the veterans of all wars in the State of Idaho, I respectfully and 
earnestly request speedy approval by your committee of H. R. 6274 to provide 
that no fee shall be charged a veteran for a copy of his discharge certificate or 
certificate of service. 

Manvy veterans suffer loss of this cherished document through sheer misfortune 
and they are almost invariably those who are least able to pay a fee for its 
replacement. 

SAMUEL E. Vance, Jr., 
Secretary, State of Idaho Veterans Welfare Commission. 
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Satem, OreEG., July 6, 1956. 
Hon. Paut J. Kivpay, , 
Committee on Armed Services, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 

On behalf of the veterans of the State of Oregon, I sincerely urge your support 
in the early passage of H. R. 6274, to provide replacement of discharge records to 
veterans or their survivors without fee. 

H. C. SAaLFELp, 
Director of Veterans Affairs, State of Oregon. 





OxuaHoMaA City, Oxua., July 6, 1955. 
Hon. Paut J. Kiupay, 


Committee on Armed Services, House Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 
Veterans of Oklahoma and this department urge vour committee to favorably 
recommend H. R. 6274, new Defense Department policy on charging veterans and 
dependents for service record is unfair, unjust, and un-American. Oklahoma as 
well as other States furnishes free to veterans or their dependents copy of dis- 
charge, birth, marriage, divorce, or death record. This program may be in 
jeopardy if Federal Government continues to charge veterans for such services. 

Your support will be appreciated. 
Don Davis, 
Director, State Veterans’ Department, Oklahoma. 


Ouympra, WasH., July 6, 1955. 
Hon. Paut J. Kiupay, 


Committee on Armed Services, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

Shall appreciate your support of H. R. 6274, providing no fee shall be charged a 
vet>ran for furnishing him a copy of his discharge or a copy of his certificate of 
service. 

E. B. RILey, 
Director, Veterans’ Rehabilitation Council. 


Topzka, Kans., July 6, 1958. 
Hon. Paut J. Kiupay, 
Committee on Armed Services, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

Strongly urge passage of House Resolution 6274. Grossly unfair for a veteran 
to be required to pay a fee to obtain proof that he served his country in time of 
war. Most States have laws requiring public record azencies within such States 
to furnish copies of records necessary for benefit purposes to veterans without 
charge. Intolerable that the Federal Government should not do likewise. 


Norman D. Jonss, 
Director, Kansas Veterans’ Committee. 


Faroco, N. Dak., July 6, 1955. 


Hon. Paut J. Kivpay, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 
Request support to H. R. 6274 by committee. Copias needed frequently to 
establish benefits with Veterans’ Administration by next of kin. 


FLtoyp E. HenpDERson, 
State Commissioner, Veterans’ Affairs. 
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SACRAM=NTO, CauiF., July 6, 1955. 

Hon. Pauw J. Kiupay, 

Committee on Armed Services, House Office Buiiding, 
Washington, D. C. 


Respectfully urge your committee to support H. R. 6274, providing that no fee 
shall be charged a veteran for furnishing him a copy of his discharze or certificate 
of service. The California departments of the major veterans’ organizations have 
officially endorsed this bill as has the National Association of State Directors of 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

J. Marvin Russ= 1, 
Director of Veterans’ Affairs. 


RaweicH, N. C., July 6, 1955. 
Congressman Paut J. Kriupay, 


Committee on Armed Services, 
Sutte 313, House Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 

Respectfully earnestly urge you please actively support H. R. 6274, a bill to 
provide that no fee shall be charged a veteran for furnishing him a copy of his 
discharge or a copy of his certificate of service. Certainly every veteran who 
served in Armed Forces should be entitled to this small service on the part of a 
grateful Nation and such service should be exredited as much as possible by the 
several branches of the Armed Services. Any attempt to charge for such a 
service not only greatly handicans, delays, inconveniences veterans concerned 
but is false economy on part of Government. We are confidently expecting your 
active support and know veterans of North Carolina will appreciate same. 
Thanks. Regards. 

. M. CaLpweEL.Lt, 
Director, North Carolina Veterans Commission. 


Sr. PerersBure, Fua., July 6, 19565. 
Hon. Paut J. Kipay, 
Member of Congress, 
313 House Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 

Request that your Committee on Armed Services report out favorably H. R. 
6274, a bill to provide that no fee shall be charged a veteran for furnishing him a 
copy of discharge or copy of his certificate of service. This office, which handles 
veterans’ business in the State of Florida knows that this is a bill that must be 
passed in order to relieve veterans, their widows, and dependents of the hardship 
of furnishing certificates of service on their claims with the VA and other govern- 
mental agencies. Your consideration is appreciated. 


Metvin T. Dixon, State Service Officer. 





BaLtimore, Mp., July 6, 1956. 
Hon. Pavut J. Kiupay, 


Suite 313, House Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 

Maryland veterans urge your committee support of H. R. 6274, a bill to provide 
that no fee shall be charged a veteran for furnishing him a copy of his discharge 
or a copy of his certificate of service. 

RicHarp C. MANNING, 
Director, Maryland Veterans Commission. 





Sr. Pavut, Mrinn., July 6, 1956. 
Hon, Paut J. Kripay, 
Committee on Armed Services, 
Suite 313, House Office Buiiding, Washington, D. C.: 
Respectfully urge committee approval of H. R. 6274. 
Wiiuram E. Revier, 
Commissioner of Veterans’ Affairs, State of Minnesota. 
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Baton Rovuags, La., July 6, 1956. 
Hon. Paut J. Kiupay, 
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 


The Louisiana Department of Veterans’ Affairs and the veterans’ organizations 
represented by this department, viz, American Legion, Veterans of Foreign Wars, 
American Veterans of World War II (AMVETS), Military Order of the Purple 
Heart and Marine Corps League, urge favorable action by your committee on 
H. R. 6274, to provide that no fee shall be charged a veteran for furnishing him 
copy of his discharge or copy of his certificate of service. 


Lioyp E. Hat try, 
Director, Louisiana Department of Veterans’ Affairs, 


QO 

















[No. 30] 
FULL COMMITTEE HEARING ON H. R. 483 


Housr oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Tuesday, July 12, 19568. 
The committee met at 10:45 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman of 
the committee, presiding. 
The CuarrMan. Members of the committee, I call up H. R. 483, 
a bill introduced by Mr. Short, to amend the Army-Navy-Public 
Health Service Medical Officer Procurement Act of 1947, as amended, 
so as to provide for appointments of doctors of osteopathy in the 
Medical Corps of the Army and Navy. The bill is as follows: 


[H. R. 483, 84th Cong., Ist sess.] 
A BILL To amend the Army-Navy-Public Health Service Medical Officer Procurement Act of 1947, as 


amended, so as to provide for appointment of doctors of osteopathy in the Medical ¢ 


rps of the Army 
and Navy 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That section 201 of the Army-Navy-Publie Health 
Service Medical Officer Procurement Act of 1947 (61 Stat. 777), as amended, is 
further amended by inserting immediately after the word ‘‘medicine’’ wherever 
used therein, the words ‘‘or osteopathy.” 

Src. 2. Section 201 of the Army-Navy-Public Health Service Medical Officer 
Procurement Act of 1947 (61 Stat. 777), as amended is further amended by adding 
the following at the end thereof: ‘‘A doctor of osteopathy to be eligible for appoint- 
ment in the Medical Corps of the Army and Navy must be a graduate of a college 
of osteopathy whose graduates are eligible for licensure to practice medicine or 
surgery in a majority of the States, and be licensed to practice medicine, surgery, 
or osteopathy in one of the States or Territories of the United States or in the 
District of Columbia.” 

I understand there is a favorable report from the Department. 

Will you read the report first? 

Mr. BLanprorp. All right, sir. 

Mr. Coir. Mr. Chairman is this bill any different from similar 
ones the committee has worked on for the last 10 years? 

The CuairmMan. I think it is practically the same, but the Depart- 
ment is around to the point now where they approve it. Otherwise, 
I wouldn’t have called it. The Department is in favor of it. It may 
have this effect. It may have an effect on the medical doctors being 
drafted because we can use some of this profession. 

Mr. BLanprorp. If it is fully implemented. It is quite possible 
by full implementation of this proposed bill that it would be un- 
necessary to call any physician over the age of 40 or 41 under the 
doctors draft law. 

The CHairMan. Let’s get the report and see if we want to—Mr. 
Short is not here. But there is a quorum present, and in view of the 
fact that there is a favorable report, I didn’t think there would prob- 
ably be any objection to consideration. 
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Mr. Buanprorp. This is from the Department of the Army ad- 
dressed to the chairman, dated May 20, 1955, that date is significant. 


Dear Mr. CHarRMAn: This will reply to the request for the views of the De- 
partment of Defense concerning H. R. 483, a bill to amend the Army-Nayy- 

ublic Health Service Medical Officer Procurement Act of 1947, as amended, so 
as to provide for appointment of doctors of osteopathy in the medical corps of the 
Army and Navy. 

This proposal, if enacted, would authorize the appointment of osteopaths in 
the medical corps of the Army and Navy and for designations as medical officers 
in the Air Force. While the proposal refers specifically to the Army and the 
Navy, it would apply to the Air Force by virtue of section 307 of the Air Force 
Organization Act (10 U. 8. C. 1837). 

The Department of Defense is in accord with the purposes of this bill because 
it would help to alleviate the shortage of medical personnel within the Depart- 
ment of Defense. 

It is understood that there are approximately 6,500 osteopaths in the United 
States fully licensed to practice medicine and surgery who have taken the regular 
State board examinations in 1 of 35 States or the Territory of Hawaii. 

Since each State possesses the power to license the practice of medicine and this 
group of osteopaths have conformed with the requirements in their respective 
States and have been certified by these States, the Department of Defense be- 
lieves that would be desirable to have the authority to secure the benefit of this 
needed skill in the Armed Forces. 

Selective Service has experienced considerable difficulty in utilizing the skills 
of fully licensed osteopaths when they are drafted. Since the Armed Forces, at 
the present time, are appointing many aliens who are graduates of foreign medical 
schools to the medical branch of the services, it does not appear prudent that 
graduates of osteopathic medical schools which are analogous, and in some cases 
superior to these foreign schools, should not be available to the Armed Forces. 

Additionally, it should be noted that the Public Health Service and the Veterans’ 
Administration are utilizing graduates of these schools who are also licensed to 
practice medicine and surgery, at least on a limited basis. 

While the Department of Defense suports this bill, it recommends that the 
following technical change be made. On page 2, line 7, the phrase ‘“‘or osteopathy”’ 
should be changed to “‘and osteopathy.”’ 

The word ‘or’ would indicate an alternative situation whereas, it is believed 
the intent is that in order to be eligible for appointment for medical service, 
the graduates of colleges of osteopathy must be “‘licensed to practice medicine, 
surgery, and osteopathy.” 

Subject to the technicality noted above, the Department of Defense concurs in 
H. R. 483. 

The bureau of the Budget advises that it has no objection to the submission 
of this report to the Congress. 


Mr. CuarrMan. Who is here from the Department? Is Dr. 
Berry here? 

Dr. Berry. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Dr. Berry, just take a seat there please, sir. It 
is a pleasure to have you up here. I wish we had you on the floor of 
the House, when we had the doctor’s draft bill up. [Laughter.] 

_ Dr. Berry. It is a pleasure to be here, sir. I want to thank you, 
sir. 

The CuarrMan. What is your statement? Do you havea prepared 
statement in regard to this bill, Dr. Berry? 

Mr. Berry. Would you like me to read it, sir? 

The CHarrMAN. Yes, sir; go right ahead. 

Dr. Berry. I am Dr. Frank B. Berry, Assistant Secretary of De- 
fense for Health and Medical, and I appear before you today as a 
witness for the Department of Defense. 

The purpose of H. R. 483 is to authorize the appointment of 
osteopaths in the Medical Corps of the Army and Navy and their 
designation as medical officers in the Air Force. While this bill refers 
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specifically to the Army and Navy, it would apply also to the Air 
Foree by virtue of section 307 of the Air Force Organization Act of 
1951. 

Enactment of H. R. 483 would have the effect of increasing the 
sources from which the three military departments may obtain 
needed medical personnel. There are many osteopaths in the United 
States who, as a result of having passed regular State board examina- 
tions in 1 of 35 States or the Territory of Hawaii, are fully licensed 
to practice medicine and surgery. Inasmuch as each State possesses 
the power to license the practice of medicine and the osteopaths in 
question have conformed with the requirements of their respective 
States, the Department of Defense believes that it would be desirable 
to have the authority to secure the benefit of their skills in the Armed 
Forces. 

When osteopaths are being licensed to practice medicine in such 
a large number of States, it is obvious that they are providing medical 
care for a segment of the population and should be utilized in their 
professional capacity both as civilians and members of the Armed 
Forces. 

An additional consideration is the fact that the United States 
Public Health Service, and the Veterans’ Administration are utilizing 
osteopaths who are licensed to practice medicine and surgery. 

For the reasons I have indicated, the Department of Defense 
favors the enactment of H. R. 483. 

The CHatrMan. Thank you, Doctor. 

Now, the purpose of this bill is to give commissions to this group, 
is it? 

Dr. Berry. Pardon? 

The CHarrMAN. The purpose of the bill is to give a commission. 

Dr. Berry. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Now, how many commissions would you con- 
template issuing or how large a group would be called in? 

Dr. Berry. We cannot—l have talked with the osteopathic group 
and their attorney. 

We know that there are in the vicinity, according to the survey 
recently made, the Duber survey, of 10,000 osteopaths, osteopathic 
physicians in the country. 

The CHarrMAN. Is that 10,000 who are fully licensed to practice 
medicine and surgery? 

Dr. Berry. No, sir; the State boards license the osteopathic 
physicians in one of several ways. 

To practice osteopathy and surgery, osteopathy and medicine, 
osteopathy and medicine and surgery. 

[ do not think—I have asked Mr. Gourley, their attorney, what the 
breakdown is and we have no exact figures. But it has been esti- 
mated—TI have gone to the AMA for some of these figures also—and 
it has been estimated that those who are licensed in some form of 
medicine and surgery total probably in the vicinity of 6,500. We do 
not know the age variation there, either, sir. 

The CHarrMAN. Then there are some 6,500 who are licensed to 
practice medicine and surgery. 

Dr. Berry. In someone; yes. 
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The CHarrmMan. Now, you say—have you talked to the American 
Medical Assosication—has this bill the approval of the American 
Medical Association? 

Dr. Berry. I don’t believe so. 

The CHarrmMan. What is their attitude? 

Dr. Berry. I think they are opposed to it. Are you aware of 
their discussion at Atlantic City? 

The CuarrMan. No. 

Dr. Berry. Last year, the trustees appointed a committee to 
study this question during the year. They visited the osteopathic 
medical schools with two, I believe, of the osteopathic associations, 
were very favorably impressed and issued a favorable report. 

It provoked a great deal of discussion both before the reference 
committee, and the full house of delegates at the AMA meeting last 
month in Atlantic City. 

The report was in favor of recognizing the schools and allowing 
doctors of medicine to teach and helping to build them up. The 
report was accepted and recommended by the reference committee, 
and lost in the house of delegates by a vote of 81 to 101, I believe. 

The AMA itself would have felt much happier, I am sure, the organ- 
ization part of it, had the reference report been accepted. The 
Surgeons General—one of the Surgeons General sat on the reference 
committee, and voted in favor of it. The Surgeons General them- 
selves have some difficulty because they have to operate with the 
AMA and the American Hospital Association. 

We had a very friendly discussion about this yesterday, the three 
Surgeons General and I. They admit their difficulties, but they 
basically and personally more or less side with me, with the Depart- 
ment of Defense. And I, in analyzing the situation this year, and as 
I talked with some of your members last year, I felt that we had no 
real right to ask for a reenactment of a draft of doctors and dentists, 
but the doctors particularly as it comes in here, and fa‘l to utilize a 
pool of doctors who are practicing medicine and when some of the 
physicians are drafted promptly step in and fill the bill in those lo- 
calities. 

The CHarrmMan. Now, these osteopaths are commissioned and 
brought in. They will come in a part of the Medical Service of the 
Department of Defense, assigned to the Army-Navy and Air Force. 

Dr. Berry. Yes. 

The CuatrMan. There will be no distinction between them and any 
other trained doctor. 

Dr. Berry. That is our intent that should not be. 

The three Surgeons General believed yesterday they would have 
difficulty with some of their own departments. 

The CuarrmMan. You say they would have difficulty? ° 

Dr. Berry. They would have difficulty on the part of some of their 
own doctors. I told them that I thought they were overfearful. 

The CHarrMan. Well, you don’t think there will be any reduction 
in the career, the medical career by bringing the osteopaths in; do you? 

Dr. Berry. No, sir; I do not. 

The CuatrMaNn. Then there should be no distinction? 

Dr. Berry. That is right. ° 

The CuarrMan. In the services? 

Dr. Berry. That is right. 
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The CuatrmMan. They should be considered just as equal if they 
are the equal and they—will they be equal? 

Dr. Berry. As far as I know, they should be. 

The CuHarrMAN. Any questions, any members of the committee? 

Mr. WickersHam. Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman? 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Wickersham. 

Mr. WickrrsHAM. Doctor, in the last 2 or 3 years, when this has 
been before us, at one time Congressman Philbin and I offered an 
amendment which the committee adopted to include chiropractors. 
Have vou any objection to that? 

Dr. Berry. They would be strongly opposed to that. They 
do not teach medicine in their schools, and are not licensed before 
the Medical Practice Board. The Armed Forces, as you well know, 
fully as well if not better, has families and sons from all over the 
country, and we are liable, unless a doctor has a license in medicine 
from one of the Southern States to give the license to practice medicine 
and surgery. They are the sovereign bodies. 

The CuarrMan. Let’s hold this door—if we open this door, let’s 
don’t open it too wide. We don’t want a big draft flowing through 
here, just a little breeze. We open it up, it might be too late. 

Dr. Berry. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. This works two ways, this makes them subject to 
the draft. 

Dr. Berry. I believe it would, according to the bill. 

Mr. Brooks. It would work both ways. 

Dr. Berry. I asked that question yesterday, and I said I believe 
it would make them subject to the draft. 

Mr. BLanprorp. It would not necessarily make them subject to 
the draft. It would require a Presidential directive to include them 
as an allied category so they would then be required to register, 
they then would be eligible for induction like all other physicians 
and dentists. 

The CHarrMAN. General Devereux? 

Mr. Devereux. That is the point I wanted to bring up: Can we 
have any assurance that they will be included in the doctors draft? 

Dr. Berry. I think Mr. Blandford has just answered that ques- 
tion—that it will require a Presidential directive, which I think 
General Hershey approves. 

Mr. Devereux. Was that question ever brought up with the 
association of the osteopaths? 

Mr. Smarr. They are here to testify, and they would welcome all 
of the responsibilities that would go with this privilege of being 
commissioned. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman? 

The CuarrMan. One at a time. Let’s clear this thing up. I doubt 
very seriously whether it can be done by Executive order. 

Mr. BLANDForRD. Yes, sir; it can be done. 

The CHarrMaAN. Let’s get the law and see. 

Dr. Berry. As you know, Mr. Chairman, the osteopathic group 
is in the group deferred as students for training on the Department 
of Labor list. And we have already deferred students in the regular 
ROTC to continue their training in the medical schools. There is a 
point that should be considered here that I think deserves a great 
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deal of consideration. And that is following the war years before 
the medical schools expanded as they have in the last 4 years, many 
men who could not get into the so-called approved medical schools 
went to the osteopathic medical schools with the intention of utilizing 
both branches of instructions that they learned at those schools. 

Mr. Duruam. Mr. Chairman? 

The CuarrMan. Mr. Durham. 

Mr. Duruam. Would they be eligible for extra pay of doctors? 

The CuarrMan. If they are subject to the draft they would. 

Dr. Berry. I think so from the Medical and Dental Corps. 

The CHarrMANn. Read the law that was just passed. 

Mr. Duruam. Under this special act in which you are given au- 
thority to commission them here—I don’t see how you would be—— 

Mr. BuanpForp. Yes, sir; I checked the law on that yesterday to 
make sure they would be entitled to it. They are going into the 
Medical Corps of the Army and the Navy and asa result of going mto 
the Medical Corps, once they become a member of that corps, they 
then become entitled to the $100 a month extra pay. 

Mr. Parrerson. Would you explain 1 thing—there has been a 
discussion between the 4 of us here—what is the difference between 
an osteopath and an Army medical doctor? 

Mr. Buanprorp. I think Dr. Berry can explain better than I. 
One goes to a college of osteopathy and the other goes to a college of 
medicine. However, the problem comes up as to when they take the 
license to practice in the State. It happens in 35 States of the Union 
they have to take the same tests as a citizen—— 

Mr. Patrerson. Do they take the national boards, Dr. Berry? 

Dr. Berry. They may if they wish. Of course, the national boards 
does not mean they are entitled to practice in all of the States. 

The CHarrMAN. Let’s see, under the draft law—under the doctors’ 
draft law—who are classified as doctors. 

Mr. BLanpForp. All right, sir. 

“Notwithstanding any other provisions of this title except sub- 
sections 6 (j) and 6 (0), the President is authorized to require special 
registration of, and on the basis of requisitions submitted by the 
Department of Defense and approved by him’’—so I say it is a two- 
pronged thing—‘“to make special calls for male persons qualified in 
needed (a) medical and allied special list categories who have not yet 
reached the age of 50.” 

The CuatrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Patrerson. Then an osteopath is an M. D., along with his 
own profession? 

Dr. Berry. He does not get the degree of M. D. I think that 
would have almost insured the amalgamation if they could request, 
and I believe the State has the power to grant, the degree license. 

Mr. Parrrerson. I am just thinking now of a medical, of a naval 
or Army medical hospital, where an osteopath is called on to be the 
officer of the day. 

And if he should be in the—I guess they call it the ready room- 
and a case is brought in where there is surgery needed immediately; 
for instance, a ruptured appendix, would the osteopath be able to 
take that patient right into the operating room and operate on him? 

Dr. Berry. Some osteopaths would, sir. 
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Mr. Parrerson. That is the distinction I am trying to: make. 

What is the difference between the two professions? 

Dr. Berry. As | told you, some osteopaths, practicing physicians, 
are licensed by some States in the three different ways, some to prac- 
tice—and as in New York State, both medicine and surgery. May 
I leave this with you? 

Mr. Parrerson. All right. 

Then if a doctor comes from New York, and goes into the Navy or 
the Army or the Air Force, then he has the same privileges under his 
license as a doctor who has taken the national board, and is allowed 
to practice medicine in any one of the States of the Union or the 
Territories. 

Dr. Berry. Yes, sir. Because before he does that in New York 
he must have passed a New York State Board license to practice 
medicine and surgery. 

Mr. Parrerson. Is there a requirement in the educational field, a 
difference between medical doctors? 

Dr. Berry. Their courses are identical now in the schools. 

The CHatrMan. Dr. Berry testified that there are some 6,500 
osteopaths who are fully licensed to practice medicine and surgery. 

Mr. BLanprorpb. Medicine or surgery. 

Dr. Berry. Medicine or surgery. 

The CuarrmMan. Thank you very much, Doctor. 

Now, is there any representative here of the osteopathic association? 
Give your name to the reporter. 

Mr. Gour.try. Lawrence L. Gourley, of Washington, D. C., legal 
counsel for the American Osteopathic Association. 

The CuarrMan. Let’s hear first from the doctor. 

Mr. Gourtey. This is Dr. James O. Watson, chief surgeon of 
Doctors Hospital at Columbus, past president of the American 
College of Osteopathic Surgeons, and for the past 12 years a member 
of the Ohio State Medical Board. 

The Cuarrman. Let the lawyer swap seats with his client. [Laugh- 
ter.] 

The CuarrmMan. Give your name, Doctor, to the committee, please. 

Dr. Watson. Dr. James O. Watson of Columbus, Ohio. 

The Cuarirman. Now, what is your background, and what profes- 
sion do you belong to? 

Dr. Watson. I am a member of the osteopathic profession; I am 
engaged in the practice of surgery. 

The CHarrMan. Is your association in favor of the commissions 
being given by the Medical Corps of the Department of Defense- 

Dr. Watson. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. To your members? 

Dr. Watson. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMAN. Are you willing to be drafted like any other doctor? 

Dr. Watson. As a medical officer, yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Medical officer, all right. Go ahead, and make 
whatever statement you want to make. 

Dr. Watson. The Congressman asked a question about whether or 
not an osteopathic doctor as a medical officer, if a surgical case was 
presented, would be prepared to go ahead with that the same as any 
other physician. 

And I would like to answer that in the affirmative, that he is. 
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Our training—of course, the preliminary requirements to enter an 
osteopathic medical school are the same, they are parallel. The train- 
ing in the college courses, professional courses are parallel, the basic 
sciences, all of the same subjects adequately are covered so as to give 
a sound medical background in the basic science subjects. 

In the clinical years in the professional college all of the subjects are 
parallel in the osteopathic medical school. The intention is to convey 
to the student a sound basic medical education. It is true, of course, 
that we add to all of these things the entire field of manipulative 
therapeutics, which is one of the characteristics of our particular 
school of practice. 

But in all phases of education, we give in a complete sense a com- 
plete, sound, medical education so that our graduate when he finishes 
is able to come for examination before the State board of examiners— 
I happen to be a member of the State medical board, of the State of 
Ohio—I have been for 12 years—I participate in those examinations. 

For a number of years, I gave oral examinations in the subject of 
surgery to all applicants before the State medical board, State of 
Ohio. 

Mr. Parrerson. Therefore, Doctor, you are qualified to perform 
any type of surgery, just from what you have said? 

Dr. Watson. That is right, sir. 

The CuarrMan. That is those that have graduated from medicine 
and surgery. 

Dr. Warson. They all graduate 
training. 

The CuarrmMan. They do. 

Dr. Watson. They may be limited in a particular State by that 
State law. But they all have—all graduates of the osteopathic 
school have the same basic training. 

Mr. Netson. Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuairman. Mr. Nelson? 

Mr. Netson. Were you serving on the Ohio State Board of Ex- 
aminers with the M. D.’s? 

Dr. Watson. The Ohio State Medical Board. 

There is no distinction in the members. 

Mr. Netson. That is made up of both osteopaths and M. D.’s? 

Dr. Watson. It is made up of doctors of medicine, and a doctor of 
osteopathy. 

Mr. Netson. Then there is one of each? 

Dr. Watson. There are eight members of the State medical board. 
Some of them are doctors of medicine, some of them are homeo- 
pathic, some are eclectic, some are allopathic, and I am from the 
osteopathic school. 

Mr. Netson. But you examine applicants, regardless of their 
qualifications? 

Dr. Watson. That is right, sir. 

And on oral surgery—we don’t have oral surgery any more—I 
conduct examinations of any applicant regardless of the school from 
which he comes in the subject of surgery. 

Mr. Neuson. You give the examination in surgery to those who 
have graduated both from medical school and from osteopathic school? 

Dr. Watson. At the time, in the oral examination, that is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Well, anyhow, we may be able to use this group. 
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And so this is a matter that has been pending before the Congress for 
a long time, and the Department is willing to go along. 

And I see no objection to favorable consideration of the bill. And 
I think the lawyer should be permitted to file—vyou have a brief? 

Mr. Gour.ey. Yes, I have. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection, you will file the brief. 

(The statement is as follows:) 


STATEMENT OF L. L. GourLEY BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
House or REPRESENTATIVES, ON H. R. 483 


My name is L. L. Gourley of Washington, D. C. I am legal counsel for the 
American Osteopathic Association. 

Personally, and on behalf of the American Osteopathic Association, I wish to 
express our appreciation for the opportunity of presenting our views on the 
pending bill, H. R. 483, which provides for appointment of doctors of osteopathy 
in the Medical Corps of the armed services. 

Congress has adopted special expedients to meet the needs of the armed services 
for medical officers. 

The Universal Military Training and Service Act, including the so-called Doctor 
Draft Act of September 9, 1950, as amended, provides for a draft liability for 
physicians to age 46. 

The Army-Navy-Public Health Service Medical Officer Procurement Act of 
1947 (61 Stat. 777) offered incentive of $100 per month additional pay for physi- 
cians (sec. 101; incorporated as sec. 203 of Career Compensation Act, 63 Stat. 809, 
as amended), and provided for original commission grades commensurate with 
training and experience (sec. 201). 

A requirement of the Army-Navy-Public Health Service Medical Officer 
Procurement Act, however, operates at cross purposes to the common objective. 
It dilutes the supply of available competent physicians by prescribing that medical 
appointments shall be made only from qualified doctors of medicine. Such a 
requirement leaves out of account the availability of physicians of the osteopathic 
school of medicine who are licensed doctors of osteopathy. 

A ruling by the Deputy Department Counselor of the Army on March 13, 1952, 
stated: “‘The basic statute under which officers of the Army Medical Corps are 
commissioned is the Army-Navy-Public Health Service Medical Officer Procure- 
ment Act of 1947. Section 201 of title II provides that ‘Such appointments shall 
be made only from qualified doctors of medicine.’ * * * It would seem that the 
matter of commissioning of osteopaths in the Armed Forces is now properly one 
for the cognizance of the Congress of the United States.” 

Less than a week after the Army Counselor’s ruling, the House attempted to 
make the necessary correction by adding to a pending bill (8. 2552) an amendment 
to change section 261 of the Army-Navy-Public Health Service Medical Officer 
Procurement Act in the form proposed in section 1 of H. R. 483, that is, to provide 
that medical appointments shall be made from qualified civilian doctors of medicine 
or osteopathy. The amendment was stricken in conference due to Defense objec- 
tions, which objections were dealt with seriatim in our testimony before this com- 
mittee on April 25, 1953, during hearings on the doétor draft extension bill (H. R. 
4495). 

During our 1953 testimony, in response to questions by members of the com- 
mittee directed to the Surgeon General of the Army regarding need for statutory 
authority for appointing doctors of osteopathy in the Medical Corps, General 
Armstrong said: ‘“‘The authority could be put in very easily.” 

Happily, the favorabie report on the pending bill by the Defense Department is 
mightily conducive to that end. 

There are six colleges of osteopathy and surgery, all nonprofit, tax-exempt, 
approved by the American Osteopathic Association, the Veterans’ Administration, 
and the Public Health Service. 

Chicago College of Osteopathy, Chicago, IIl., established 1902. 

College of Osteopathic Physicians and Surgeons, Los Angeles, Calif., established 
July 14, 1896. 

Des Moines Still College of Osteopathy and Surgery, Des Moines, Iowa, estab- 
lished June 8, 1898. 

Kansas City College of Osteopathy and Surgery, Kansas City, Mo., established 
1916. 
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Kirksville College of Osteopathy and Surgery, Kirksville, Mo., established 

1892. 
oes College of Osteopathy, Philadelphia, Pa., established January 24, 
1899. 

In the fall of 1954, 1,867 students were enrolled in the osteopathic colleges. 
The freshman class (487) received preprofessional training in colleges and universi- 
ties in 38 States and the District of Columbia. 

These matriculants had preprofessional college training as follows: 72 percent 
had baccalaureate or advanced degrees, 98 percent had 3 or more years, and the 
remainder had 2 or 2 plus years. A minimum of 3 years of preprofessional 
training is required for the class entering in 1955. The professional course is 4 
years. There were 449 graduates in 1954. During the past 5 years an average 
of 462 have graduated. Most graduates take one or more years of intern training. 
Eighty-four hospitals are approved for intern training by the American Osteo- 
pathic Association. Following internship, an increasing number take resident 
training available in some 42 approved resident training hospitals in the specialties 
such as surgery, obstetrics, radiology, neuropsychiatry, and so forth. After 
resident training and upon further qualification and examination osteopathic 
graduates are certified by the respective American osteopathic specialty boards. 

In 1952 the Office of the Surgeon General of the Army conducted a survey of 
osteopathic training with the full cooperation of all the osteopathic colleges, intern- 
training hospitals, and the American Osteopathic Association. In assessing the 
caliber of the teaching personnel in osteopathic colleges, the survey sought in- 
formation as to any contributions made by faculty members to recognized scien- 
tific literature, exclusive of osteopathic publications. I have here a return made 
by the Kirksville College of Osteopathy and Surgery which shows that 16 members 
of the faculty have contributed to nonosteopathie scientific literature. The scope 
of these contributions, I believe, would be of interest to the committee, and I 
ask that ihe report be included in the record of the hearings at the end of my 
testimony. 

The survey also sought information regarding the graduate training program 
of osteopathic physicians. A letter was addressed to each of the teaching hospitals 
by Col. James Q. Simmons, Medical Corps, Personnel Division, Office of the 
Surgeon General, requesting the following information: ‘‘Would you please give 
me information as to the size of your hospital, the relative size of the medical, 
surgical and obstetrical service, the average number of beds occupied, and the 
annual patient load, both inpatient and outpatient? I would appreciate also 
information on the number of necropsies performed annually. Information as to 
the amount of material furnished to students under other items mentioned in the 
catalog will be appreciated.”’ 

As illustrative of the response made to that inquiry, I wish to insert at this 
point the report submitted by Dr. Ralph Lindberg for the Detroit Osteopathic 
Hospital. 

Statistics, 1951 
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Autopsy percent. _.....------- 42. 74| Total stillbirths............... 82 
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SURGERY 





Total minor surgery - -- 3, 378 | Surgery by services—Continued 
Total major surgery - _- 3 2, 879 i 
———- Re Bis 593 
Total surgery ___- : 6, 257 Orthopedios.............. 430 
Sioa KENT and tonsils__._._____ 1, 596 
Surgery by services: Thoracic _ _ Spat ee 83 
General surgery - : _ 1, 606 —— 
Gynecology______- . 1, 292 Total _- 7 es tions 6, 257 

Sections__ : 104 





OUTPATIENT SERVICE 


We do not operate an outpatient dispensary as a formal service. Service to 
outpatients is given by the X-ray and clinical laboratories. Outpatients are 
also cared for by the orthopedic department. 

Total outpatient admissions to X-ray service was approximately 12,000 in 1951. 
This figure ineludes both diagnostic and therapy services. Clinical laboratory 
gave service to approximately 7,500 outpatients in 1951. Orthopedic outpatient 
admissions was 1,348 in 1951. 

The curriculum in colleges of osteopathy and surgery includes all subjects taught 
in present-day schools of medicine, plus osteopathic manipulation. As recently 
as April 19, 1955, the Illinois Supreme Court had occasion to decide in connection 
with the Chicago College of Osteopathy that the college was ‘‘qualified as a col- 
lege, reputable, and in good standing, whose graduates are eligible to take the ex- 
amination for a license to practice medicine in all its branches in Illinois’? (126 
N. E. 2d 26). 

The Congress recognized a similar equivalency when in enacting the Healing 
Arts Practice Act for the District of Columbia in 1929, it required the same ex- 
amination of doctors of medicine and doctors of osteopathy and prescribed: ‘‘The 
degrees of doctor of medicine and doctor of osteopathy shall be accorded the same 
rights and privileges under governmental regulations” (45 Stat. 1329). 

A report of the results of examinations by State medical examining boards 
(consisting entirely or predominantly of examiners who are doctors of medicine), 
1954, page 275, Journal of the American Medical Association, May 28, 1955, shows 
that 95.8 percent of graduates of approved medical schools passed, 83.4 percent of 
graduates of osteopathic colleges passed, 35.6 percent of graduates of unapproved 
medical schools passed, and 57.4 percent of graduates of foreign medical schools 
passed. 

Those figures are of particular significance in view of the fact that both graduates 
of unapproved medical schools and foreign medical schools are commissioned as 
medical officers in the Army, whereas osteopathic graduates are denied medical 
commissions. Iam not suggesting that the doctors so appointed are professionally 
unqualified, but merely citing the apparent discrimination. 

Grades of osteopathic and medical applicants examined in July 1951 by the 
Wisconsin State Board of Medical Examiners as reported in the Wisconsin Medical 
Journal illustrate the scope and merit of osteopathic education, to wit: 
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Section 2 of H. R. 483 requires graduation from a college of osteopathy whose 
graduates are eligible for licensure to practice medicine or surgery in a majority of 
the States. 

A majority of the States have provided for issuance of a license to practice 
medicine or surgery to doctors of osteopathy since 1927, and all six AOA approved 
colleges have been recognized by a majority of the States throughout that period. 
Thirty-five States, the District of Columbia, and Hawaii grant licenses to practice 
medicine or surgery to doctors of osteopathy. 

The States and the years in which persons holding the degree of doctor of os- 
teopathy were made eligible by law to receive a license which included the right 
to perform major operative surgery, and to use drugs, also the types of examining 
boards are as follows: 


Types of boards now regulating licensing of doctors of osteopathy (in some States 
more than one board regulates licensing) 


A—Composite medical board 
B—Osteopathic board 

C—Surgical license from composite board 
D—Medical board 


State Date State Date 

B I os orn 1913 A New Jersey. ___--- .-. 1035 
B California._........ acum. tee B New Mexico____-- _ 1933 
A Colorado___-_-_- Se . se New York_-_-___-_-_--- 1946 
B, D Connecticut !__...__..__- 1925 A Ohio 7__ eee 1919 
A i > ae - a 2 Oklahoma_____-_-_- 1921 
A District of Columbia_ - -__ 1929 A Oregon Po San 1917 
B Sian eee 1927 B, C Pennsylvania °______ . Sore 
B I 1921 A Rhode Island____-___- 1927 
D See os ae 1923 A South Dakota__-- 1949 
A pO Sola pa A lee 1923 B Tennessee __-_- 1939 
B | Te eel eI ili 1921 A Texas__._____- Le ; 1907 
A a Gea Ree 1936 B Utah_. Ee ae te 
B Tee ea eT 1929 B Vermonm................. 1947 
A Massachusetts__________- 1909 A Viremnis..._.. _ ise . F582 
B 1 pe le Say aa 1913 B Washington_____________ 1919 
B te al li ding gel alee 1897 B West Virginia -_-_--__- _ 1907 
0) SIRES © sk nen ~~ 1943 A Wisconsin 9_________ _ 1915 
B Neen eal ae laa eg 1925 A Wyoming ®_____.__._._...._ 1899 
D New Hampshire--_-_--__- 1915 


1 Connecticut: Unlimited license is issued by board of medical examiners. Osteopathic Act grants 
separate limited privileges. 

2 Delaware: 1939 amendment raised educational standards and clarified scope of examination of D. O.’s 
by medical council. 

3 Illinois: Illinois Supreme Court decision of April 19, 1955, paves way for unlimited licenses. 

Ro my In 1945 ‘“‘medicine’’ was added to existing license to practice “osteopathy, surgery, and 
obstetrics.” 

5 Kentucky: 1936 is the date of a board ruling which clarified osteopathic status under the licensing au- 
thority which is the State board of health. 

6 Nebraska: Unlimited license issued by board of medical examiners. Osteopathic Act grants separate 
limited privileges. 

7 Ohio: Licensing system was changed to composite board in 1943 and license changed from ‘“‘osteopathy 
and surgery’”’ to ‘‘osteopathic medicine and surgery.” 

§ Pennsylvania: Special composite surgical licensing board (2M. D.’s and D. O.’s) established in 1923 for 
“major surgery”’ license only, but surgery permitted before this date. Osteopathic board grants license for 
minor surgery and drugs. 

* Wisconsin: 1949 amendment changed license from “osteopathy and surgery” to ‘“‘medicine and surgery.” 

10 Wyoming: 1929 amendment, however, first used term “osteopathy”’ in law. 


In addition to the requirement of graduation from a college of osteopathy whose 
graduates are eligible for license to practice medicine or surgery in a majority of 
the States, section 2 of H. R. 483 requires a ticense to practice ‘medicine, surgery, 
or osteopathy” in one of the States or Territories of the United States or in the 
District of Columbia. 

Upon enactment of H. R. 483, it is estimated that some 4,000 doctors of osteop- 
athy would the pool of physicians subject to the doctor draft, age limit 45, 
as follows: (The Directory of Osteopathic Physicians, published by the American 
Osteopathic Association, lists some 12,000 osteopathic physicians or surgeons 
licensed and practicing in all the States.) 
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Number of nonveteran doctors of osteopathy in the United States by birth dates, 
beginning with 1910 (excluding those who are out of practice) 





Birth date: Number | Birth date—Continued Number 
1910__- Be 333 res a 97 
1911 , s : 327 ee : : 70 
1912 : _ ’ 362 1925_ mT 83 
1913 5 331 1926 , f 66 
1914 P 318 / ’ 64 
1915 ‘ piaibaivaeicee 822 1928 , 162 
1916 _ 7. ore’ 272 1929_ Bi a e 128 
1917 255 ivau0....... ee ae 55 
1918 251 1931 24 
1919 20° 1932 eae 2 
1920 169 - - 
1921 138 | Total é 1, 144 
1922 112} 


Source: Compiled by department of information and statistics, American Osteopathic Association, 
June 1, 1955 


The Defense report on H. R. 483 suggests a technical amendment to change the 
requirement of a license to practice ‘‘medicine, surgery, or osteopathy’’ to read 
“medicine, surgery, and osteopathy.” 

In view of the fact that the Defense report suggests the possible quelification 
of some 6,500 doctors of osteopathy under the Defense amendment, there appears 
to be some misapprehension of the possible scope of the suggested change, because, 
I believe, Indiana is the only State where the State statute expressly authorizes 
licenses to doctors of ostecpathy to practice medicine, surgery, and osteopathy. 
(Doctors of osteopathy are licensed to practice “osteopathy, medicine, surgery, 
and obstetrics’’; medical doctors are licensed to practice ‘‘medicine, surgery, and 
obstetrics.”” Sees. 63-1302, 1303, 1316, Annotated Indiana Statutes. 

A few examples will illustrate the point. California grants a physicians and 
surgeons certificate to doctors of osteopathy. Wisconsin grants 2, license to 
practice medicine and surgery to doctors of osteopathy. The District of Columbia 
grants a license to practice osteopathy and surgery. Missouri grants 2. license to 
practice osteopathy, although surgery is part of the legally authorized practice. 

Inasmuch as H. R. 483 requires that all osteopathic applicants shall have 
graduated from a school whose graduates are eligible for licensure to practice 
medicine or surgery in a majority of the States, we submit that therein lies the 
protection and the armed services ought not to be foreclosed against use of any 
licensed doctor of osteopathy who meets that condition, wherefore, a license to 
practice medicine, surgery, or osteopathy as provided in H. R. 483 is sufficient. 

Precedent is provided in law creating the Department of Medicine and Surgery 
of the Veterans’ Administration. Doctors of osteopathy in all States are eligible 
for appointment in the medical service of the Department of Medicine and 
Surgery of the Veterans’ Administration, as follows: ‘‘Any person to be eligible 
for appointment in the Department of Medicine and Surgery must * * *. In 
the Medical Service * * * hold the degree of doctor of medicine or of doctor of 
osteopathy from a college or university approved by the Administrator, have 
completed an internship satisfactory to the Administrator, and be licensed to 
practice medicine, surgery, or osteopathy in one of the States or Territories of 
the United States or in the District of Columbia” (59 Stat. 676). VA has approved 
all osteopathic colleges and intern-training hospitals approved by the American 
Osteopathic Association. 

Doctors of osteopathy in all States are eligible for appointment as commis- 
sioned medical officers in the Public Health Service, as follows: ‘‘Graduates of 
colleges of osteopathy whose graduates are eligible for licensure to practice 
medicine or osteopathy in a majority of the States of the United States, or 
approved by a body or bodies acceptable to the Secretary, shall be eligible, sub- 
ject to the other provisions of this act for appointment as commissioned medical 
officers in the Publie Health Service’ (62 Stat. 273). All AOA approved colleges 
are qualified with the Public Health Cervice. 

During our 1953 testimony on the doctor draft extension, Mr. John R. Bland- 
ford, counsel for the House Armed Services Committee, addressed the following 
comment and question to one of the witnesses which went unanswered: ‘You 
mention in the statement that there are some doctors of medicine who are being 
commissioned in the Army who would not pass the examinations for license in 
many States. Under existing law, can a doctor of medicine, who is commissioned 
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in the Army, practice medicine in any State in the Union if he is in an Army 
installation?” 

A negative answer might entail considerable assignment difficulties by the 
Army in the case of graduates,of unapproved medical schools in the United States 
and graduates of foreign medical schools. Arkansas, Idaho, Louisiana, Montana, 
Nevada, Oregon, South Carolina, Texas, Utah, and Wyoming will not license 
physicians trained in foreign countries other than Canada (Journal American 
Medical Association, May 28, 1955, p. 293). 

The question is settled affirmatively by the Supreme Court in Johnson v. 
Maryland (254 U.S. 51 (October term, 1920)). An employee of the Post Office 
Department of the United States while driving a Government motor truck in 
the transportation of-mail over a postroad from Mount Airy, Md., to Washington, 
was arrested in Maryland, and was tried, convicted and fined for so driving 
without having obtained a license from the State. The brief of the Attorney 
General of the United States argued in part as follows: ‘‘In Hawker v. New York 
(170 U.S. 189), this court recognized the right of a State to require, as a condition 
precedent to the practice of medicine, a demonstration of the qualifications of 
the epplicant. Will it be contended that a physician mey not enter, e. g., the 
service of the Federal Army as a physician on duty within the boundaries of a 
State until he has first met the requirements of the State law?’’ Mr. Justice 
Holmes delivered the opinion of the court, concluding as follows: ‘It seems to us 
that the immunity of the instruments of the United States from State contre] in 


the performance of their duties extends to a requirement that they desist from 
performance until they satisfy a State officer upon examination that they are 
competent for a necessary part of them and pay a fee for permission to go on, 
Such a requirement does not merely touch the Government servants remotely 
by a general rule of conduct; it lays hold of them in their specific attempt to 
obey orders and requires qualifications in addition to those that the Government 
has pronounced sufficient. It is the duty of the Department to employ persons 
competent for their work and that duty it must be presumed has been performed. 
Kleim v. United States (177 U.S. 290, 293).”’ 

Mr. Chairman, the subject of the pending bill has been before the Congress 
nigh on to 40 vears. A bill for medical commissions for doctors of osteopathy 
was introduced July 13, 1917, H. R. 5407, 65th Congress, and a hearing was held 
on March 15, 1918, by the House Committee on Military Affairs. We hope the 
time has come, at long last, for favorable action by the Congress, and that the 
pending bill, H. R. 483, will be enacted into law. 

Doctors of osteopathy who are nonveterans will have received occupational 
deferment during their professional training, and they are therefore liable for 
induction to age 35 under the regular draft law; or in the event of registration 
under the Doctor Draft Act their liability would extend to age 46. 

After the long and intensive training of 7 to 10 vears or more in preparation 
for the practice of his profession, the osteopathic physician ought neither to be 
required to have his professional skill rust auring a pericd of 2 years’ service as 
a private when he is equipped to render professional service needed by the armed 
services, nor required to practice his profession under the constant tension of 
impending induction as a private during such a long span of years when he is 
attempting to serve the civilian health in his occupation which is rated critical 
for civilian needs. 

Iniinoris SuPREME Court 


(126 N. E. 2d 26) 
DECIDED APRIL 19, 1955 
Docket No. 33387, Agenda 25, January, 1955 


Chicago College of Osteopathy, appellee, v. Noble J. Puffer, director of the department 
of registretion and education, appellant 


Mr. Justice Hrersuey delivered the opinion of the court: 

This is an appeal from a decision of the Appellate Court, First District, reversing 
the superior court of Cook County, which in a proceeding under the Adminis- 
trative Review Act had affirmed an administrative decision of Noble J. Puffer, 
Director of the Department of Registration and Education. 

On May 31, 1949, the Chicago College of Osteopathy (herein called plaintiff) 
filed an application with the Department pursuant to the Medical Practice Act 
(ill. Rev. Stat. 1949, chap. 91, pars. 1 et seq.) for inspection and approval as a 
college “reputable and in good standing” for the teaching of students in the treat- 
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ment of human ailments, so that graduates thereof would be permitted to take 
the examination for a license to practice medicine in all of its branches in Illinois. 

An inspection of the plaintiff college was made by the Medical Examining 
Committee. After a hearing, the committee filed a report with the Department 
in which it recommended that the application be denied for failure to meet the 
statutory requirements and the rules and regulations adopted by the Department 
for approved medical colleges. The specific reasons assigned for refusing recogni- 
tion were as follows: 

“(1) Rule 5 on page 3, entitled ‘Premedical Education, College Preparatory,’ 
among other things, provides for a minimum of 16 hours of Chemistry and 8 hours 
of English, while a review of the catalog of the Chicago College of Osteopathy 
shows failure to meet this requirement, in that their minimum requirement is 12 
hours of Chemistry and 6 hours of English. 

‘“*(2) In Rule 7 on page 4, the Department rules require a minimum of 5,119 
didactic and laboratory hours for graduation. The said Chicago College of 
Osteopathy fails to meet that requirement in that the minimum number of hours 
they require in didactic and laboratory instruction is 4,872 hours. 

(3) Under section 5 (a), ‘Faculty Requirements,’ the Department rules 
require a school to provide at least 6 expert, thoroughly trained professors in the 
laboratory branches who shall devote their entire time to the college in instruction 
and research. The catalog of the Chicago College of Osteopathy shows that they 
have only 3 men of professorial rank as full time instructors in basic sciences. 

(4) The Chicago College of Osteopathy also fails to comply with section 5 (b) 
of the Department rules which is quoted below, since its catalog shows the names 
of only 2 licensed physicians and surgeons as members of the faculty: ‘The faculty 
should be composed of graduates of institutions recognized as reputable medical 
colleges, who have had training in all departments of medicine. Nonmedical 
men should be selected as teachers in medical colleges only under exceptional 
circumstances, and only when medical men of equal special capacity are not 
available. The faculty should be organized, each department having as its head 
professor a physician and surgeon who shall be licensed to practice medicine in all 
of its branches in the state in which the medical college is located, and who shall 
have practiced his profession at least ten vears, and has devoted the five years 
next preceding such engagement to the exclusive practice of the specialty in which 
he is proficient, its associate professor, assistant professor, instructor, etc., each 
having his particular subjects for the teaching of which he is responsible to the 
head of the department.’ 

““(5) The number of anatomy tables provided by the Chicago College of 
Osteopathy is inadequate for the number of students in the freshmen class, since 
they have only 12 tables for 68 students. The usual practice followed by ap- 
proved medical colleges is 4 students to one table. 

(6) Under section 7 ‘Clinical Resources,’ the Department rules provide that 
the work of the student at all times shall be under the guidance of a competent 
instructor who shall hold a license to practice medicine and surgery in all its 
branches, and since there are only two physicians and surgeons on the faculty of 
the Chicago College of Osteopathy who are licensed in Illinois, it is impossible 
for them to supervise all students in the college.” 

The Department, in denying the application, approved and adopted the report 
and recommendations of the committee. 

The plaintiff then petitioned for a rehearing, and upon rehearing held August 
10, 1950, offered certain evidence. The committee again recommended the 
denial of the application, and the Department adopted that recommendation. 
This final administrative determination of the Department was based upon both 
findings of the committee, quoted above, and the evidence adduced upon rehearing 
in opposition to the findings. 

The superior court of Cook County affirmed the decision of the Department, 
and the Appellate Court reversed and remanded the cause with directions to 
refer the matter to the Department for the entry of an order approving plaintiff’s 
application. (Chicago College of Osteopathy v. Pufer, 3 Ill. App. 2d 69.) We 
allowed the Department’s petition for leave to appeal. 

The Appellate Court, as a basis for remanding the case to the Department for 
the entry of an order approving the plaintiff’s application, was of the opinion 
that the plaintiff had substantially complied with the requirements in accordance 
with the standards which the Department has in practice applied. The Depart- 
ment contends that the Appellate Court wrongfully substituted its own judg- 
ment for that of the Department, thereby usurping the function of said admin- 
istrative agency. 
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The position of the Department may be summarized as follows: The legislature 
has delegated to the Department, acting upon a report of the examining com- 
mittee, the function of approving and accrediting colleges whose graduates may 
be allowed to take an examination for a license to practice medicine in ell its 
branches in Illinois. The Department properly exercised said statutory power 
in this case and its action in denying the application of the plaintiff college was 
in accord with the law and the evidence. Since the plaintiff admittedly failed 
to satisfy the rules of the Department in the particulars stated, and since it is 
not argued that said rules establish unconstitutional requirements, the judgment 
of the superior court of Cook County should be affirmed. 

The plaintiff, in urging us to affirm the Appellate Court, contends the record 
in the case fully supports the conclusion reached by that court, since the action 
of the Department in denying plaintiff’s application constituted a violation of 
sections 19 and 20 of the Medical Practice Act. The Department, it is argued, 
violated section 20 by requiring the plaintiff to meet higher standards for approval 
than the standards generally required of colleges which grant the degree of Doctor 
of Medicine. 

The present Medical Practice Act was passed in 1923, and its constitutionality 
was upheld in People v. Witie (315 Ill. 282). The legislative plan approved in 
that case divides licenses, so far as physicians are concerned, into two classes— 
one which confers the right to practice medicine in all of its branches, and the 
other to treat human ailments without the use of drugs or medicines and without 
operative surgery. (Ill. Rev. Stat. 1949, chap. 91, par. II.) A similar classifi- 
cation is followed regarding minimum standards of professional education (Ill. 
Rev. Stat. 1949, chap. 91, par. 5), and the scope of examinations (Ill. Rev. Stat, 
1949, chap. 91, pars. 8, 9). 

Section 19 of the act vests with the Department the power and duty to accredit 
professional colleges whose graduates may be allowed to take an examination 
for one or the other type of license. This section empowers the Department, 
among other things, ‘‘To make rules for establishing reasonable minimum stand- 
ards of educational requirements to be observed by medical colleges, or by any 
professional school, college, or institution teaching any system or method of 
treating human ailments, or by colleges of midwifery, and to determine the repu- 
tability and good standing of all schools, colleges, and institutions now, hereto- 
fore, or hereafter existing.’”’ (See also Ill. Rev. Stat. 1949, chap. 127, par. 60.) 
The Medical Practice Act further provides that none of the functions, powers 
and duties enumerated therein shall be exercised by the Department except 
upon the action and report in writing of the Medical Examining Committee 
(Ill. Rev. Stat. 1949, chap. 91, par. 16b—I; see also chap. 127, par. 60a). 

It will be noted that section 19 makes it the duty of the Department to adopt 
reasonable standards of educational requirements to be observed by professional 
schools. Despite this clear legislative direction, the Department for a period 
of twenty vears failed to adopt any such rules, and during that period no students 
who did not hold the degree of Doctor of Medicine was permitted to take the 
examination for an unlimited license. However, rules were adopted in 1943, 
but only after an original mandamus suit was begun by the plaintiff college 
asking this court to order the Department to take such action. The plaintiff 
thereafter made an effort to comply with the established rules, expending some 
$500,000 to this end, and in May 1949, submitted its application for inspection 
and approval. 

We turn next to section 20 of the act, which in effect prohibits discrimination 
against osteopaths and others similarly situated. This section, also contained 
in the Medical Practice Act of 1923, reads as follows: “‘The provisions of this 
Act shall not be so construed as to discriminate against any system or method 
of treating human ailments, or against any medical college, or any professional 
school, college or institution teaching any system or method of treating human 
ailments, on account of any such system or method which may be taught or 
emphasized in such medical college, or in such professional school, college or 
institution.”’ 

Section 20 was an affirmative declaration by the legislature of what this court 
said was required by the constitution in the administration of a medical practice 
act. Provisions of prior medical practice acts which purported to authorize the 
very discrimination which the present act prohibited had been invalidated. In 
People v. Schaeffer (310 Ill. 574), we declared the Medical Practice Act of 1899 
unconstitutional in its application to osteopaths, for the reason that it provided 
that no applicant could take an examination for a license to practice medicine 
and surgery in all branches unless he was a graduate of a medical college, as dis- 
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tinguished from an osteopathic college. This court said at page 583: ‘‘The 
very great prejudice existing among many physicians of the medical schools 
against the osteopaths, and of the osteopaths against those of the medical schools, 
is well known. This statute recognizes both systems as meritorious because it 
allows both to treat human ailments according to their system, and it discrim- 
inates against the osteopath and seems to place the examinations of osteopaths 
to practice osteopathy entirely at the will and discretion of a medical board, as 
no one other than those educated in the medical system are qualified, under the 
act, to conduct the examinations provided for by it. This statute therefore 
tends to deprive the osteopaths of their constitutional right to practice surgery, 
who are, so far as this record shows, just as efficient and as well prepared by 
college and hospital training to practice surgery as are the physicians of the 
medical schools. The act is therefore void as to such physicians so deprived.” 
See also People v. Graham (311 Til. 92). 

The plaintiff college, which is located in Chicago, has been approved by the 
Department so that its graduates may take the examination for a limited license 
(i. e , a license to treat human ailments without the use of drugs or medicines and 
without operative surgery), but in the instant application it seeks approval so 
that its graduates may take the examination for a license to practice medicine 
in all its branches. The examination for the limited license is the same as that 
given to applicants for a full license except the latter are also examined on materia 
medica, therapeutics, surgery, obstetrics, and theory and practice (Ill. Rev. 
Stat. 1949, chap. 91, par. 9). 

The evidence presented to the Department shows the following: The plaintiff 
was incorporated as a not-for-profit educational institution in Illinois in 1913, 
and since 1918 has had one block of land between Fifty-second and Ffifty-third 
streets in Chicago on which are located buildings containing classrooms, labora- 
tories, a library, an outpatient department and a one-hundred-bed hospital. 
It has affiliated with it for teaching purposes the Detroit Osteopathic Hospital 
in Detroit, Michigan. Students in their senior year spend three months at this 
hospital where they receive additional instruction in surgery. 

It is further shown that the plaintiff employs a faculty of sixty-four people, 
who are trained in all branches of medicine and surgery. It operates on an annual 
budget of $700,000, and at the time of the hearing its student enrollment was 
214. Its educational program has been accepted by every agency, both Federal 
and State, to which it has applied, with the exception of the Department in 
Illinois, and in Illinois its graduates are permitted to take the examinations for 
a license to treat human ailments without the use of drugs and without operative 
surgery and for a license to practice obstetrics. It teaches materia medica, 
therapeutics, surgery, obstetrics, and theory and practice, and its instruction in 
these subjects parallels that given in approved medical institutions. Graduates 
of the plaintiff college are permitted by the following States and other jurisdictions 
to take examinations for an unlimited license to practice medicine: Indiana, 
New Jersey, New York, Ohio, Wisconsin, Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware, 
District of Columbia, Kentucky, New Hampshire, Oregon, Rhode Island, South 
Dakota, Texas, Virginia, Wyoming, Arizona, Florida, Hawaii, Iowa, Maine, 
Michigan, Missouri, Nevada, New Mexico, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, 
Utah, Vermont, Washington, and West Virginia. Of the 242 students graduated 
by plaintiff in the last ten years, 196 went to States where they were permitted to 
take examinations for an unlimited license and all of them passed, eighty percent 
passing on the first examination. 

We now come to the issue in the case, namely, whether the Department’s 
denial of plaintiff’s application was a proper exercise of its administrative function. 
Of all the complex and stringent requirements and standards established by depart- 
mental rules and regulations, it was found that the plaintiff failed to comply in 
six particulars. These findings of the Department, set out in full above, must 
be considered in detail with a view to determining: {f) Is the rule reasonable? 
(2) Is the finding supported by the evidence? and (3) Does the rule as applied 
amount to a violation of section 20 of the Medical Practice Act? 

Finding No. 1 recited a violation of a rule providing for a minimum of 16 
hours of Chemistry and 8 hours of English for admission to the school. It is 
conceded that at the time of the inspection the plaintiff required 12 hours of 
Chemistry and 6 hours of English. 

Plaintiff insists, however, that this rule is not enforced by the Department 
against medical colleges which grant the degree of Doctor of Medicine and which 
have received the Department’s approval. The results of a study made of 
catalogues of 45 of the 80 colleges approved by the Department disclosed that 
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27 of them required only 6 hours of English for admission, including North- 
western University (1948-49), University of Illinois (1948-49), and St. Louis 
University (1948-49). Moreover, it was established that 17 of these approved 
colleges required less than 16 hours of Chemistry, including New York University 
(1947-48), University of Nebraska (1947-48), and Western Reserve University 
(1948-49), each of which listed an admission requirement of 12 hours. Also 
introduced in evidence was a booklet published in 1950 by the Association of 
American Medical Colleges which showed that 49 of the approved schools then 
had admission standards violative of this rule. 

Finding No. 2 recited a violation of a rule requiring a minimum of 5,119 didactic 
and laboratory hours for graduation. The plaintiff’s requirement in this regard 
was 4,872 didactic and laboratory hours. 

However, of the same 45 colleges referred to above, it was shown that 21 listed 
their hours in their catalogues as less than the number specified in this rule. 
For example, Harvard Medical School (1946-48) listed 4,208, Indiana University 
(1948-49) listed 4,716, Northwestern University (1948-49) listed 4,007, Ohio 
State University (1948-49) listed 4,836, and the University of Illinois (1949-50) 
listed 4,629. 

Finding No. 3 recited a violation of a rule requiring a school to provide at least 
6 experts, thoroughly trained professors in the laboratory branches who shall de- 
vote their entire time to the college in instruction and research. The Depart- 
ment based this violation on a finding that the catalog of the plaintiff college 
showed that it had only 3 men of professorial rank as full-time instructors in basic 
sciences. 

We believe this finding is against the manifest weight of the evidence, for apart 
from the listing in the catalog, the undisputed evidence establishes that at the 
time of the inspection there were 6 staff members who qualified under this rule. 
It is true that of the six, two were designated by the college as assistant professors, 
bui we see no justification for reading the word ‘‘professors” as indicating the 
academic rank of full professor. Aceademic rank is a matter solely between the 
school and the teacher, and there is no necessary correlation between academic 
rank and teaching ability. In any event, the record shows without contradiction 
that on the staff of the plaintiff college were 6 expert, thoroughly trained teachers 
in the laboratory branches who devoted the entire time to the college of instruc- 
tion and research, 

Finding No. 4 recited a failure to comply with a rule of the Department pertain- 
ing to faculty requirements. This rule, quoted in full above, contains four require- 
ments: (1) The faculty should be composed of graduates of institutions recognized 
as reputable medical colleges who have had training in all departments of medicine, 
with a provision that nonmedical men should be selected as teachers in medical 
colleges only under exceptional circumstances and only when medical men of equal 
special capacity are not available. (2) Heads of departments must be licensed 
to practice medicine in all its branches in the State in which the medical college 
is located. (3) Heads of departments must have practiced their profession for 
ten vears, five of which must be devoted exclusively to their particular specialty. 
(4) Departments must be manned by proper associates and assistants. 

It is with reference to this finding that the most crucial question in the case is 
raised and about which extended comment must be made. 

In the finding, the rule is said to be violated because the catalog of the plaintiff 
college lists the names of only two licensed physicians and surgeons as members of 
the faculty. The Department must be referring to the second of the enumerated 
requirements, which states that each department head shall be licensed to practice 
medicine in all of its branches in the State where the medical college is located. 
That such is the proper reference is borne out by argument of counsel for the De- 
partment who say the plaintiff violated this rule by reason of the fact only two 
staff members hold an unlimited license in Illinois. 

The three major departments in the plaintiff college are the Department of 
Surgery, the Department of the Practice of Osteopathy (which corresponds to the 
Department of Medicine in schools which grant the degree Doctor of Medicine) 
and the Department of Obstetrics and Gynecology. The head of the Department 
of Surgery does have an unlimited Illinois license, but the heads of the other de- 
partments do not. However, the head of the Department of the Practi’e of 
Osteopathy holds licenses to practice medicine in all of its branches in Calif: rnia, 
Michigan, and Missouri. The head of the Department of Obstetrics and Gyne- 
cology, while he does not have an unlimited Illinois license, is licensed to practice 
obstetrics in Illinois. The other departments of the college are the Department 
of Anatomy, the Department of Bacteriology and Public Health, the Department 
of Pathology and the Department of Physiology and Pharmacology. 
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This requirement, on its face, does not appear to be arbitrary or unreasonable. 
To require the head of a department to hold a license in the State where the col- 
lege is located may seem to be a standard reasonably calculated to help insure the 
quality of the faculty. For it could be argued that the Department then has the 
satisfaction of knowing that said department heads are qualified physicians in 
good standing in the State where they teach and are subject, the same as other 
physicians practicing within the States, to supervision and control by a board or 
depariment charged with responsibility of enforcing the State’s policy relative to 
the practice of medicine in all its branches. 

But this requirement was established by the Department despite an explicit 
statement by the legislature that there shall be no discrimination against colleges 
by reason of any system or method of treating human ailments which may be 
taught or emphasized. And when the facts of this record are considered with re- 
spect to this statutory provision, expecially in the light of the legislative history 
discussed above, we are convinced that the requirement is unreasonable and dis- 
criminatory as applied to the plaintiff college. 

First, the plaintiff college has been approved by the Department so that its 
graduates may take an examination for a limited license. The examination for a 
limited license and for an unlimited license is identical with the exception that 
applicants for an unlimited license are also questioned on materia medica, thera- 
peuties, surgery, obstetrics, and theory and practice. The undisputed evidence 
in this record is that the instruction given at the plaintiff college on these subjects 
is equal to that given in colleges approved by the Department, considered both 
quantitatively (hours devoted to subject, textbooks used, etc.) and qualitatively 
(teaching ability of the faculty, ete.). Indeed, apart from the failure to hold un- 
limited licenses in Illinois, the background, education and ability of the heads of 
departments, as well as of the remainder of the faculty, are not said to be or demon- 
strated to be in any way inferior to those of men who staff colleges which have re- 
ceived departmental approval. 

Second, the plaintiff’s educational program has been fully approved by every 
agency, both Federal and State, to which it has applied, with the exception of the 
Department in Illinois. Its graduates are permitted to take examinations for an 
unlimited license to practice medicine in all branches in 31 States plus the District 
of Columbia and Hawaii. 

Third, as already related, the legislative history in Illinois regarding the osteo- 
pathie profession is replete with examples of discrimination. To its credit, how- 
ever, the legislature enacted section 20 of the act in an effort to insure just treat- 
ment for osteopaths and others similarly situated, but this record shows that the 
Department has still failed to desist from that type of practice which was con- 
demned by this court and the legislature as long ago as 1923. One instance 
from the evidence will illustrate. One of the plaintiff’s staff, who holds an un- 
limited license to practice medicine in Colorado, made an application for a full 
license in Illinois under the reciprocity provisions of the Illinois act. The De- 
partment, however, refused his application, and in a letter to him dated July 21, 
1950, said ‘the Illinois Medical Practice Act does not provide for the acceptance 
of a diploma of graduation from an osteopathic college as a basis for iss'iance of 
a medical license either by reciprocity or examination.’”’ This shows the difficulty 
encountered by the plaintiff college in attempting to meet the requirement 
under consideration, and the Department’s attitude further indicates that the 
purpose of the rule is to pre vent the plaintiff college (or any osteopathic college 
for that matter) from qualifying rather than to safeguard the public from in- 
competent members of the healing arts profession. 

Significantly, the list of the 80 colleges approved by the Department is identical 
with those approved by the American Medical Association, which regards the 
practice of osteopathy as an unscientific, cultist practice. The entire member- 
ship of the Medical Examining Committee is composed of men who hold the 
degree of Doctor of Medicine and are members of the American Medical Associa- 
tion. 

Finally, here again the Department has made apparent exceptions in the 
enforcement of the rule, for the evidence shows that there are several of the 80 
approved colleges which have some heads of departments who are not licensed to 
practice medicine in all branches in the State where the college is located or even 
have any type of healing art degree, be it a Doctor of Medicine (M. D.) or a 
Doctor of Osteopathy (D. O.). 

Finding No. 5 recited that the number of anatomy tables provided by the 
plaintiff college is inadequate for the number of students in the freshman class. 
it is said the plaintiff has only 12 tables for 68 students, and the usual practice 
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followed by approved medical colleges is four students to one table. This finding 
does not state the violation of a rule or regulation of the Department; therefore 
disapproval of the college could not be based, even in part, upon the ground 
stated. The evidence shows that there is nothing in the rules specifying the 
number of tables for dissection, but there is a requirement that each student must 
dissect the lateral half of a cadaver, which means two students to a cadaver. 
However, because of the shortage of cadavers none of the medical schools in 
Chieago can comply with this rule, and the plaintiff receives cadavers by alloca- 
tion from an association of which a representative of the plaintiff college is a 
mnember, in the same ratio to the number of students as the other approved 
medical colleges in Chicago. 

Finding No. 6 recited a failure to comply with a rule of the Department. pro- 
viding that the work of a student at all times shall be under the guidance of a 
competent instructor who shall hold a license to practice medicine and surgery in 
all its branches. The Department states that it is impossible for the plaintiff 
college to meet this requirement since there are only two physicians and surgeons 
on the faculty who are licensed in Illinois. But the rule does not say the super- 
vision must be under one who is licensed in Illinois in all branches. Were it to 
so provide, it would be subject. to the same objections pointed out with regard to 
finding No. 4. But since the rule does not require the supervising instructor to 
be licensed in Illinois, it is sufficient to point out that plaintiff college literally 
complies with this rule. Many of the staff are licensed in other jurisdictions to 
practice medicine in all branches, and so far as the record is concerned, it is 
undisputed that the supervision of students is adequate and that each is, in fact, 
under the guidance of a competent instructor who is trained in all branches of 
medicine and who holds a license to practice his art in all its branches. 

Summarizing, it is the opinion of this court that findings No. 3 and No. 6 are 
contrary to the manifest weight of the evidence and must be set aside. Finding 
No, 5 does not state the violation of a rule of the Department and is, therefore, 
set aside. Findings No. 1, No. 2, and No. 4 are nullified because the uncon- 
tradicted evidence in the record demonstrates that the requirements stated as 
applied to this plaintiff are violative of section 20 of the Medical Practice Act. 

The grounds for denying recognition to the plaintiff college are all invalid: 
therefore, at the time of said order by the Department the plaintiff was qualified 
as a college reputable and in good standing whose graduates are eligible to take 
the examination for a license to practice medicine in all its branches in Illinois. 
The judgment of the Appellate Court is affirmed and the cause is remanded to the 
Department with directions to expeditiously determine whether any changes 
have oceurred subsequent to that time which justify withholding approval. 
Said determination is ordered to be made with the object of effectuating the 
manifest intention of the legislature as elaborated in this opinion. 

Judgment affirmed, and cause remanded, with directions. 
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The Digestion and Inactivation of Crystallin Urease by Pepsin and by 
Papain. J. B. Sumner, J. 8. Kirk, and 8. F. Howell, J. Biol. Chem., 
98: 543, 1932. 
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The Specifie Effect of Buffers Upon Urease Activity. 5S. F. Howell and 
J. B. Sumner, J. Biol. Chem., 104: 619, 1934. 

A Method for the Determination of Saccharase Activity. J. B. Sumner 
and 8. F. Howell, J. Biol. Chem., 108: 51, 1935. 

A Qualitative Test for Enzymes of the Trypsin and Papain Types. 
J. B. Sumner and 8. F. Howell, J. Biol. Chem., 109: 429, 1935. 

Hematin and the Peroxidase of Fig. Sap. J. B. Sumner and 58. F. Howell, 
Enzymologia, 1: 133, 1936. 

(b) Purification and Properties of Proteins—4 papers. 

The Non-Identity of Urease and the Hemagglutinin of the Jack Bean. 
J. B. Sumner, 8S. F. Howell and A. Zeissig, J. Immunology, 29: 133, 
1935. 

The Isolation of a Fourth Crystallizable Jack Bean Globulin Through 
Digestion of Canavallin with Trypsin. J.B. Sumner and 38. F. Howell, 
J. B. Biol., 113: 607, 1936. 

Concanavallin A and Hemagglutination. J.B. Sumner, 8. F. Howell, and 
A. Zeissig, Science, 82: 65, 1935. 

The Role of Divalent Metals in the Reversible Inactivation of Jack Bean 
Hemagglutinin. J. B. Sumner and 8. F. Howell, J. Biol. Chem., 175: 
583, 1936. 

(c) Purification and Properties of Antibiotics——-2 papers. 

Antiurease Formation in the Hen. 8. F. Howell, Proc. Soe. Exp. Biol. 
and Med., 29: 759, 1932. 

The Identification of Concanavallin A with the Hemagglutinin of the 
Jack Bean. J. B. Sumner and 8. F. Howell, J. Bacteriology, 32. 
227, 1936. 

(d) Purification and Properties of Antibiotics—3 papers. 

Butanone Method for the Purification of Penicillin. 5S. F. Howell and 
I. Somberg, Restricted Publication, O. S. R. D., 1944. 

Subtenolin: An Antibiotic from a Strain of Bacillus Subtilis. 11. 
Purification and Chemical Properties. Proc. Coc. Exptl. Biol. and 
Med., 8S. F. Howell and H. Tauber, Vol. 67, 432, 1948. 

Polvpevtin: A Crystalline Antibiotic from a Member of the 
Circulans Group. 11. Purification, Crystallization and 
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Bacillus 
Properties 
of Polvpeptin, S. F. Howell, Fed. Proc., 8: 208, 1949, J. Biol. Chem., 
186, 863 (1950) See Also: Hausmann, W. and Graig, L. C., J. Biol. 
Chem. 198: 405 (1952). 
(e) Introduction of Radioactive Sulfur into the Penicillin Molecule—-1 paper. 
Introduction of Radioactive Sulfur (S—-35) into the Penicillin Molecule 
by Biosynthesis. S. F. Howell, J. D. Thayer and L. W. 
Science, 107: 299, 1948. 
(f) Methods of Blood Analyses—3 papers. 
The Determination of Non-Protein Nitrogen in One-Tenth of a Cubie 
Centimeter of Blood. A. K. Anderson and 8S. F. Howell, J 
Clin. Med., 16: 183, 1930. Thesis for M. S. Degree 
The Determination of the Urea in Chicken Blood. 8S. F. Howell, J 
Biol. Chem., 128: 573, 1939. 
The Determination of Blood Urea. 3S. F. Howell, J. Biol. Chem., 729: 
641-660, 1939. 
(g) Submitted for publication: 
Serial Crystallization of the Proteins Concanavalin A and Concanavalin 
B. 8S. F. Howell, Federation Proceedings. April, 1953. 
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KIRKSVILLE COLLEGE OF OSTEOPATHY AND SURGERY, DEPARTMENT OF 


SA CTERI- 
OLOGY AND PARASITOLOGY 


(Dr. Carl B. Umanzio, chairman) 


1. Umanzio, C. B., 1952. Morphological and cultural characteristics of Histo- 
plasma capsulatum Darling 1906, with brief notes relating to Darling’s 
histoplasmosis. Bact. Proc., M37, 1952. 

The CuarrmMan. Doctor, have you finished your statement? 

Dr. Watson. I have, sir, unless there is a question. 

The CuarrMan. Any objection to reporting the bill with the amend- 
ment suggested by the Department? 

Mr. Smart. Mr. Chairman—— 
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Mr. Buanprorp. Mr. Chairman, that amendment suggested by the 
Department would make this bill practically inapplicable. I want 
to explain that. 

The CHarkMANn. Oh, well, now. 

Mr. Buanprorp. The amendment suggested by the Department 
would require that an individual, in order to be commissioned, would 
have to be licensed to practice medicine, surgery and osteopathy. I 
submit if you are going to require an osteopath to be required to have 
a license to practice medicine, surgery, and osteopathy, that you are 
not going to have very many. Maybe in one or two States, there will 
be a few. I would say if the requirements for- 

The CHarrMaNn. Let’s hear from the doctor. What do you say? 

Dr. Berry. I think it is all right even without the amendment. 

The CHarrMan. All right, you don’t want the amendment. 

Dr. Berry. Because I think the intent has just been stated. 

The CHarrMan. It is purely discretionary anyhow. 

Dr. Berry. Yes, sir. It is discretionary anyhow. 

Mr. Bennerr. If we pass this without the amendment, aren’t we 
going to be in a position of putting people in the Army and the Navy 
and so forth, in a position to operate on people that no State in the 
Union has ever licensed to operate on? 

Dr. Berry. No, sir, you are not. When a medical doctor takes an 
examination, many of them do know surgery. And to answer Mr. 
Patterson’s question if they find themselves on as officer of the day, 
they call a surgeon. 

Mr. Parrrerson. I am a layman on that. 

The CuarrMan. I think we have that cleared up. 

Who is here from the VFW, I understand vou want to make a 
statement? 

Mr. Cunnincuam. What about this amendment? 

Mr. BLanprorp. The amendment if—— 

The CHatrmMan. We don’t need this amendment from what the 
doctor said. We will consider the bill without the amendment. 

Mr. Smart. Mr. Chairman, the Veterans of Foreign Wars have 
endorsed this bill, and Mr. Adin M. Downer. 

The CuarrMan. It is always a pleasure to hear from the Veterans 
of Foreign Wars. 

Mr. Downer. My name is Adin M. Downer, | am legislative coun- 
sel of the Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United States. I shall not 
impose on the committee, Mr. Chairman, by attempting to make any 
prolonged statement. I merely want to inform you that at the last 
national encampment of the Veterans of Foreign Wars, meeting in 
Philadelphia, Pa., unanimously adopted a resolution endorsing this 
bill. 

I should like at this time, Mr. Chairman, to offer for the record, 
the tesolution of our organization. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection, let it be filed in the record. 

(The resolution is as follows :) 


Reso._ution No, 304. REcCOGNIzE OSTEOPATHS FOR MILITARY COMMISSIONS 


Whereas adequate provisions for national security requires the fullest possible 
utilization of the Nation’s critical manpower resources; and 

Whereas the Department of Labor, the Department of Defense and the Selective 
Service System list osteopathy as a critical occupation; and 
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Whereas the professional skills of osteopathic physicians are either wasted by 
failure to use them as military officer personnel, or diluted by constant tension 
of impending induction for service in nonprofessional capacities; and 

Whereas the legislature of Pennsylvania has passed laws exacting comparable 
standards arid granting comparable privileges in the practice of the healing art, 
including major operative surgery, to graduate doctors of medicine and graduate 
doctors of osteopathy, thus evidencing a similar standard of qualifications; and 

Whereas the chairman of the United States House of Representatives Committee 
on Armed Services, Mr. Short of Missouri, has introduced a bill, H. R. 5017, which 
has for its sole purpose the necessary authority and power for commissioning 
se "hacen physicians as medical officers in the armed services: Now, therefore, 
ve 1 

Resolved by the 55th National Encampment of the Veterans of Foreign Wars of 
the United States, That the Armed Services Committees of the Senate and the House 
be respectfully petitioned to speedily effect the enactment of H. R. 5017. 

Submitted by Department of Pennsylvania to Committee on National Security, 
National and Foreign Affairs. 

The CuarrMan. Any question from any member of the committee 
in regard to the bill? 

(No response.) 

The CuarrMan. If not, I suggest that we call the roll and all in 
favor of reporting the bill—you have a quorum here? 

Mr. Smart. Two of them stepped out, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMAN. Have you got a quorum? 

I am not going to act if you don’t have a quorum. 

Mr. Smart. Why don’t you proceed with that other bill? 

Mr. BLanprorp. I can explain this other bill. 

The CHarrRMAN. See if you can find those other two members. 
Who went out? 

Mr. Wickersham is out there. 

Mr. Parrerson. We only need one more. 

Mr. BLanprorp. May I explain? 

The CuarrMan. No, let’s get through this now. 

Tell Mr. Cole to come back now. [Laughter] 

Mr. Netson. Mr. Chairman? 

(Aside from Nelson.) 

Mr. Smart. They are coming, sir. There are two right out here, 
coming right back. 

The CHarrMAN. Is a quorum present now, Mr. Smart? 

Mr. Smart. It will be quick as Mr. Wickersham gets here, and he is 
coming right up. 

A quorum is present. 

The CuarrMan. A quorum is present. 

What is the pleasure of the committee in regard to H. R. 483? 

Mr. Bates. Move the adoption. 

The CHarrMan. Moved by Mr. Bates that the bill be favorably 
reported. 

Without objection, the bill will be favorably reported and we will 
ask Mr. Short to report bis own bill. 

Call the next bill. 


(Whereupon, the committee proceeded to further business.) 


O 











No. 31 MAIN 
saietebst READING ROOM 


FULL COMMITTEE HEARING ON H. R. 7194, H. R. 2150, H. R. 2149, 
H. R. 4672, H. R. 6274, H. R. 2559, H. R. 4106, H. R. 6794, S. 1138, 
H, R, 7028, MISCELLANEOUS REAL ESTATE PROJECTS 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Tuesday, July 12,°1956. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Overton Brooks, member of 
the committee, presiding. 

Mr. Brooks. The committee will please come to order. The 
chairman of the committee will be in a little later. He is unavoid- 
ably detained at another appointment, and in his absence he asked 
me to go ahead and proceed. 

This morning I think the main order of business is the report from 
the Subcommittee No. 2, presided over by Mr. Kilday, of Texas. 

Mr. Kilday, you have a number of bills and I suggest that you 
report on each one of the bills and then we will not vote on them until 
you finish your report. If you will then make the report, that will 
be all right. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Chairman, we will take up H. R. 7194. 

This bill would affect a limited number of enlisted personnel who 
are on duty where they are not able to get all of their meals at their 
station. There are two means by which allowances may be had, 
one at $2.57 a day, one at $1.10 a day. This would affect primarily 
the enlisted men on duty in the Pentagon who have to take their 
lunch in the cafeteria or restaurant. 

The Comptroller has held that you cannot have a combination of 
the $2.57 and $1.10 a day compensated for the one meal that he takes 
away from his station. This bill would permit the combination of 
those two. 

Mr. Bray. What number is that? 

Mr. Kiupay. 7194. 

Mr. Bennett. No objection to that bill. 

Mr. Buanprorp. That has a minor technical amendment. 

Mr. Brooks. We had better take up the amendments now. 

Mr. Kixupay. There is only a typographical error. 

On line 4, the ‘3” in parentheses should be ‘‘e’’; is that correct? 

Mr. BuanpFrorp. That is correct. 

Mr. Kitpay, Next is 4106. The purpose of H. R. 4106 is to 
equalize service credit for seniority and promotion list persons of 
nurses and women medical specialists appointed under the Army 
Navy Nurses Act of 1947 by providing credit for not more than 5 
years of commissioned service between December 31, 1947, and the 
date of appointment in a regular component. The proposed legisla- 
tion would also provide a 3-year credit for any nurse or woman 
medical specialist of the Army or Air Force appointed initially in the 
regular component as a first lieutenant who had not performed as 
much as 3 years of active Federal service since December 31, 1947. 
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This is to correct a practical difficulty as to relative rank among 
women nurses of, I believe it is, the Army and Air Force. 

Mr. Bennett. The Navy is not involved. 

Mr. Bhanprorp. That is right. 

wir. dketpax, This is reported favorably without amendment. 

Mr. Brooks. Any questions from anybody on the committee? 

(No response.) 

Mr. Brooks. If not, we will pass it over and vote on it a little later. 

Mr. Kitpay. Next is H. R. 2150. 

This is another one having to do with a small group of nurses. The 
purpose of H. R. 2150 is to remove existing inequity in the dates, 
rank, and permanent grade of captain, nurses and women integrated 
at different periods into the regular components. 

Permanent captains integrated before December 31, 1947, were 
required to have had 10 years of service actual or constructive for 
appointment as permanent captains. After December 31, 1947, Army 
and Air Force nurses and women medical specialists were only re- 
quired to have 7 years of actual or constructive service for permanent 
integration in the grade of captain. 

As a result, there are personnel integrated with 7 years of construc- 
tive credit in the grade of captain who have earlier dates of rank than 
personnel who were integrated prior to December 31, 1947, who have 
actually had more years of service, finding themselves outranked by 
persons who were on the basis of 7 years. ‘This is 

Mr. Brooks. Was it unanimously reported? 

Mr. Kiupay. Yes. 

Mr. Brooks. All right. What is the next one. 

Mr. Kiupay. H. R. 2149. 

This is to increase the compensation of the academic dean of the 
United States Naval Postgraduate School. The increase is relatively 
small. I guess I had better read it, I have forgotten the amounts of 
money. 

Mr. Bares. It was thirteen thousand-something. 

Mr. Buanprorp. He is now receiving $12,000, Mr. Chairman. 
This would increase it to $13,500. 

The interesting part about it is that the Secretary has the authority 
to increase the salaries of all the professors except the dean, because 
that is fixed by statute. We are now in a position where the professors 
are receiving $11,180 a year; at the time in 1946 when we passed the 
law establishing the salary of the dean, the professors were receiving 
$8,059. 

Since that time the professors have received approximately a 
$3,000 increase, the dean has not been allowed to be increased because 
of the statute. 

Mr. Brooks. Is the dean the president of the school? 

Mr. Buanprorp. The dean is a civilian who is appointed to the 
civilian faculty. There are approximately 94 civilian faculty members 
at the Postgraduate School at Monterey, Calif. 

Mr. Brooks. And he is the person in charge. 

Mr. Buanprorp. He is in charge of the academic course. There is 
an admiral] out there, in overall charge of the school, but the dean is 
in charge of the teaching portion of the school. 

Mr. Huppieston. How does this salary compare with similar 
salaries? 
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Mr. Buanprorp. It is a little under similar salaries for colleges of 
comparable performance. But close enough so that the thirteen-five 
has been arrived at by a study conducted by the Industrial Relations 
Division of the Department of the Navy, in a comparison with all 
similar salaries paid deans of engineering colleges. 

Mr. Bates. Is this the average which is paid? 

Mr. BLanpForp. I think the mean average. 

Mr. Coxz. Does it compare with comparable position with Naval 
Academy? 

Mr. Buanprorp. The Academy position is under a Navy captain. 
As a matter of fact, Captain Brooks was here as a witness on another 
bill for the Academy and in talking to him I learned that he acts as 
dean for the Naval Academy. That is not his title. I have forgotten 
his titlke—Secretary of the Board. He is doing for the Naval Academy 
what the dean of this Postgraduate School is doing out of Monterey, 
because the Postgraduate School of course makes much greater use of 
people with higher degrees in engineering, nuclear physics, all sort of 
things, that are taught at the Postgr aduate School. 

Mr. Cous. Does this position require more specialized training? 
Because of this, that is a civilian is needed to fill that position. 

Mr. BuLanpForp. I would say so. 

Mr. Kiipay. This is comparable to MIT. 

Mr. BuLanprorp. Yes, it is the MIT of the Navy. And I think 
that probably your analysis is correct. 

This committee authorized the establishment of the Postgraduate 
School at Morterey, and I think if Iam not mistaken this committee 
authorized the creation of a civilian dean for that purpose. 

Mr. Brooks. Any further questions? Let’s take up the next one. 

Mr. Kriupay. Next is H. R. 467 

This affects 10 retired professors and to give them an increase of 
$300 a vear in. the retired pay, making the highest $2,160, I believe. 

This is a very small group of persons who have been retired for 
some period of time, who haven’t been increased for a long period 
of time. It only affects 10 people; I think the total amount is —— 

Mr. Bianprorb. $4,800 a year total for all so long as they survive. 
We have the ridiculous situation of some retired professors, of 37 
years’ service, receiving a magnificent annuity of $1,200. 

This will increase some of them $600, and the rest will receive 
$300. The total cost of $4,800 a year. It is just one of those situa- 
tions that developed because they didn’t have a retirement system in 
effect for many vears. 

Mr. Cour. Have not these retired officers received the benefits of 
general increases in retirement? 

Mr. BLanprorp. No, sir. That is what this bill does. It gives 
them the increase voted in 1952. 

Mr. Kiupay. They have their own retirement system. 

Mr. Buianprorp. Yes, that is the trouble—the Teachers Equity 
Association, to which they must contribute and then the Government 
reimburses them. What this bill does is to give in effect two increases 
which have already been given to civil-service annuitants. 

The CuatrMan. Take up the next one. 

Mr. Kiupay. 6274 is the next one. 

This is a bill providing that no fee shall be charged to a veteran for 
furnishing him a copy of his discharge or copies of his certificate of 
service. The imposition of a fee for these copies has caused a great 





ze 


al 
4410 


deal of repercussion and some bitterness, I would say, and it is a rather 
complicated way that it came about. 

There was a provision contained in the appropriation bill expressing 
the sense of Congress that the Government should be paid a fee for 
copies of documents and so on, supplied to individuals. That was in 
1952. Apparently, the Committee on Appropriations has been check- 
ing back as they come in for the subsequent year appropriations as to 
what has been done about it. So that in 1954, that act was but a 
directive and further complicated by the Secretary of Defense. So 
there has been a charge imposed of $1.50 to $2 for these certificates in 
lieu of lost discharges. There was a great deal of correspondence 
came in on this bill and many telegrams, urging its passage. 

Now, we have amended the bill to permit legal representatives to 
secure them free in addition to the veteran himself. And there is 
also an amendment to make it applicable to those discharged under 
honorable conditions. 

Mr. BLanprorp. Yes, sir. We rejected one portion of a recom- 
mended amendment where the Department of Defense that the next 
of kin and legal representative only be permitted to get the copies 
for the filing of a claim. 

It seemed a little bit ridiculous to impose upon the Department, 
another finding, because that just adds to the cost of determining 
whether they should issue the copy. 

Mr. Kintpay. The evidence showed, I believe, about 50 percent of 
the total amount collected was expended in administrative costs to 
carry out the directive. And the committee was fearful that the 
imposition of a finding as to the purpose for which it was to be used 
would make another administrative expense. 

Mr. Nevson. Mr. Chairman, could I ask the gentleman from 
Texas if the law provided that the armed service shall furnish a 
certificate in lieu of lost discharge? 

Mr. Kiipay. I don’t believe there is any such at this time. This 
would constitute such a law. It is a rather confused situation. 

Mr. Buanprorp. I think I am correct in saying that the law of 
1880—something requires, upon application, that a certificate in lieu 
of a lost certificate be furnished any person qualified to apply for such. 

Mr. Netson. This simply says they shall not make a charge. 

Mr. BLanpFrorp. It has nothing to do with their entitlement. 

Mr. Newtson. There is a law on the books requiring a certificate to 
be furnished. 

Mr. BuLanprorp. My recollection is that there is a law which 
requires the Department to furnish a certificate in lieu of a lost 
certificate. It goes back to the end of the Indian or Civil War. 

Mr. Brooks. It is a good bill. They shouldn’t charge for these 
things. A man who served his country. 

The CHaArrMAN. There has been a great deal of interest manifested 
by veterans all over the country. There has been a great deal—— 

Mr. Cote. Is it claimed that this fee of $1.50 is so burdensome, 
unreasonable, exorbitant, that the veterans can’t pay it? 

It seems to me if they are given a copy of a discharge without any 
fee at all it encourages them to be careless, negligent, with the handling 
of the papers. 

Mr. Kixpay. In that connection, they have never given a second 
copy of the discharge for that very purpose, to encourage the preser- 
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vation of it, as a valuable document. They don’t issue a duplicate, 
never have. 

Mr. Coie. Why don’t you draft your bill so that they would be 
entitled to one free copy but thereafter they will have to be charged? 

Mr. Kiupay. You might need it for more than one purpose. 

Mr. Brooks. Will the gentleman yield? 

(Aside from Cunningham.) 

Mr. Kitpay. This thing doesn’t amount to but $60,000 a year. 
That was the total they collected and out of that they expended, | 
think it was, thirty-five or forty thousand. 

Mr. Bares. Forty-five percent. 

Mr. Coir. What did they estimate it would be if these discharges 
were given for free? 

Mr. Buanprorp. Based upon past records, Mr. Cole, | believe, | 
can answer that question. 

I believe the evidence indicated based upon experience which the 
Department of the Army has had during the 2 months’ period following 
adoption of the practice of charging for these services it is estimated 
that approximately 60,000 requests for certificates in lieu of lost or 
destroyed discharge certificates or certificates of service will be 
received by the Army during this calendar year. 

Now, that means 60,000, that is their estimate of 60,000 a year 
which is not an undue administrative problem, particularly in view 
of the type of discharge. And that was one of the complaints of the 
people that were testifying here, of the type of discharge that was 
being given. It was a tissue-paper type of discharge which is easily 
lost or mutilated. And it is quite possible if the Department would 
improve upon the type of paper they are using in issuing these cer- 
tificates, they wouldn’t have so many requests for certificates in lieu 
of lost certificates. 

The CHarrRMAN. aeons is ~ next bill? 

Mr. Kitpay. H. R. 2559, to authorize male nurses and medical 
specialists to be appointed as Reserve officers. I will read the report; 
it is rather short. 

The purpose of the proposed legislation is to authorize the appoint- 
ment of males as commissioned officers of the Reserve components of 
the Armed Forces for assignment to the respective Nurse Corps of 
the Army, and Navy, for designation as Air Force Nurses, for assign- 
ment to the Women’s Medical Specialist Corps of the Army, and for 
designation as medical specialists in the Air Force. The proposed 
legislation would also redesignate the Women’s Medical Specialist 
Corps as the Army Medical Specialist Corps. 

The subcommittee recommends enactment of the proposed legisla- 
tion, particularly in view of the shortage of qualified nurses in both the 
civilian economy and the three military medical services. 

Obviously, the authority to appoint qualified male nurses as 
Reserve commissioned officers would, by increasing the sources of 
procurement, result in an actual increase in the number of qualified 
nurses the armed services could actually procure. 

Under existing laws, young male nurses are inducted. into the 
Army under provisions of the Universal Military Training and Service 
Act, but under existing law, they cannot be appointed in the Nurse 
Corps and must be utilized as enlisted technicians. At present, there 
are approximately 82 male nurses who have been inducted and are 
now serving as enlisted personnel in the Army. Enactment of the 
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proposed legislation would enable such persons to be appointed in the 
Army Nurse Corps on the same basis as qualified female nurses and 
would end the present inequity in this regard which stems from the 
fact that the Army-Navy Nurses Act of 1947 was written on the tradi- 
tional assumption that only females should be appointed as nurses 
in the military services. 

Since that time, the Congress has seen fit to enact legislation to 
authorize the appointment of female physicians and dentists in the 
traditionally male Medical and Dental Corps. 

The proposed legislation will permit the proper utilization of per- 
sons possessing needed skills in the health professions. In addition, 
the proposed legislation would permit qualified male physiotherapists, 
occupational therapists, and dietitians to be commissioned as Reserve 
officers in the Navy Nurse Corps, the Medical Specialist Corps of the 
Army, and as medical specialists in the Air Force. 

At present, approximately 50 male physiotherapists and 6 occu- 
pational therapists are serving in the Army as inductees. 

Since physiotherapists, occupational therapists, and dietitians 
possess particular skills which are needed by the Armed Forces, 
whether possessed by males or females, it is desirable that the respec- 
tive departments be granted the authority to offer qualified persons 
Reserve commissions in these categories. 

There are approximately 9,613 registered male nurses in the United 
States—2.4 percent of the total number of registered nurses. ‘Testi- 
mony revealed, however, that the need for considerable more male 
nurses is great. It is expected that enactment of the proposed legisla- 
tion will enhance the prestige of male nursing, and quite possibly lead 
to an increase in the number of male nurses. 

Enactment of the proposed legislation is recommended by the 
Department of Defense and the subcommittee. 

The proposed legislation is also endorsed by the American Nurses’ 
Association, and the American Psychiatric Association. 

The CHarrMAN. Any questions? 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman? 

Why do they appoint them as Reserve commissioned officers? 

Mr. Kiupay. I am not able to say why it was limited to that. This 
came over with a favorable report from the Department. It is my 
understanding that the bill was drafted in conjunction with the 
Department. 

Mr. Smart. I think I can shed a little light on that pomt. The 
Army-Navy Nurse Corps Act of the 80th Congress authorized the 
commissioning of females only as nurses in the Army and Navy and 
authorized their retirement upon attaining age 55. Male officers, on 
the other hand, are not authorized retirement upon attaining 55, but 
may be required to serve as long as age 62. Therefore, we could not 
commission male officers in the Army-Navy Nurse Corps under 
circumstances which would permit them to retire at age 55. By 
commissioning them as Reserve officers in the Army-Navy Nurse 
Corps, they will obviously be required to retire under the same laws 
applicable to other male officers, rather than the female members of 
the Army-Navy Nurse Corps. This will put the male nurse under 
the same retirement provisions as all other male officers. 

The Cuarrman. This is Mrs. Bolton’s bill; is it not? 

Mr. Smart. That is right. 

The CuarrMan. A quorum is present. 
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Mr. Smart. It is—19 members are present. 

The CHarRMAN. What is the pleasure of the committee in regard to 
voting on H. R. 2559? 

Mr. Van Zanpt. I move its approval. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, the bill will be favorably 
reported and Mr. Kilday will report the bill. 

Mr. Netson. Could I ask again what the amendment is? 

The CuHarrMANn. What is the amendment, Mr. Blandford. 

Mr. BLanpFrorp. The amendment, Mr. Nelson, does two things. 
First, it limits the free copy to a man discharged under honorable 
conditions, and in addition it increases the number of people who may 
apply for a copy free of charge by including next of kin and legal 
representatives. 

In reply to your other question, title 5, United States Code of the 
act of March 3, 1873, authorizes those certificates to be issued by the 
Secretary whenever a person provides satisfactory proof. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, the bill will be favorably 
reported, as amended, Mr. Kilday will report the bill. 

The next one is H. R. 4106—no, the next is H. R. 7194, authorizing 
subsistence allowance to enlisted personnel. Any amendments? 

Mr. Buanprorp. A technical amendment on that. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection, the bill as amended will be 
favorably reported. 

Mr. Kilday, report the bill. 

The next is H. R. 4106, credit for certain purposes, of the Army- 
Navy Nurse Corps. Are there any amendments? 

Mr. BLanpForp. No, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, the bill will be favorably 
reported and Mr. Kilday will report the bill. 

The next is H. R. 2150, to further amend Army-Navy Nurses Act 
of 1947, section 106, so as to provide for certain adjustments in the 
dates of rank of nurses and women medical specialists of the Regular 
Army and Regular Air Force in the permanent grade of captain, and 
for other purposes. 

Any amendments? 

Mr. BLANDFORD. NO, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection, the bill will be favorably 
reported and Mr. Kilday will report the bill. 

The next is H. R. 2149, increase annual compensation of the 
academic dean of the Naval Postgraduate School. 

Any amendments? 

Mr. BLanprorp. No, sir. 

The CuatrMan. Without objection, the bill will be favorably 
reported, and Mr. Kilday, report the bill. 

The next is H. R. 4672, increasing annuities of certain retired 
civilian faculty members of the Naval Academy and Postgraduate 
School. 

Any amendments? 

Mr. BuanpForp. No, sir. 

The CuHarrMan. Without objection, the bill will be favorably 
reported; Mr. Kilday report the bill. 

Mr. Krupay. I have one more. 

The CHarrMan. All right. 

Mr. Kiupay. This is H. R. 6794, it is drafted to authorize Maj. Gen. 
K. L. Berry, retired, to accept the Legion of Honor conferred upon 
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him by the Philippine Government. This was conferred on General 
Berry in May of this year. He was a regular officer on duty in the 
Philippines at the time the war started, was taken prisoner there. He 
is now adjutant general of the State of Texas. 

The CuHairMan. It has been the policy of the Government, of the 
Congress, to permit our personnel to accept decorations from foreign 
governments. 

Mr. Kitpay. The Department reported that there were a great 
many foreign decorations in the State Department, and they object to 
singling out one for delivery. 

There are a great number of them that are, and a considerable 
number from the Philippines. The committee felt because of the 
peculiar position of the Philippines with reference to the United States 
that perhaps we ought to treat the entire Philippine group separate 
from the others. 

In all frankness, there has been in the past some objections raised 
to the omnibus bills which have been brought here, involving a number 
of other countries, and perhaps some individuals. 

But in view of the close relationship between the United States, 
and the Philippines, and rather intermingling of the forces at the 
beginning of the war, that we decided to report to the committee 
that this bill be amended so as to provide authority for the Depart- 
ment of State to deliver to all persons who have been awarded decora- 
tions by the Philippines and to authorize all of those persons who 
have been decorated by the Philippines to accept the same. 

The CHarrMan. I think the amendment is very appropriate. 

And I think that is a happy way to handle the situation. I doubt 
very seriously in view of our close relations now and in the past 
with the Philippines whether there would be any objection to it. 
But there will be objections constantly from members from other 
countries given decorations, so without objection, the bill as amended 
will be favorably reported. 

Mr. Kilday, report the bill. 

Now, that finishes all the bills. 

Mr. Durnam. Mr. Chairman? 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Durham. 

Mr. Duruam. Subcommittee No. 3 held hearings on two occasions 
on a bill to continue the so-called expediting production authority. 
The first hearing was on H. R. 3918. The first hearing, however, was 
so inconclusive that it was deemed necessary to hold another hearing. 
In the meantime, the Senate passed the bill, so that the bill which | 
am reporting on today is S. 1138. 

Briefly, the purpose of this bill is to continue the statutory authority 
for the Secretaries of the military departments to construct, expand, 
rehabilitate, and convert privately and publicly owned industrial 
plants which may be necessary for defense production or mobilization 
purposes, and to provide for the maintenance, operation, and storage of 
such plants, equipment, and tools. The bill would permit this author- 
ity, which has been in existence in a broader form since 1940, to con- 
tinue for 1 additional year. 

The second hearing clearly established the need for the continuance 
of this important authority and the subcommittee, therefore, unani- 
mously recommends favorable consideration of this bill. 

The CuarrMan. Any question from any members of the committee? 

(No response.) 
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The CuartrmMan. Without objection, the bill will be favorably 
reported and Mr. Durham will report Senate bill 1138. 

Mr. Duruam. I think, Mr. Chairman, a rule will be required. 

Mr. Kevueger. I rather doubt it, Mr. Durham. It will involve an 
expenditure in the coming year. 

(Aside.) 

The CuHarrMan. Then we had better get a rule. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Ketiener. It does not authorize the expenditure as such. 
We have not obtained a rule in the past, I might say. 

Mr. CuatrMan. All right. We will try to do the best we can. 

Mr. Durham, any other reports from the subcommittee? 

Mr. Durnam. That is all. 

The CuatrmMan. Mr. Brooks, anything from your subcommittee? 

Mr. Brooks. Not a thing. 

The CHarrMan. Have you any real-estate projects? 

Mr. Fisner. We have five real-estate transactions to report on. 

On July 1, 1955, the Real Estate and Construction Subcom- 


mittee considered five projects and recommends their approval to the 


full committee 

The first one involved the use of the construction authority granted 
by Public Law 155, 82d Congress, to replace a former officers’ open 
mess which was destroyed by fire on October 30, 1954. The cost of 
this restoration will be $199,000. 

The second project involves the expenditure of $1,052,000 for a 
classified project at Fort Belvoir, Va. It can be said that the project 
relates to a coordination of Army activities with civil defense. 

The third project involves a total expenditure of approximately 
$1,680,000. Three installations are involved. At a classified location, 
the authority contained in section 301, of Public Law 155, would be 
utilized to the extent of $1,250,000 for the replacement of a hangar 
which was destroyed by fire on October 14, 1954. 

The second part of the project involves the expenditure of $171,556 
for a high precision space positioning range at Edwards Air Force 
Base in California. 

The third involves $258,000 for a similar range at the E. Centrao 
Parachute Test Center, California. These ranges are, respectively, for 
the testing of aircraft and missiles and for the testing of aircraft seat 
ejections and parachute drops. 

The fourth project is Navy acquisition No. 108, which involves the 
acquisition of 462 acres at a cost of $71,000 for the naval auxiliary 
landing field, Mayport, Fla. This amount is $4,000 less than the 
original estimate, and the land is required to provide a buffer zone 
between existing ammunition magazines and areas not now under 
Navy control. 

The fifth and last project is Navy acquisition project No. 120, 
which involved the acquisition of 53 to 60 acres, at an estimated cost 
of $750,000. This acquisition is at the naval advanced base personnel 
depot, San Bruno, Calif. The committee has been aware of the 
situation that has existed out there through testimony given at 
Public Works hearings. Suffice to say that under circumstances 
which at the time seemed reasonable, the Navy constructed almost 
$4 million worth of buildings on land which was leased at this installa- 
tion. 
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The total construction in that area was about $7,654,000. In order 
to protect the Government’s investment it is necessary to acquire this 
property. It should be noted that if the property was not acquired, 
the Government would be required to restore the land to its original 
condition and this would cost approximately $200,000 more than 
what the Government will pay for this property. 

The CuatrMan. Any objections to the report of the Subcommittee 
on Real] Estate submitted by Mr. Fisher? 

(No response.) 

The CuHarrman. If not, it is approved, and the staff will prepare 
the proper communications advising the Department. 

Now, is there any other bill to be heard? 

Mr. BLanprorp. H. R. 7028 is a bill to authorize the Marine Corps 
to have 5 lieutenant generals in time of peace instead of the statutory 
limitation of 2. At the time the statutory limitation of two was 
imposed upon the Marine Corps, they had a much smaller Marine 
Corps. 

The Cuarrman. Is this recommended by the Department? 

Mr. Buanprorp. By the Department of Defense. 

It will not increase the number of authorized lieutenant generals 
under the Officer Grade Limitations Act. 

It merely would put the Marine Corps in the position of being able 
to continue to have five lieutenant generals even though the emergency 
should be terminated in 

The CHarrMan. It doesn’t increase their number. 

Mr. BLanpForp. No. 

Mr. Brooks. How many major generals would you need now after 
you get the five? 

Mr. Buanprorp. This won’t affect the major generals in any way. 

Mr. Brooks. How are you going to operate 

Mr. Buanprorp. In other words, in time of peace—all existing law 
says is that in time of emergency they can have an excess of two. 
We say even in time of peace they could also have five. 

Mr. Brooks. This won’t mean any additional major generals, no 
more brigadier generals? 

Mr. BLanpFrorp. No, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Who is here from the Department? 

Mr. BLuanprorp. General Wensinger. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. May I ask a question, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Do you think we might negotiate with the Marine 
Corps to take care of our colleague, General Devereux, here? 

The CHAIRMAN. Sit right down, General. 

Mr. BLanprorp. Do you have a statement you want to make? 

The CHAIRMAN. Sit down at the witness chair, please, sir. What is 
the military reason for this? 

General Wenstncer. My name is Walter W. Wensinger, major 
general, United States Marine Corps, special adviser to the Assistant 
to the Commandant of the Corps. 

The CuHarrman. All right, General. Go ahead, and make your 
statement. 

General Wenstncer. You desire me to read a prepared statement, 
sir? 

The CHarrmMan. Well, if you want to. Or, you can tell us the 
reason why. 
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Let me ask you the reason, what your military reason is why there 
should be five more lieutenant generals in the Marine Corns. 

Mr. Buanprorp. No, sir. This just allows them to continue to 
have the same five as they have today. 

The CHarrMan. Oh, yes; I see. 

Mr. Patrrerson. But on a permanent basis. 

Geveral WEeNSINGER. On a permanent basis. 

The CHarrMAN. You have five today. 

General WensincrR. We have five today. 

The CHarrMAN. But they are on a temporary basis. 

General WensinGeR. Three are on a temporary basis. Two are 
authorized by the permanent statute. 

The CuarrMan. All right. Then you have only 2 that are on 
permanent basis, and 3 are temporary. So therefore, you want all 
five to be permanent? 

General WensinGeER. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is the whole thing? 

General WensinGeER. That is right, sir. 

The CuarrMANn. What is the reason why they should be made 
permanent instead of temporary? 

General Wensincer. Well, in fact, Mr. Chairman, they are all 
temporary because they are all designated appointments. They 
go to those appointments by designation by the President. 

The CuarrMan. | see. 

General WensinGER. And they don’t hold those appointments. 

The Cuairman. Of course, they don’t. It is a billet that they 
hold. 

General WensinGER. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. And when they have a particular billet why he has 
that right? 

General WensiNnGER. The law provides that they shall be desig- 
nated in accordance with jobs of utmost responsibility. And they 
shift around from time to time. 

Mr. Brooks. Will this bring about any increase in the number, 
either temporary or permanent of majors, of brigadiers? 

General WENSINGER. No, sir; this will not increase the overall 
strength of our general officers. 

Mr. Brooks. Aren’t you going to be out of proportion? 

General WeENsINGER. It will not increase any of our officer strength. 

Mr. Brooks. Aren’t you going to be out of proportion with 5 
lieutenant generals? How many major generals will you have? 

General WENsINGER. No, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. How many are there? 

General WENSINGER. Sorry, sir? 

Mr. Brooxs. How many major generals do you have today? 

General WensinGER. Twenty-one. 

Mr. Brooks. Twenty-one; 5 to 21 is about the correct ratio. 

General WrENSINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. What about brigadiers, brigadier generals? 

General WENSINGER. Let’s see, 27, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Twenty-seven. 

General WeENSINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Don’t you have too few brigadier generals? 

General WenstnGer. Too few, sir? 
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Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

General WensinGer. No, sir;I think not. You see, I came up here 
several years ago and placed our permanent general officers on a 50-50 
basis, which gave us 16 of each, for a total of 32. but during the 
emergency we have gone up to 54 general officers, in view of the 
increase in the Marine Corps, itself. 

The CHarRMAN. You see, the question raised by what you have just 
previously said, it all depends upon certain billets, and when you get 
certain billets you carry certain rank; is that it? 

General Wensincer. I didn’t hear you. 

The CHarrMan. All right. It wasn’t much anyway. [Laughter.] 

All right. 

Mr. Buanprorp. The answer is “Yes,’”’ Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHarrRMAN. I can hardly understand myself, I can’t blame 
you for not understanding it. [Laughter.] 

I do understand this, that this bill is to delete the word “‘two’’ and 
substitute the word “‘five.”” Any objection to favorable consideration 
of this bill, H. R. 7028? 

(No response. ) 

The CHatrRMAN. Without objection, the bill will be favorably 
reported and I ask Mr. Wickersham to report the bill. 

Now members of the committee, I think for the time being that 
disposes of everything before the committee. 

Mr. Smart. Not quite. 

The CHatrrMaAn. Now, I am not going to call the committee again 
until probably the last week in the month. 

Do you have any more work for the committee? 

Mr. Smart. Mr. -Brooks is sitting tomorrow on two relatively 
important bills. J hope vou might have another meeting op the 19th, 
and that that might be the final meeting. 

The CuHarrMan. All right. I want to thank Mr. Kilday for the 
splendid work he did in cleaning up his committee. Mr. Durham 
finished his and Mr. Brooks will be through this week. 

We will recess. 

(Whereupon, at 11:25 a. m. the committee adjourned.) 
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[No. 32] 
SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON H. R. 4229 






Hovuse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
SuBCOMMITTEE No. 2 OF THE 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 

Washington, D. C., Monday, July 18, 1956. 
The committee met at 10 a. m., the Honorable Paul J. Kilday 
(subcommittee chairman) presiding. 
Mr. Kixipay. The committee will now come to order. 
We will take up H. R. 4229, to provide running mates for certain 
Staff Corps officers in the naval services, and for other purposes. 
(The bill referred to is as follows:) 


[H. R. 4229, 84th Cong. Ist. sess.] 





A BILL To provide running mates for certain staff corps officers in the naval service, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That paragraph (3) of section 311 (d) of the Officer 
Personnel Act of 1947, as amended, is further amended by— 

(a) inserting in the first sentence after the comma which follows the 
parenthetical phrase “(Public Law 347, Seventy-ninth Congress)” the words 
“or the Act of August 13, 1946 (ch. 962, 60 Stat. 1057), and except those 
appointed from graduates of the United States Naval Academy,”; and 

(b) substituting a colon for the period at the end of the paragraph and 
adding the following: ‘‘Provided further, That each officer appointed in the 

rade of ensign in the Navy under the Act of August 13, 1946 (ch. 962, 60 
Stat. 1057), or upon graduation from the United States Naval Academy who 
is serving as an Officer in a staff corps at the time of his promotion to lieutenant 
(junior grade) shall, upon promotion, be assigned as his running mate the 
line lieutenant (junior grade) with date of rank in the same calendar year 
who would be next senior to him had the officer of the staff corps been origi- 
nally appointed to the grade of ensign in the line and continued to serve as a 
line officer to the date of his promotion to lieutenant (junior grade) or if there 
be no such officer the line officer who would have been next junior.” 

Src. 2. Each officer of a staff corps, who is a graduate of the United States 
Naval Academy or who was appointed as an ensign under the Act of August 13, 
1946 (ch. 962, 60 Stat. 1057), and who prior to the effective date of this Act, was 
assigned a running mate in the grade of lieutenant (junior grade) under paragraph 
(3) of section 311 (d) of the Officer Personnel Act of 1947, as amended, shall have 
assigned as his running mate, in the grade in which he is serv ing on the effective 
date of this Act, the line officer who would have been his running mate in that 
grade had paragraph (3) of section 311 (d) been amended as provided in section 1 
of this Act prior to the date upon which he was assigned a running mate in the 
grade of lieutenant (junior grade). 

Sec. 3. No back pay or allowances shall accrue to any officer of the naval 
service as the result of the enactment of this Act. 


Mr. Kiupay. I believe that Admiral Perry is here as a witness. 
You have a prepared statement, I understand. 
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STATEMENT OF REAR ADM. JOHN R. PERRY, CEC, UNITED STATES 
NAVY 


Admiral Perry. If you do not mind, I would like to read it because 
I have a very intense interest in. this particular piece of legislation. 

As you know, I am the Chief of the Navy’s Bureau of Yards and 
Docks, but there are possibly a lot of people that do not understand 
that I am also Chief of Navy’s civil engineers. 

In. the capacities mentioned I have a responsibility to maintain a 
sufficient number of adequately trained officers to provide a nucleus 
to carry out the mission of the Bureau of Yards and Docks and the 
Civil Engineer Corps. I also have a responsibility to promote con- 
ditions conducive to the high morale which prompts conscientious 
and wholehearted work participation on the part of our officers. 

For these reasons I am vitally interested in the enactment of the 
proposed legislation contained in H. R. 4229, as I believe this bill will 
eliminate the inequities which have contributed to poor morale and 
costly resignations of extensively trained and highly competent staff 
corps officers who have been adversely affected by the existing running 
mate assignment methods contained in the Officer Personnel Act of 
1947, as amended. 

Junior officers, just reaching their productive stage in the Navy 
civil engineering profession, have cited as reason for resigning the 
fact that they were selected into the corps and subsequently were 
assigned line running mates who were far below them by order of 
merit among their graduating classmates. Such resignations and 
related inquiries have brought out the fact that officers who are 
appointed ensign in the staff corps on graduation, or who are selected 
for transfer from the line to the staff corps while in the rank of ensign, 
may find themselves upon promotion to lieutenant (junior grade), 
far junior or far senior to graduating classmates of practically equal 
order of merit position. For the majority of those who transferred 
from the line to the Civil Engineer Corps the transfer has been 
accompanied by a serious loss of precedence. Those who gained 
precedence by transfer did so without merit. 

Extreme examples of the working of the existing running mate 
assignment system are (1) the No. 1 academic honor graduate of a 
Naval Academy class of over 800 graduates was selected for transfer 
to the staff corps as an ensign and was assigned a line running mate in 
the lower half of his class upon being promoted to lieutenant (junior 

rade) in the Civil Engineer Corps. (2) Another officer standing 
ess than one-sixth of the way down the order of merit list of the 
same graduating class was assigned a line running mate who was 
junior to the last man of the class. 

Under the running-mate principle of promotion of staff corps 
officers, a staff corps officer is eligible for promotion and if selected, 
is promoted at the same time and with the same date of rank as 
his line officer running mate. 

The line officers who have been selected for promotion are promoted 
with effective dates of rank in order of seniority as vacancies occur. 
It is possible for a group of line officers who were originally commis- 
sioned on the same date to be promoted to the next higher rank with 
new dates of rank of the individual officers spread over several months. 
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The probability of such occurring increases as the officers are promoted 
to higher ranks. 

Thus a staff corps officer who stood first in his Naval Academy class 
and transferred to a staff corps while an ensign, and had assigned as 
his running mate a line officer who was in the middle of the Academy 
Class, must, for each and every promotion, wait until sufficient 
vacancies have occurred to allow for the promotion of all those selected 
from the upper half of his Academy class before he who had been 
No. 1 man of the class is promoted. Whereas, if the No. 2 man of 
the same class transferred to the staff corps after being promoted to 
lieutenant (junior grade) in the line, the promotions of that No. 2 
man would be effected no later than those of his most senior classmate 
who remained in the line, and who for the purpose of this example 
might well be the third highest man of that class. Situations similar 
to these illustrated have occurred. 

It is apparent that unless such evident injustice is corrected, all 
staff officers adversely affected will suffer in promotional opportunities 
throughout their career in the Navy. It is also apparent that the 
Civil Engineer Corps will have difficulty attracting young officers of 
top caliber if they are to be liable to such precedence losses. 

Prompted by a desire to amend the Officer Personnel Act of 1947 to 
correct the above-mentioned inequities, the Department of the Navy 
sponsored a legislative proposal which was approved by the Depart- 
ment of Defense and included in that Department’s legislative program 
for 1955. This legislative item has been introduced in the House as 
H. R. 4229 which is before this committee today. I strongly urge the 
enactment of the bill under consideration which will provide seriously 
needed legislation for the Regular Navy. 

Present here today is Comdr. D. C. Kirk, USN, a representative 
of the Chief of Naval Personnel. Commander Kirk is prepared to 
discuss the proposed legislation in more detail. 

Mr. Kiupay. I suppose that we should inquire of the Bureau of 

Personnel as to how this happens, why, and what we should do to 
correct it. 
Admiral Perry. I think it would be more appropriate for them to 
give the answer to that, Mr. Kilday. As I stated at the beginning of 
my statement, I have a personal interest in this because it has affected 
the people over whom I exercise immediate jurisdiction, you might 
say, and it has affected them adversely. 

Mr. Kitpay. With the current competition for engineering per- 
sonnel particularly, I would think that it does handicap you seriously. 

Admiral Perry. It really does. 

Mr. Buanprorp. How many officers do you assume would be 
affected by this legislation? 

Admiral Perry. I think that the Bureau of Personnel could more 
appropriately answer this because it affects not only the Civil Engineer 
Corps but also the Supply Corps. 

Mr. Buanprorp. In a nutshell, what happens is this: An individual 
who goes into the staff corps as a civil engineer, ensign, or in the 
| Supply Corps as an ensign, runs immediately into the so-called fan- 
ning process by which he is assigned a running-mate, and then you 
start working on proportions, numerators, and denominators, and come 
up with his position as a staff corps officer. 

Admiral Perry. That is right. 

















oom ine Sehr as 


> Uh Fy Ry 


4422 


Mr. BuanpForp. As the result of these fantastic portions that I 
will not attempt to describe, it is quite possible for a man who has been 
at the top of his class to find himself extremely junior to somebody 
to whom he was extremely senior while he was in the Naval Academy 
upon graduation. 

Admiral Perry. That is correct. 

Mr. Buanprorp. And that follows him for the rest of his career? 

Admiral Perry. It never changes. 

Mr. BLanprorp. I suppose that he could lose as much as a year 
upon eligibility for promotion, and perhaps if promotions are stag- 
nated or slowed down it would even be compounded further? Is 
that right? 

Admiral Perry. It very well could be, sir. In the lower ranks I 
do not think that it would make too much difference. 

Mr. BLanprorp. But when you start going up to the grade of 
commander and captain, it really starts having its effect? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, and it could affect him not only with regard 
to his promotion, but as you can well see, if his promotion is delayed, 
he is money out of pocket as well. 

Mr. Kiztpay. We will now hear from Commander Kirk. 


STATEMENT OF COMDR. D. C. KIRK, UNITED STATES NAVY, 
REPRESENTING THE CHIEF OF NAVAL PERSONNEL 


Commander Kirx. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, 
I have a prepared statement that I would like to introduce in the 
record, if 1 may, sir, and then I would like to speak extemporaneously. 
I think that I can give you a clear explanation of what this bill does 
and why it is required. 

Mr. Kitpay. That will be satisfactory. Without objection, the 
statement will be included in the record at this point. 


STATEMENT OF DEPARTMENT OF THE Navy WITNESS ON H. R. 4229, a Britt To 


PROVIDE RUNNING Mates For CERTAIN Starr Corps OFFICERS IN THE NAVAL 
SERVICE 


Mr. Chairman and members of the subcommittee, the Department of the Navy 
appreciates the consideration being given to H. R. 4229, a bill which would 
remedy inequities in the assignment of precedence to certain officers of the staff 
corps of the Navy. Staff corps officers are not assigned running mates until they 
have been temporarily promoted to lieutenant (junior grade). At that time 
running mates are assigned to those staff corps officers who have been promoted 
from ensign. The assignment of running mates is made in accordance with the 
so-called “‘fanning principle’’ which is outlined in section 311 (d) (3) of the Officer 
Personnel Act of 1947. That subsection provides for the application of a mathe- 
matical formula to determine which lieutenant (junior grade) of the line who has 
a date of rank in the same calendar year as a particular staff corps officer shall be 
his running mate. The formula was designed to assure that upon this original 
assignment of running mates the staff corps officers so promoted would acquire 
such precedence as would assure that they would be uniformly distributed with 
reference to the year group of line officers from which their running mates were 
assigned. Application of the formula does not disturb the relative precedence, 
one to another and within a particular staff corps, of those graduates of the Naval 
Academy or Holloway plan officers who were originally appointed ensigns in that 
staff corps or who transferred thereto in the grade of ensign. It does, however, 
result, in very many instances, in the assignment of a line officer as a running mate 
who upon graduation was much lower in the order of merit of all graduates com- 
missioned ensign in a particular year than was the staff corps officer for whom he 
was assigned as running mate. 
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The formula provides that the running mate of each such staff corps officer 
shall be that officer whose numerical position among line lieutenants (junior grade) 
with date of rank in the same calendar year is nearest to the number produced by 
multiplying the numerical position of the staff corps officer among lieutenants 
(junior grade) with date of rank in that year in his own staff corps by a fraction. 
The numerator of that fraction is the number of such line lieutenants (junior 
grade) and the denominator is the number of such officers in the staff corps. This 
apparently involved calculation and the inequitable result which it can produce 
can best be demonstrated by assuming a hypothetical situation. 

Let us assume that there are 200 such line officers from among whom running 
mates of lieutenants (junior grade) of a particular staff corps may be assigned. 
There are 20 such staff corps officers. Thus the fraction by which the numerical 
position of the staff corps officer within his corps must be multiplied is 200 over 20 
or the whole number of 10. As a result the numerical position of the running 
mate assigned to the No. 1 officer among the staff corps officers would be the 
No. 10 man among the group of line offteers involved; that of the No. 2 staff 
officer would be No. 20 among the line officers and so on. The inherent inequity 
which can result is evident when it is seen that the No. 20 man among the staff 
corps officers will be assigned as a running mate the bottom man among the 200 
l ne officers. This is true even though that sta‘f corps officer may on graduation 
have been well above the middle of the order of merit of all officers graduated and 
commissioned as ensigns in the calendar year of his graduation. 

Paragraph (6) of section 311 (d) provides that a line officer who transfers 
from the line to a staff corps while serving in the grade of lieutenant (junior grade) 
or above shall upon his transfer have assigned as a running made the line officer 
immediately senior to him at the time of transfer. Thus such an officer, when 
he becomes a staff corps officer, maintains his position among all officers who 
were graduated in the same year. The effect of this procedure as compared 
to the application of the fanning principle to the officer who was originally 
appointed an ensign in the staff corps or who transferred to the corps in that 
grade can again be best demonstrated by a hypothetical case. 

Assume that an officer of the same year group as that discussed above was 
No. 101 in that group of 200 line officers while serving as a lieutenant (junior 
grade) in the line. Upon his transfer to the staff corps he would be assigned as 
running mate the No. 100 man of that group. Even though he may upon 
graduation have occupied a position in order of merit lower than the officer who 
is No. 20 among the staff corps lieutenants (junior grade), he must be assigned 
as a running made a line officer who is higher in lineal position than the running 
mates of any of the last 10 staff corps officers in the hypothetical group which 
has been presented for purposes of demonstration. 

To dispel any feeling that the hypothetical situation presents a distorted 
picture it may be stated that the graduates of each vear from the Naval Academy 
and from other institutions who are offered commissions in the Civil Engineer 
Corps or in the Supply Corps as ensigns are frequently from among the upper 
half of that vear’s order of merit. 

From the foregoing it appears that the staff corps officer who was either origi- 
nally commissioned in the grade of ensign in his corps or who transferred from the 
line to that corps in that grade, has a twofold complaint: 

(a) He may have lost precedence as related to the line running mate 
assigned to an extent which could result in his being outside of a promotion 
zone in which he would otherwise be, and thus have lost promotional oppor- 
tunity, an incubus which in the absence of remedial legislation would con- 
tinue throughout his career; and 

(b) He may now be junior to a former line officer contemporary who 
delayed his transfer to the same staff corps until he had attained the grade of 
lieutenant (junior grade) although upon graduation he was far senior to 
such officer in order of merit. 

While the establishment of the fanning principle is considered to have been 
sound in concept, as a part of an overall promotional system, it is considered that 
the detrimental effects on staff corps personnel which have resulted from its 
application outweigh its basic virtues when applied to officers who have started 
their naval careers with an established relative precedence with respect to grad- 
uates of the same calendar year and who have suffered, or may suffer, some loss 
of promotional opportunity or in lineal position within their own corps by reason 
of its application. 

H. R. 4229 would achieve its purposes by excluding Naval Academy graduates 
and officers appointed ensign under the provisions of Public Law 729 of the 79th 
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Congress from the fanning provisions of section 311 (d) (3) of the Officer Person- 
nel Act and by providing that such officers should be assigned running mates in 
accordance with their position in order of merit upon graduation. It would 
provide for the reassignment of running mates in accordance with that principle 
to those staff officers who have herctofore been “fanned” when assigned running 


mates. 

Mr. Kitpay. We will be glad to hear from you in your own way. 

Commander Kirk. Thank you, sir. 

The Officer Personnel Act of 1947 requires that a lineal arrangement 
of line officers, and of officers in the staff corps, be prepared when these 
officers are promoted to lieutenant (junior grade) or then by what we 
call the fanning principle the staff corps officers are equally propor- 
tioned among line officers. 

In the Civil Engineering Corps and Supply Corps, most of the input 
is from Naval Academy and NROTC officers. These officers have a 
lineal position based upon 4 years of academic standing, and this is 
known to them, and it fits them in among the line officers on the basis 
of that standing, but this fanning principle—this equal apportion- 
ment—then requires their lineal position be changed, either up or 
down, and the condition that Admiral Perry spoke of is further com- 
plicated by all the input into a staff corps not being from those sources. 

This bill then takes the Civil Engineering Corps and Supply Officers 
Corps, and who have a lineal position on their 4 years of academic 
work, and restores that to them for the officers who have previously 
been appointed in the 2 corps, and provides in the future they not be 
fanned but they be assigned a running mate based on their academic 
standing. It is really complicated by the fact there is a formula in the 
bill which almost defies explanation, but I will be happy to answer any 
questions that you have. 

Mr. Kiupay. First of all, the promotion from ensign is automatic? 

Commander Kirk. Yes. 

Mr. Kiupay. So your difficulty arises after he has become a lieuten- 
ant (junior grade) 

Commander Kirk. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kiupay. And upon becoming a lieutenant (junior grade) he is 
then assigned his running mate? 

Commander Krrk. Yes. 

Mr. Kripay. Could you tell us just how you pick the individual who 
is going to be the running mate under the formula provided? 

Commander Kirk. Suppose that there are 200 line officers and 20 
staff corps officers who have been appointed lieutenant (junior grade) 
in a given calendar year. The formula then requires that the No. 1 
man in the group of 20 be assigned the No. 10 man in the group of 200, 
and each succeeding staff corps officer in order of seniority be assigned 
an officer 10 numbers junior in the line. If the No. 20 man in the 
staff corps was the No. 40 man in the line, he will end up with No. 
200 man in the line as his running mate. 

Mr. Kixpay. Does the personnel act itself provide that the No. 10 
man is the running mate of the high man? 

Mr. BLanprorp. No,sir. It is based upon whatever the numerator 
and denominator turn out to be. The number of staff corps officers 
determines the denominators and the line officers determine the 
numerator. 
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Commander Kirk. The ratio of the number of staff corps officers 
to “ number of line officers determines how far apart they will be 
spread. 

Mr. Kixpay. Rather than any arbitrary number? 

Commander Kirk. That is correct. 

Mr. Kitpay. How are you going to change that? Is he going to 
maintain his order of precedence on becoming a first lieutenant as he 


-had as an ensign? 


Commander Krrx. It would be more proper to say that he is going 
to maintain the order of precedence that he would have had had he 
been a line officer, and many of these officers were line officers. This 
affects, however, only those officers who were Naval Academy 
graduates, or NROTC graduates who did in fact have a lineal position 
among the line officers based on their academic standing. 

Mr. Huppueston. The amount of staff corps officers would be 
integrated as far as promotion is concerned; in other words, they 
would maintain their same relative position that they had at gradua- 
tion? 

Commander Kirx. Correct. 

Mr. Huppueston. So they would not be penalized in the future? 

Commander Krrx. Yes. 

Mr. Muuuer. In the case of which Admiral Perry spoke, where the 
top man in the class went into the Engineering Corps, instead of being 
integrated No. 10 he would be integrated with the first man in the 
line who would be the man next junior to him in the Academy. 

Commander Kirk. And in the case that the Admiral cited, in 
that particular year we had taken into the Civil Engineering Corps 
other officers earlier in the year than the Naval Academy class 
graduated. These officers in the Engineering Corps were senior to 
the top man in the Naval Academy class, and properly so, so when the 
fanning formula was applied the No. 1 Naval Academy graduate was 
dropped, not down to No. 10 but in the bottom half of his class. 

Mr. Kiupay. I thought he cited a case where he ranked just below 
the last man. 

Commander Kirk. That was his second example. 

Mr. Bennett. May I ask why it is they make any distinction 
between staff officers and civil-engineering officers and so forth? 
Why not have all naval officers together? 

ommander Kirk. Our promotions are based on the line authorized 
strength, sir. The number of staff corps officers whom a line officer 
is the running mate for, is immaterial in promotions. In other words, 
we need a certain number of line officers, and the staff corps, in 
support of the line—because of the way the Officer Personnel Act is 
written—have equal opportunities for promotion. Why do we fan 
these officers in? The reason we do that is in order to provide an 
orderly flow of promotions in the staff corps, not only equitable but 
orderly. If we commissioned all of our doctors in August we would 
not want to make the doctors wait a full year until the bottom man 
\- ca Naval Academy class is promoted before we can promote any 
of them. 

Mr. Buanprorp. The answer to the question is that the whole 
system has been developed as a method of protecting the staff corps 
officers. The theory was if a staff corps officer was competing with 
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a line officer on a single lineal list for competition for promotion, he 
would not have much chance. Therefore, they devised this very 
workable system, as complicated as it is, which is confusing and very 
difficult for people to understand, but nevertheless it does guarantee 
staff corps officers eligibility for consideration for promotion at a time 
when their running mate in the line is considered. If we did not 
have that system, we would run into charges, as we have in the past, 
of the line getting all the promotions and the staff getting no promo- 
tions. This is a system devised to guarantee the staff they will be 
eligible for and considered for promotion, and will be considered 
separately for promotion, and the ratio of promotion will be somewhat 
in proportion to the ratio of promotion for the line. 

Mr. Kiipay. The running mate system was recognized and carried 
forward in the Officer Personnel Act of 1947, but it developed over a 
long period of time and was not created by the personnel act? 

Commander Kirk. That is correct. 

Mr. Kitpay. And this is a place in the personnel act where you have 
discovered an inequity that you seek to correct? 

Commander Kirk. That is correct. 

Mr. Bares. As I understand this, this will affect Naval Academy 
graduates and those from NROTC? 

Commander Kirx. Those are the only ones whose positions will be 
changed, but because we will be required to refan the other officers 
their positions may change slightly, sir. 

Mr. Bares. In other words, the only ones to get a fanning under 
this will be the Reserve officers? 

Commander Kirx. We do not fan Reserve officers. This is 
applicable only to the Regular officers. The only people—— 

Mr. Bares. I am talking about the Reserve officers who become 
integrated. 

Commander Krrx. They are already exempt by the act from fan- 
ning in the same fashion that we are asking to exempt Naval Academy 
and NROTC officers. The act specifically exempts them from 
fanning, and they come straight across in their Reserve positions, sir. 

Mr. Bares. And they retain their lineal position? 

Commander Kirk. Yes. 

Mr. Bares. In the same rank they had when they were reservists? 

Commander Kirk. Correct, sir. 

Mr. Huppieston. Under H. R. 4229, if the top 10 men in the 
graduating class of Annapolis went into the Civil Engineering Corps, 
it might conceivably happen that you would have a disproportionate 
number of promotions in the staff with relation to the line? 

Commander Kirk. That is correct. We see no particular problem 
there. We do not object too much to that, sir. We would rather 
have them promoted and stay with us for a career than to be fanned 
down and thus resign. 

Mr. Huppueston. If the bottom 10 men in the Annapolis class 
went into the Civil Engineering Corps you could have a dispropor- 
tionate promotion of line officers. It could work both ways? 

Commander Kirk. Right. 

Mr. Bates. What happens to those who already have lineal posi- 
tions, higher positions than they would get under this bill? 

Commander Kirk. This act would require us to restore them to 
their old positions, move them down. 
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Mr. Bates. Some will drop down the line under this bill? 

Commander Kirk. Correct, sir. This is a bill which pushes people 
up who have been in effect penalized, and brings down the people 
who have received the benefits of the fanning principle. 

Mr. Bares. And everyone is for this bill in the Defense Depart- 
ment except those that will be slid down the chute? 

Commander Kirk. I know of no objection to the bill, sir. 

Mr. Buanprorp. Why is the bill an amendment simply to title 
III of the Officer Personnel Act? 

Commander Kirx. I cannot answer the question. I am sure that 
you know more about title III than I do. 

Mr. Buanprorp. I am just wondering whether 5 or 10 years from 
now we will have to do the same thing under title II. That is the 
reason that I asked the question. 

Commander Krrx. I cannot answer the question. 

Mr. BLanpForp. It is not important. 

Mr. Kitpay. We thank you very much for your appearance, 
Commander. 


(Whereupon, the committee proceeded to other business.) 
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FULL COMMITTEE HEARING ON H. R. 1516, H. R. 5738, H. R. 4229, 
H. R. 7301, S. 1271, S. 1272, H. R. 2430, MISCELLANEOUS REAL 


ESTATE PROJECTS 
House oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Tuesday, July 19, 1955. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., the Honorable Cari Vinson, chair- 
man, presiding. 

The CHarrMaNn. Let the committee come to order. 

We will try to get a quorum in here while we are considering these 
bills, and before we take a final vote. 

The first bill we take up is H. R. 1516, that the President is hereby 
authorized to present in the name of the Congress the Distinguished 
Flying Cross to Col. Bennett Hill Griffin in recognition of his meri- 
torious achievements and contributions toward the advancement of 
the science of aerial flight. 

What are the facts in connection with this bill? 

Mr. Brooks. That is Mr. Wickersham’s bill, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Wickersham 

Mr. WickersHam. Mr. Chairman, this bill was reported out by the 
subcommittee and the full committee and the House last year. It 
failed in the last days of the session to get by the Senate. 

Col. Bennett Hill Griffin is the Director of the National Airport 
here. He was the one, as you recall, who made the famous flight to 
Germany back in 1932. He was an aerial leader in World War ‘T and 
World War II, and he was the one who set up the Second Ope rational 
Training Command of the Air Tr ansport Command. Later he became 
a field inspector. 

He has been a Government aeronautical inspector. He is one of 
the aeronautical development experts. He is the Director of the 
Civil Aeronautics Standardization Center. And he has been the 
outstanding leader in the field of aviation for years. 

There are six precedents for this type of bill: The Distinguished 
Flying Cross was awarded by Congress to Amelia Earhart for her 
flight from Newfoundland to Cleveland; to Wiley Post and Harold 
Gatty for their round-the-world flight; to Russell Boardman and John 
Polando for their nonstop flight from New York to Tur key—— 

Mr. Gavin. I can’t hear the gentleman. Will you talk louder? 

Mr. WickersHam. There are six precedents for this type of bill 

This bill was reported out last year by the subcommittee, the full 
committee and by Congress, but failed to pass the Senate. 

The bill has a favorable report from the Department and the 
Bureau of the Budget. They suggest that we make one amendment, 
which would provide an accompanying ribbon to Col. Bennett Hill 
iy for recognition of his extraordinary achievements in aerial 

ight. 
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Mr. Rivers. (Aside) 

Mr. WickersHAM. Mr. Chairman, there is no objection. It was 
reported out unanimously. I move favorable consideration. 

The CHarrMan. Let there be order now, please. 

Go ahead, Mr. Wickersham. 

Mr. WickersHam. I yield for a question to Mr. Ducander 

The CHarrMANn. Wait one minute. Did you finish your statement? 

Mr. WickEerRsHAM. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Mr. Devereux. 

Mr. Devereux. Why do they want to amend this with an ac- 
companying ribbon? What significance does that have? 

Mr. WickersHAM. The Department felt—in accordance with the 
advice of the Department of the Air Force, the subcommittee amended 
the bill so that it could be made and would be made in recognition of 
Col. Bennett Hill Griffin’s achievements in aerial flight. Although 
Colonel Griffin’s administrative contributions to the Air Force have 
been outstanding, it was considered more appropriate that the Dis- 
tinguished Flying Cross be awarded in recognition of his aerial flight 
achievements, and particularly for his record-transoceanic flight, 
nonstop flight from North America to Berlin, Germany. 

That was a suggested amendment made by the Air Force. 

Mr. Dreverevx. If the gentleman will yield. 

Mr. WickrersHAM. Yes. 

Mr. Devereux. I say, why do you say with accompanying ribbon? 

Mr. WickersHaM. Well, that was made at the suggestion of the 
Air Force. I will yield to the gentleman to explain that, the gentleman 
from Maryland. 

Mr. Price. I thought the ribbons were an automatic thing. 

Mr. Ducanper. (Aside to Mr. Devereux). 

The CHarrMANn. Read the recommendation from the Department. 
Let’s see what the letter from the Department has to say. 

Mr. DucanpeEn. I will have to get the report. 

The Cuarrman. Get the letter. 

Mr. Price. I thought the ribbons were automatic. 

Mr. WickersHam. Mr. Chairman, this is just a technical amend- 
ment offered by the Air Force. 

The CuarrMan. Let’s see what the letter from’ the Department 
says about it. 

Mr. Price. Maybe these Air Force officers could explain the custom 
on the ribbons. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Ducander, what did the Department say? 
Read the Department’s letter. 

Mr. DucanpeEr (reading): 





Reference is made to your request for comments of the Department of Defense 
on H. R. 1516, 84th Congress, a bill to authorize the President of the United 
States to present the Distinguished Flying Cross to Col. Bennett Hill Griffin. 
The Secretary of Defense has delegated the responsibility of reply to the Depart- 
ment of the Air Force. 

The bill, if enacted, would authorize the President to present in the name of 
the Congress the Distinguished Flying Cross to Col. Bennett Hill Griffin in recog- 
nition of his meritorious achievements and contributions toward the advancement 
of the science of aerial flight. Colonel Griffin has had a long and illustrious career 
in both civil and military aviation. An especially noteworthy feat was his 
nioneering, record-breaking flight from America to Berlin, Germany, in 1932. 

le is, at present, the Administrator of the Washington National Airport. 

The Department of the Air Force concurs in the desire to award the Dis- 
tinguished Flying Cross to Colonel Griffin. This Department does, however, 
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suggest that the proposed bill be amended by striking out all words following the 
word ‘‘Cross” in line 4 and substituting the words ‘‘, with accompanying ribbon, 
to Col. Bennett Hill Griffin in recognition of his extraordinary achievements in 
aerial flight.” 


The CuarrMan. Then it will read “With the Distinguished Flying 
Ribbon’’? 

(Chorus of “Cross with ribbon’’.) 

The CuarrMan. “Distinguished Flying Cross with ribbon.’ 

Now, what is the precedent in regard to legislation of this kind? 
You say how many cases for which bills have been passed, Mr. 
Wickersham? 

Mr. WickersHAM. Six of them. 

The CuarrMan. Now, who are they? 

Mr. WickersHaAM. The six are Amelia Earhart for the flight from 
Newfoundland to Ireland; to Wiley Post and Harold Gatty for the 
round-the-world flight; to Russell Boardman and John Polando for 
the nonstop flight from New York to Turkey; and in the 82d Congress 
to Col. Roscoe Turner. 

The CuarrMan. Now, of course we all recognize the fact that the 
Department has this authority, does it not, anyhow? 

Mr. DucanpeEr. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMAan. Why can’t the Department give a man a ribbon 
or a medal for Gubakenitine performance? 

Mr. Bianprorp. i think the Department—If you are asking me, 
Mr. Chairman, I think the Department could give him some type of 
a medal, but the Distinguished Flying Cross would have to be given 
to a man on active duty. I imagine this man was not in an active- 
duty status when he flew. 

Mr. Ducanper. He wasn’t. 

Mr. BLanprorpD. So I assume this is in the nature of a civilian 
award. So it takes an act of Congress to do it, to give him a Dis- 
tinguished Flying Cross. 

he CHarrMAN. Now, there is another thought running through my 
mind. Whenever the Congress bestows upon anyone any distin- 
guished medal, it also carries with it, in certain instances, I know, the 
privilege of the floor of the House. 

Mr. BLanpForpb. That is the Congressional, I believe. I am not 
sure. I think it is just the Congressional Medal. 

The CHarrMAN. Anyhow, it is recommended by the Department. 

Without objection, the amendment will be agreed to. And in 
view of the fact that the bill has been previously reported by the com- 
mittee, without objection, the bill will be favorably reported as 
amended. Mr. Wickersham will report the bill. 

The CuarrMaNn. You have a quorum here now? 

Mr. Smart. Not quite. 

The CuHarrMan. Well, we will have to hold that up until a quorum 
gets here. All right, no quorum is in. 

Now, the next bill is H. R. 5738, by Mr. Durham. 

Is Mr. Durham here? 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, Subcommittee No. 1 handled that 
bill. Mr. Durham is down in North Carolina. I know there is 
no objection from him to taking the matter up at this time. And 
itis an important bill. It is one of these bills that I think will ac tually 
save the United States Government some money. 
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Also, it would promote the efficiency of the Air Force and the 
Army Air. 

This bill would provide that active flying training might be given 
in the ROTC schools as a part of the ROTC—Air ROTC course. 

Under the terms of this bill, the ROTC can make a contract with 
local schools, flying schools, for the purpose of giving these trainees 
the maximum number of 35 hours’ training in the ROTC, in pre- 
liminary flight training; that is, with these little puddle jumpers, 
giving the men the feel of actually flying in the air. 

Now, they contend—and I think it is true, from what I know 
personally—that some 21 percent of the trainees are washed out 
because they are not fitted for flying purposes, but they are not 
washed out until after they have started flying the training. And the 
average they spend on these people that are washed out is $1,600 
per person. 

Now, they spend totally on fliers, in training them, $44,000, and 
they lose in the basic flying class up to 8 percent of those that go in and 
start the basic training. So you can take a loss of $44,000 for every 
basic trainee who has been trained, who washes out because he is 
temperamentally or physically unsuited for flying. 

Likewise, you will save $1,600 for every one, ROTC man, who is 
washed out early and doesn’t go into the primary flying class where 
he later will be washed out because he will be temperamentally or 
physically unsuited for flying. 

This, as I say, would therefore make more efficient the handling of 
your primary and your basic flying schools when men do get into the 
actual service. 

It is a program that would be handled by the Air Force and the 
Air in the Army. 

It is estimated actually to cost for the fiscal year 1956, $1,850,000 
for the Department of the Air Force and $165,000 for the Department 
of the Army. 

I think that covers the fundamental features of the bill, except that 
I may say this, that if any of these students are injured in any way 
while in this flight training, these students will have recourse to the 
Federal employees’ compensation fund. And we establish the basis of 
the benefits as $150 a month. 

The CuarrMan. Is the bill recommended by the Department of 
Defense? 

Mr. Brooks. Very highly recommended by the Department of 
Defense. 

The CuarrMAN. What is the pleasure of the committee? 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. This latter provision regarding the availability of the 
Federal Employees Compensation Act would be in conflict with the 
bill which we passed on the floor last Wednesday. 

Mr. Devereux. Will the gentleman yield at that point? 

Mr. Barss. Yes. 

Mr. Devereux. I thought it woulda be, myself, but actually these 
ROTC students are civilians and they are not in service. 

Mr. Bares. Not in service at all? 

Mr. Brooks. No. 

Mr. Devereux. That is right. 
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Mr. Brooks. They are not military personnel until after they 
into the service itself. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there are a number of minor amendments that 
the committee offered. 

Mr. Ducander, do you want to explain each one of the amendments? 

Mr. DucanpeEr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Here is your paper. 

Mr. Ducanper. I have a copy, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Mr. Smart. A quorum is present. 

Mr. Ducanperr. The first amendment appears on page 2, line 1, 


C—O 


> 


following the word “may’’, insert the following: “for a period of four 
years after the effective date of this amendatory Act.” 

Mr. Brooks. That, Mr. Chairman, simply says that this progr am 
which is experimental, shall not last longer than 4 years. If it is 
satisfactory at that time, Congress can renew the program. 

The CHarrMAN. Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, under what base pay would they 
receive entitlement under the Federal Employees Compensation Act? 

Mr. Brooks. They are under a base of $150 if they are totally 
disabled —$150 per month. If they are partially disabled, it would 
be percentagewise, with that total base. 

Mr. Batrs. And if they get killed? 

Mr. Brooxs. They get paid under the provisions of the—that is, 
the survivors do 

Mr. Bares. Forty-five percent of their base pay, plus 15 percent 
for each child. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes, sections 6, 10, and 12. 

The CHarrMan. It says: 





The Federal Employees Compensation Act, as amended, applies in case of the 
disability or death of the following members of the Reserve Officers Training 
Corps of the Army, Navy, and Air Force. 

Mr. Bates. All right. 

The CHarrmMan. Read the next amendment. 

Mr. Ducanprr. On page 3, strike lines 6, 7, and 8 and insert in 
lieu thereof: “U. S. C. 1020b (a) or while traveling to or from that 
military training by Government vehicle or aircraft.” 

It is exactly the same language, but it is a typographical error. 
It had to be moved out to the margin. 

The CuHarrmMan. Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. Ducanperr. On page 3, line 10, and also on page 6, line 17, 
strike the words, “by public conveyance’”’ 

The CHarrMaANn. Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. Brooks. That was simply stricken out so the man could go in 
his own car for training. 

Mr. Ducanper. On page 3, line 23, strike the words, ‘“‘at Govern- 
ment expense” 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. Ducanper. On page 

The CHarrMAN. Why not consider all the amendments en bloc? 
They have been considered by the subcommittee, and the sub- 
committee is unanimous in its recommendation. And are the amend- 
ments in accordance with the views of the Department? 

Mr. Brooks. They are. 
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Mr. DucanpbeEr. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Without objection, the bill will be favorably 
reported as amended. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, I thought you had written up 
another amendment; that we would have this annual report. 

Mr. Ducanper. | have that here, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. It is there, the annual report. 

Mr. Smarr. It will be part of it. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, all amendments are agreed to. 

Without objection, the bill will be reported as amended, and Mr. 
Brooks will report the bill. 

Now, he will have to get a rule in view of the fact that it is over the 
amount of money that the Consent Calendar deals with. So I 
suggest we get a rule. 

Now, members of the committee, before a few of you came in, we 
considered H. R. 1516. A quorum is now present. And without 
objection, H. R. 1516 is favorably acted upon as amended. 

The CHarrMan. Now, the next bill is H. R. 4229. 

Mr. Kiipay. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kitpay. This is a bill to change the present running mate 
system as to the staff corps. 

At the present time the Officers Personnel Act of 1947 provides for 
the assignment of a running mate to the staff corps members of the 
Navy when they become lieutenants (junior grade). 

Under the present provisions it developed that it results in an 
inequitable situation; that a man who may have come out of the 
Academy No. 1 in his class will pick up a running mate when he becomes 
a lieutenant (junior grade), who may be far down the lineal list, and 
from then on in his career he is tied to that running mate’s promotion. 
This would simply provide that he would maintain his position 
according to his position of precedence upon graduation from the 
Academy. That is only the staff corps and would apply to the 
graduates of the Naval Academy, so as to change the present system 
of assigning running mates. 

The CuarrMan. All staff corps officers have the line officer running 
mate? 

Mr. Kitpay. That is right. 

The CHarrman. All right. Without objection, the bill will be 
favorably reported. Mr. Kilday will report the bill. 

The CuarrMan. Now, the next bill is 7301. 

Now, is Mr. Byrd here? 

Mr. BLanpForD. No, sir. 

The CuHarrMAN. This is an important bill. Congressman Byrd of 
West Virginia has introduced this bill. It is a bill that seeks to dispose 
of the last remaining synthetic-rubber plant over in West Virginia. 

Mr. BLAnpDForp. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarrman. Now, Mr. Blandford, you have some favorable 
reports from the Department and from the Commission. 

Now, state what the bill does. 

Mr. BLanprorp. All right, sir. 

H. R. 7302 





The CHAIRMAN. Let there be order. 
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Mr. BLanpForp. Is modeled after the same law we passed recently 
to permit the sale of the Baytown plant. You will recall the Rubber 
Facilities Disposal Act set up a commission to take bids on the 
synthetic-rubber facilities. 

The CHarrRMAN. Now, wait 1 minute. 

Now, I would like for you to bring the committee up to date and 
tell them—When the Commission rejected Baytown, my recollection 
is that they only had an offer of about $3 million. 

Mr. BLAaNnDForpb. It was about $2,700,000 or $2,800,000 for Bay- 
town, and the Commission rejected it. 

The CHarrman. Then we passed Mr. Thomas’ bill, and it was 
given back to the Commission to sell, and they-——— 

Mr. BLanpForp. They sold it. 

The CuarrMan. And they just sold it for $7 million. 

Mr. Buianprorp. Seven-million- one-hundred - thousand-some-odd 
dollars. 

The CuarrMan. And that report was made here. 

Mr. BLanpForp. That was made some time ago, with regard to 
the sale to United Carbon. It was transferred yesterday. 

The CHarrMAN. This is the last plant that the Government owns. 
And we do own some tank cars. 

Mr. BLanprorp. They are in the process of negotiating for the sale 
of those now. 

The CuatrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Bianprorp. This Institute, W. Va., plant is known as a high- 
cost producer. It is a “hot”? rubber-only plant. In other words, 
they have never converted it for the manufacture of cold rubber. 
There are 3 units there, with a total annual capacity of 122,000 tons. 

The first bill introduced would have permitted the sale of Institute, 
for practical purposes, for its cannibalization. - However, the Depart- 
ment objected to that on the grounds that that 122,000 tons of capac- 
ity would be essential in time of war or national emergency, because 
we still do not have the capacity in this country to produce all of the 
rubber that we need in the event of war, should we sell the Institute 
plant and should the plant be cannibalized. And the Department 
objected to the bill on that ground. 

Thereafter, another bill was introduced, 7301, and a comparable 
bill in the Senate by Senator Kilgore, which will permit the Institute 
plant to be sold under the same terms as the Baytown plant. In 
other words, the Commission will continue in existence. They will 
take bids for 30 days, that is, advertise for bids for 30 days. They 
will then negotiate with the bidders for a period of 60 days. They 
must then submit their report to the Attorney General, who in 7 
days must come back with a reply to the Commission. They must 
then file the report with the Congress. And then the Congress has a 
30-day period in which to approve or disapprove the sale. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, the effect of this is merely giving 
a green light to the Commission to see if it can dispose of this plant. 

Mr. BuanpForp. Yes, sir, that is it exactly. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, the bill will be favorably 
reported. And I will report the bill. 

Mr. Duruam. Is there any thought that this would be used for 
the manufacture of rubber? 








4436 


Mr. BLtanprorp. It would have to be sold for the manufacture of 
synthetic rubber, subject to a 10-year national security clause, yes, 
sir. 

The Cuarrman. And this is the largest copolymer plant that was 
constructed. 

Now, the next bill is Senate—Mr. Durham, I didn’t know you had 
arrived here. But Mr. Brooks submitted your H. R. 5738. We 
acted favorably on that. 

Now, the next bill is Senate 1271, authorizing the appointment in 
a civilian position in the Department of Justice of Brigadier General 
Howard, United States Army, retired, and for other purposes. 

Now, who is here in regard to this bill? 

Mr. Smart. Well, Mr. Chairman, it is not a question of further 
testimony. You will recall that the committee approved both of 
these bills and reported them to the House and placed them on the 
Private Calendar; objected to and recommitted to the committee. 
So they remain unfinished business. 

The CHarrMan. These are the two Army officers that will be 
permitted to serve in the 

Mr. Smart. Immigration and Naturalization Service. 

Mr. Rivers. Air Force and Army. 

The Cuarrman,. All right. We will have to act on them so we can 
be in the parliamentary situation to get a rule. You can’t get it by 
unanimous consent. 

Without objection, the committee— 

Is Mr. Mollohan here? 

Mr. Smart. I talked to Mr. Molohan by phone this morning. He 
has another committee meeting. And he indicated to me that he 
simply couldn’t be here and he would just have to state his objections 
on the floor. 

The CuarrMan. Well, let’s call the roll. All in favor of Senate 1271 
will vote “‘ave’’ when your name is called, and all opposed, vote ‘‘no.”’ 

Cal] the roll. 

(Rolleall.) 

Mr. Smart. Mr. Chairman, on this vote there are 21 yeas and 
no nays. 

Mr. Rivers. We shut them out. 

The CHarrMAN. On this vote, the ayes are 21 and the nays are 
nothing. The bill is favorably reported. And I will report the bill. 
And I will go before the Rules Committee and try to get a rule. 

The general who is in charge of this has spoken to Mr. McCormack 
and others and they are very anxious that this matter be disposed of. 

Now, the same thing is in regard to General Partridge, Senate 1272. 

Call the roll on that one. 

(Rolleall.) 

Mr. Smart. Mr. Chairman, on this vote there are 20 yeas and 
no nays. 

The CuarrMan. The bill is favorably reported to the House, and 
I will report the bill. 

Now, the next one is Resolution—House Joint Resolution 261, 
authorizing the Secretary of the Army to make certain donations as 
may be available to the Citadel, Charleston, S. C. 

I understand there are some amendments to this bill; is that 
correct? 
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Mr. Keviener. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What are the amendments? 

Mr. Kevuener. On page 2, line 3, following the word “that’’, 
insert the following: ‘‘notwithstanding any other provision of law’’. 

Amend the title by striking out the word ‘“‘donations”’ and inserting 
in lieu thereof ‘‘transfers of supplies and equipment’’. 

The CHarrmMan. Do these amendments meet the views of the 
Department? 

Mr. Ke.uener. It is not indicated, sir, except in a general fashion 
in the report. 

The Cuarrman. Is the Department in favor of the bill? 

Mr. Ketuiener. Yes, sir, it appears to have no objection. 

The CuarrmMan. Any objection to the amendment? 

If not, the amendments are approved. 

What is the pleasure of the committee? 

Without objection, the resolution will be favorably acted upon as 
amended. 

Mr. Rivers, report the resolution. 

The CuarrMan. Now, the next matter— 

Before we get to a bill now, I would like for Mr. Rivers’ subcom- 
mittee to make a report on the acquisition and disposal. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, your Subcommittee on Real Estate 
met on July 13, 14, and 15 and considered 70 real estate projects. 
Of these, 60 were acquisitions, 6 disposals, and 4 classified construc- 
tion or other construction projects. 

The subcommittee recommends approval of 55 of the acquisitions 
and 4 of the disposals. In the case of the construction projects, its 
recommendation is that all of them be approved. 

In the process, the subcommittee passed over without prejudice 
4 Air Force acquisition projects and 1 Navy disposal project. It dis- 
approved 1 Navy disposal project and deferred action on 1 Navy 
acquisition project. 

hese projects are so numerous, as indicated by their very numbers, 
that I will not take the time of the committee to deal with them in 
detail. Suffice it to say that the recommendations made in this 
report, whether for approval, disapproval, or deferment, were unani- 
mous. We were fortunate in having, in addition to the regular Real 
Estate Subcommittee, the presence of our distinguished Chairman 
Vinson on 2 of the 3 days. 

I have prepared a supplement to this report which covers in detail 
each of the projects considered and the subcommittee’s recom- 
mendation with respect thereto. It is the subcommittee’s recom- 
mendation that this supplemental report be inserted in the record in 
lieu of detailed discussion of the individual projects at this time. 

One project, however, Mr. Chairman, I would like to describe to 
the committee because of its importance and the magnitude of the 
area to be acquired. This is Army Acquisition No. 86, which involves 
the acquisition of some 778,000 acres of land for the expansion of the 
Antiaircraft Artillery and Guided Missile Center at Fort Bliss, Tex. 
Of this acreage, 66,000 acres are privately owned, about 143,000 
acres are owned by the State of New Mexico, and 438,000 acres are 
public domain lands of the United States. 

The subcommittee held 3 hearings on this project here in Washing- 
ton, and 1 open public hearing at Alamogordo, N. Mex. The size of 
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the acquisition itself caused some concern to the membership of the 
subcommittee and the proposal was, therefore, gone into in great 
detail. It is believed that the recommendation which the subcom- 
mittee is making with respect to this project comes as close as is pos- 
sible to satisfying local interests, the State of New Mexico and the 
needs of the Department of the Army. 

The land will be used, for the most part, for the training of Nike 
battalions which will go there for periodic training. The recommenda- 
tion of the subcommittee is as follows: 

The Army will acquire full fee title to those private-owned lands 
which are now under voluntary option—this is approximately two- 
thirds of the privately owned lands—fee simple title or fee title less 
minerals to those privately owned lands not now under option—the 
determining factor in this case will be whether the owners wish to 
retain their minerals or not, and there is no evidence at this time as to 
whether they will wish to retain minerals—lastly, the State-owned 
lands will be exchanged for other comparable Government-owned 
lands in the State of New Mexico. 

As I say, the subcommittee ended its deliberations with no doubt 
in its mind that the property must be acquired for the training of the 
Nike battalions, and the subcommittee feels that it has been able to 
devise a plan of acquisition which is most acceptable to all interested 
parties. 

Mr. Chairman, I move a favorable report of the project. 

(The list of projects follows:) 


PROJECTS CONSIDERED ON JULY 13, 1955, AND RECOMMENDED FOR APPROVAL 


Ae Force Classified Construction Projects No. 7B, No. 31, No. 32, and No. 
7B.) 


Air Force acquisition projects 

No. 272.—New Castle County Airport, Del: Renewal of lease for fiscal year 
1956 together with the right to exercise renewal privileges granted therein to 
June 20, 1970; approximately 457 acres of land, and joint use of landing field, 
appurtenances and railroad spur track; $28,052 per annum. 

New Castle County Airport, located near Wilmington, Del., is owned by the 
Levy Court of New Castle County and is located in New Castle County. The 
airport and facilities are required for use in connection with the fighter deploy- 
ment program for the Wilmington, Del., area and for the training of Reserve 
Air Force components, and have been programed for continued use by the Air 
Force for an indefinite period. 

No. 278.—Document Service Center, Armed Services Technical Information 
Agency, and Air Force Reserve Center, Knott Buildings, Fourth and Main 

No. 275.—Orlando Air Force Base, Fla.: 99.09 acres fee acquisition. This 
property is required to protect Government-owned improvements constructed 
thereon and for base expansion. The land is part of a 255.07-acre area, contiguous 
to Orlando Air Force Base, which the Government now holds under condemnation 
lease-hold at an annual rental of $21,135. 

No. 281.—Lincoin Air Force Base, Nebr.: Fee acquisition in approximately 
147.92 acres, construction of family housing. There is a requirement for the con- 
struction of 400 family housing units for this facility at a total cost of approxi- 
mately $5,364,000, This family housing project, to be located adjoining the west 
boundary of the base, is needed to support two medium bomb wings and support- 
ing units of the Strategic Air Command. 

No. 282.—Dow Air Force Base, Maine: Family housing; 117 acres. This pro- 
posed acquisition of approximately 117 acres located about 1 mile northwest 
of the base is required for the construction of a 300-unit housing project authorized 
under title III of Public Law 765, 83d Congress. 

No. 283.—This project contemplates the leasing of 27,894 square feet of office 
space at an annual rental of $76,947 for the Air Force Academy construction 
agency and the architect-engineer firm of Skidmore, Owings & Merrill. This 
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project is recommended for approval on the basis that the architect-engineer fee 

will be reduced by the amount of $47,859, which represents the cost to the United 

oon 17,734 square feet of office space occupied by Skidmore, Owings & 
erril 

No. 284.—P-Site 71, Omaha, Nebr.: Fee acquisition for a radar site; 64.12 
acres. This property is required to complete Government ownership of the land 
underlying a permanent type fixed radar installation which is a part of the over- 
all continental United States air defense network. 

No. 285.—Reese Air Force Base, Tex.: Fee acquisition for runway clear zone; 
52.4 acres. There is an Air Force requirement for a clear zone at the west end 
of the east-west runway to provide necessary flight clearances at Reese Air Force 
Base, Tex. The prime mission of the base is multiengine flying training. The 
land needed to support this requirement is 52.4 acres in fee. 

No. 287.—Westover Air Force Base, Mass.: Fee title in approximately 100 
acres for a radio transmitter; 100 acres. 

No. 289.—New Castle County Air Force Base, Del.: Elimination of flight 
hazards and to prevent the erection of new hazards; 9.681 acres. 

No. 291.—Castle Air Force Base, Calif.: Fee acquisition in approximately 
66.295 acres. 

No. 292.—Headquarters Technical Training Air Force, Gulfport, Miss.: Fee 
acquisition; 35.65 acres of land with improvements. This installation, located 
on United States Highway 90, 3 miles east of Gulfport, Miss., formerly was 
known as the Senior Academy of the Gulf Coast Military Academy. 

No. 293.—McClellan Air Force Base, Calif.: Fee purchase of 230 acres for 
runway extension, middle market site, and outer marker site; $563,850. 





PROJECTS CONSIDERED ON JULY 14, 1955 


Navy acquisition project 

No. 116.—Deperming facility, Point Loma, Calif.: The Department of the 
Navy is presently occupying 2 parcels of land with a total area of 2.89 acres, at 
the Fort Rosecrans Military Reservation, Point Loma, Calif., by virtue of a 
revocable permit from the Department of the Army. These two parcels are 
used as a site for a deperming facility in connection with operations of the de- 
gaussing station, Ballast Point, Calif. 

The Navy Department proposes to acquire juriseiction over the 2.89-acre 
area by transfer from the Department of the Army. 

Navy disposal projects 

No. 37.—Navy transmitting station, Young’s Bay, Oreg.: The property 
consists of 16.53 acres of land and quarters, shop, operations, and garage buildings; 
also four 300-foot steel towers, all of which improvements were constructed during 
the period from 1918 to 1942. 

It is proposed to report the property to the General Services Administration 
as property excess to the needs of the Department of the Navy for disposal 
without provision for recapture of use or title. 

No. 44.—Parcels A and B of the former Naval hospital site, United States 
naval station, Tongue Point, Astoria, Oreg.: 12.9 acres. It is proposed to 
report the property to the General Services Administration as property excess 
to the needs of the Department of the Navy for disposal without restriction. 

No. 52.—United States naval operating base (disestablished) Dutch Harbor, 
Alaska.: In this instance, the approval of the subcommittee is restricted to the 
disposition of the structures on the property. The land itself will be retained 
under Navy jurisdiction. 

Navy acquisition project 

No. 121.—Involves the acquisition of some 600 acres of land at the naval air 
station, Brunswick, Maine, was deferred pending an investigation trip by members 
of the real estate subcommittee. 

Navy —— projects 

No. —Navy cold storage plant, Miami, Fla., was passed over for further 
sebeidian. 

No. &1.—Naval medical and dental supply depot, Edgewater, N. J., was 
disapproved by the subcommittee. 

No. 15.—Portion of Victory Road, Dorchester, Mass.: 25,430 square feet of 
vacant land to be reported as excess to the General Services Administration. 
Approved. 
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PROJECTS CONSIDERED ON JULY 165, 1955 


Army acquisition projects 

No. 86.—This project involves the acquisition of fee title to 66,000 acres of 
privately owned land, 143,400 acres of land owned by the State of New Mexico, 
and withdrawal of 438,400 acres of public domain, including purchase of out- 
standing private rights such as water and grazing rights and mining claims, and 
co-use leasehold in 130,270 acres. 

The subcommittee in this instance recommends the acquisition of fee title to all 
privately owned property now under option; fee title, or fee title less minerals if 
the owners wish to retain their minerals, in those privately owned lands not now 
under option; and exchange of the State-owned lands for other lands owned by 
this United States. This exchange will be kept under surveillance by the com- 
mittee and the Department will report back as to its progress in this respect. 

No. 128.—Fiscal year 1955 augmentation of Nike 1, Philadelphia defense area, 
Pennsylvania: 29.5 acres; $66,450. 

No. 131.—Fiscal year 1955 augmentation of Nike 1, Pittsburgh defense area, 
Pennsylvania: 136 acres, fee title; 224.68 acres easements. 

No. 133A.—This project provides for continued occupancy of 30,500 square feet 
of office space in premises 200 Fourth Avenue, Pittsburgh, Pa., for the procure- 
ment activities of the Pittsburgh Ordnance District. 

No. 1384.—Fiseal year 1955 augmentation of Nike 1, San Francisco Bay defense 
area, California. This project involves the acquisition of fee title to approximately 
100.66 acres of land, restrictive and perpetual easements over approximately 54.3 
acres of land, long-term leases at nominal consideration in approximately 24 acres, 
and permits to use approximately 200 acres of land under the jurisdiction of the 
Veterans’ Administration. 

No. 185A.—This project involves the procurement of a lease to replace existing 
lease providing for the use of approximately 42,70& square feet of space in building 
at 1409 Washington Avenue, St. Louis, Mo., as a Reserve training center. 

No. 187.—This project involves the renewal of General Services Administration 
of lease providing for the use of space in the Eighth and Figueroa Building at 
751 Figueroa Street, Los Angeles, Calif., as office and administrative space by the 
district engineer, Los Angeles District, Corps of Engineers, for the term beginning 
July 1, 1955, and ending June 30, 1956. 

No. 139.—This project involves the procurement of a lease to replace the exist- 
ing lease providing for the use of a portion of the building at 30 Van Ness Street, 
San Francisco, Calif., as an Armed Forces examining station, Army and Air Force 
recruiting station and Army induction station. 

No. 140.—This project involves the renewal of an existing lease for the use of 
storage-tank facilities of the Wilshire Oil Co., Inc., at Norwalk, Calif. to provide 
continued occupancy by the Quartermaster Corps. 

No. 141.—This project involves the acquisition of fee title to approximately 
154.3 acres of land and restrictive and right-of-way perpetual easements over 
approximately 603.84 acres. These acquisitions are required to provide sites on 
which to construct and operate, for the Travis Air Force Base defense area, 
Solano County, Calif., surface-to-air guided-missiles installations. 

No. 142.—This project involves the renewal of General Services Administration 
of lease providing for the use of 38,980 square feet of space in the Hall Building, 
2606 Walnut Street, Kansas City, Mo., as an Armed Forces examining station, 
Army and Air Force recruiting station, and Army induction station. 

No. 143.—This project involves the renewal for fiscal year 1956 of 2 existing 
leases to provide for the continued use and occupancy of premises at 1016 McCad- 
den Place, Los Angeles, and 1520 North Highland Avenue, Hollywood, Calif., 
panieee by the Department of Defense for the Armed Forces Radio and Television 
pervice. 

No. 144.—This project involves the renewal of existing lease covering a total 
of 44,310 square feet of office space in the Lincoln Building, 1367 East Sixth 
Street, Cleveland, Ohio, to provide for continued occupancy by the Cleveland 
Ordnance District of 42,730 square feet and the Army Audit Agency of 1,580 
square feet. 

No. 145.—This project involves the renewal of 19 existing leases to provide 
for the continued use and occupancy of gun positions in the Chicago, IIl., area, 
together with necessary troop housing and other service facilities for fiscal. year 
1956 by the Army Antiaireraft Artillery Command. 

No. 146.—This project involves the procurement of a lease for the use of 
9,882 square feet of space to replace existing lease of space in building at 69 
Washington Street, Chicago, Ill., for continued occupancy of the Chicago Finance 
Office, United States Army. 
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No. 148.—This project involves the acquisition of fee title to approximately 
276.68 acres of land and restrictive and right-of-way perpetual easements over 
518.98 acres. These acquisitions are required to provide sites on which to con- 
struct and operate surface-to-air guided missile installations for the New York 
defense area, New York. 

No. 149.—This project involves the acquisition of fee title to approximately 
100.5 acres of land, restrictive and right-of-way perpetual easements over approx- 
imately 201 acres. These acquisitions are required to provide sites on which to 
construct and operate, for the Limestone Air Force Base, Limestone, Maine, 
surface-to-air guided missile installations. 

No. 150.—This project involves the renewal of a General Services Administra- 
tion lease providing for the use of 37,306 square feet of general purpose space in 
a building at 425 Market Street, Akron, Ohio, as an Army Reserve training center 
and 194 square feet for office of the Counterintelligence Corps plus a parking ares 
of 2,400 square feet available to both agencies. 

No. 151.—This project involves the acquisition of fee title to 4.47 acres of land 
in the Borough of Lodi, Bergen County, N. J., to provide a site for the construc- 
tion of an Army Reserve training center to serve the Hackensack, N. J. area. 

No. 152.—This project involves the renewal of an existing lease of a building at 
111 East 16th Street, New York City, through a condemnation proceeding, to 
provide continued occupancy for the district engineer, New York District, Corps 
of Engineers, and for field offices of the Counterintelligence Corps and Army 
Industrial Security Board of the First Army during fiscal year 1956. 

No. 153.—This project involves the procurement of a lease to replace expiring 
lease (GS—05B-578) for office space in the Big Four Building at 230 East Ninth 
Street, Cincinnati, Ohio, to provide for continued occupaney by the Cincinnati 
Ordnance District. 

No. 154.—This project involves the renewal of General Services Administration 
lease No. GS-05B-—2460 providing for the use of 32,895 square feet of space at 
342-360 Massachusetts Avenue, Indianapolis, Ind., as an Armed Forces examining 
station, Army and Air Force recruiting station, and Army induction station. 

No. 157.—This project involves the renewal of 2 existing leases to provide for 
the continued use and occupancy of buildings at 102 North Hamilton Street and 
155 East Wilson Street, Madison, Wis., for fiscal year 1956 for use by the United 
States Armed Forces Institute of the Department of Defense. 

No. 158.—This project involves the renewal of an existing General Services 
Administration lease providing for the use of office space in the Chester C. Davis 
Building, 410 North Broadway, St. Louis, Mo., for the Engineer Supply Control 
Office, Corps of Engineers, for fiscal year 1956. 

No. 159.—This project involves the renewal of 2 existing leases, and the acquisi- 
tion of a third lease to replace an expiring lease, to provide continued occupancy 
at 3 locations by the operations research office in connection with a classified 
Army project being carried on under the direction of Johns Hopkins University. 

No. 160.—This project involves the renewal of existing General Services 
Administration lease covering 22,400 square feet of space in the building at 
512-514 West 57th Street, New York, N. Y., to provide continued use by First 
Army as a distribution point for clothing and quartermaster supplies for Reserve 
units in metropolitan New York City. 

No. 161.—This project involves the renewal of 3 existing leases at 209 West 
Jackson Boulevard and 323 South Franklin Street, Chicago, Ill., for continued 
use as headquarters of the Chicago Ordnance District. 

No. 162.—This project involves the procurement of a lease to replace existing 
General Services Administration Lease No. GS—O07B-821 for the use of space in 
the Santa Fe Building, Galveston, Tex., as office and administrative space by the 
district engineer, Galveston District, Corps of Engineers. 

No. 163.—This project involves the renewal of 74 existing leases and 3 condem- 
nation proceedings for leasehold interests to provide continued possession and 
use of the White Sands Proving Ground, N. Mex., during the fiscal year 1956, 
for research, development, and testing of guided missiles. 

No. 164.—This project involves the renewal of General Services Administration 
Lease No. GS-02B-37 providing for the use of a portion of the building at 1006 
Broad Street, Newark, N. J., as an Armed Forces examining station and an 
Army recruiting and induction station. 

No. 165.—This project involves the renewal of 15 existing leases to provide for 
the continued use and occupancy of gun positions in the Philadelphia, Pa., area, 
together with necessary troop housing and other service facilities by the Army 
Antiaircraft Artillery Command during fiscal vear 1956. 
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No. 166.—This project involves the renewal of Department of the Army Lease 
No. DA-30-075—Eng-5982 providing for the use of 25,700 square feet of space 
in the building at 1092 Catalyn Street, Schenectady, N. Y., as an Army Reserve 
training center for fiscal year 1956. 

No. 167.—This project involves the renewal for the fiscal year 1956 and 145 
existing leases, licenses, and permits, and 4 pending leasehold condemnation 
proceedings to provide continued use of facilities by the Signal Corps center and 
associated activities based on Fort Monmouth, N. J., a Government-owned 
installation. 

No. This project involves the renewal of General Services Administration 
Lease No. GS—06B-2016 providing for the use of 46,000 square feet of office space 
in the Carson Building, 1016 Olive Street, St. Louis, Mo., for the St. Louis Ord- 
nance District. 

No. 169A.—This project involves the renewal of 31 existing leases to provide 
for the continued use and occupancy of gun positions by the Army Antiaircraft 
Command in Washington, D. C., area during fiscal vear 1956. 

No. 170.—This project involves the renewal of four existing leases at 48th Street 
and Northern Boulevard, Long Island City, N. Y., for continued use as a postal 
concentration center and for storage and office utilization by Signal Corps supply, 
Army Reserve, Adjutant General’s courier service, and the Manhattan motor 
vehicle pool of the Department of the Army. 

No. 171.—This project involves the renewal of a General Services Adminis- 
tration lease (GS—05B-3090) providing 25,440 square feet of space in the Standard 
Building, St. Clair Avenue and Ontario Street, Cleveland, Ohio, for use as an 
Armed Forces examining station, Army and Air Force recruiting station, and 
Army induction station. 

No. 172.—This project provides for the acquisition of a lease by the General 
Services Administration to replace existing lease at premises 346 Broadway, 
New York, N. Y., to provide continued use and occupancy by seven Depart ment of 
the Army offices. 

No. 175.—This project involves the renewal of 5 existing leases and 1 con- 
demnation proceeding for a term of years to provide for the continued use and 
occupancy of certain lands within the Oakland Army Base required by the Depart- 
ment of the Army in connection with its San Francisco Port of Embarkation. 

No. 176.—This project involves the acquisition of fee title to approximately 3.18 
acres of land, together with improvements thereon, containing 37,915 square feet 
of building space, known as the former Leschen wire rope division property, 5909 
Kennerly Avenue, St. Louis, Mo., as an Army Reserve training center. 

No. 138.—This project involves the renewal by General Services Administration 
of two existing leases covering use of space in buildings 4 and 6 of the Harborside 
Industrial Park, Providence, R. I., for use by the Department of the Army as an 
Army Map Service field office during fiscal year 1956. 

In this instance, while the subcommittee recommends approval of the project, 
it intends to communicate with the Army concerning the number and function 
of Army Map Service field offices. 


Mr. Gavin. On the 443,000 acres of public lands, what are they 
or where are they? 

Mr. Rivers. They are all in the State of New Mexico. 

The CuHarrmMan. New Mexico. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, are they part of our national forest? 

Mr. Rivers. Public domain lands. 

The CHarRMaANn. Public domain. It is under the Interior Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. Gavin. That is a lot of land to be taken away from the public. 

The CHarrMan. It is desert land. 

Mr. Rivers. And it is under the jurisdiction of the Department of 
the Interior. And we were able—instead of taking an additional 
143,000 acres of land off the tax rolls, we made an agreement with 
the Interior witnesses that we would exchange equally acceptable 
land for the 143,000 acres. 

I think there are 35 million acres of land in New Mexico owned 
by the Federal Government. Is that right, Phil? 

Mr. Ketuener. That is right. 

















4443 


Mr. Rivers. Thirty-five million. 

Mr. Brapy. What land are you trading for what? I mean, | 
can’t quite understand. 

Mr. Gavin. What is the exchange? 

Mr. Rivers. Equal land for equal land. 

Mr. Bray. I mean, that is, you are taking Interior land, owned 
by the Interior Department? 

Mr. Rivers. The State of New Mexico will take out a piece of 
"wes and say, ““‘We will swap you this for 143,000 acres of what you 
1ave.”’ 

Mr. Bray. Well, part of the land is owned by the State of New 
Mexico? 

Mr. Rivers. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Bray. And part by the Interior Department? 

Mr. Rivers. All of the public domain is under the control of the 
Interior Department. 

Mr. Bray. That is what I can’t quite understand. 

The CHarrRMAN. Explain, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ke.uener. Yes, sir. There are three categories of land, 
Mr. Bray. There are privately owned lands, about 66,000 acres. 
There are public domain lands, four hundred-odd thousand acres. 
and then there are 143,000 acres owned by the State of New Mexico. 
It is this 143,000 acres owned by the State, which it was unwilling 
to give up because it is income-producing property, and quite im- 

ortantly so. The State asked that it be given 143,000 acres, or at 
east acreage in value equal to the 143,000 acres from other public 
domain land, other United States Government-owned land within 
the State of New Mexico, not, however, within the 400,000 acres 
that I am referring to. 

The CuarrMan. Now, this matter, I may say, has been carefully 
investigated. We had asubcommittee go down there. Congressman 
Dempsey went down there. It has been thoroughly examined. 
Hasn’t the Senate already approved it? 

Mr. KeLLenER. No, sir, it has not. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

The CuarrMAN. So 

Mr. Gavin. How much of this 143,000 acres are desert lands? 

Mr. Rivers. It is desert land. 

Mr. Gavin. All of it is desert land. 

Mr. Ke.uener. Certainly, most of it. 

Mr. Rivers. Most of it. 

Mr. Parrerson. Therefore, it is all wasteland. 

Mr. Rivers. Not to the New Mexicans. They don’t call it 
wasteland. 

Mr. Keviener. They can run a cow 

The CHarrMan. On 25 acres. 

Mr. Parrerson. If it isn’t wasteland and it is just desert, what is 
it? What are the other 

Mr. Rivers. The State of New Mexico has a law that if they get 
rid of their 143,000 acres of their land, they can’t reacquire land 
under the trust law. 

The CHarrMaANn. Well, if you did not have this public domain to get 
this training area, you would have to go out and buy it. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right, sir. 

















4444 


The CuHarrMan. So it is a very fine thing, to go do what the com- 
mittee has done. 

Without objection, the committee’s report is approved. And I 
want to thank Mr. Rivers and Mr. Cunningham and Mr. Fisher and 
Mr. Bates, and myself. [Laughter] 

We all worked on these projects. [Further laughter.] 

We were busy. I want to get all these projects in. Then when 
we adjourn, sometime between now and September I hope to work out 
with the committee some program by which Mr. Kelleher can keep 
the committee advised in regard to these matters. 

Now, that disposes of everything except H. R. 2430, a bill to release 
certain restrictions on certain real property heretofore granted to the 
city of Charleston, S. C., by the United States of America. 

Now, I know something about this bill and have talked to the wit- 
nesses from down in Charleston and Mr. Rivers about it. Because, 
vou see, it is introduced by Mr. Rivers, and you might know that 
I am going to be apprised of it, because he won’t let you sleep unless 
you are acquainted with it. [Laughter.] 

But it is a matter of great importance both to the Government and 
to a big corporation that is engaged in a very large enterprise down 
in Charleston. 

Mr. Patrrerson. Where is this located? 

Mr. Bates. What kind of business? 

The CuarrMan. Pulp business—— 

Mr. Bates. Textiles? 

The CHarrRMAN. Not textiles. It is the West Virginia Paper «& 
Pulp Co., which has down in Charleston—— 

Mr. Rivers. A defense project. 

The CHAIRMAN. A very large activity, making kraft paper. They 
want to buy—they want additional lands. And the Government 
some time ago released to the city of Charleston certain lands down 
there. This corporation wants to spend about $20 million more. 
They had a bill in here. And this bill is to give to the city of Charles- 
ton the reversionary interest that the Government has in the property. 

I don’t think we should do that. I think we should sell it. But it 
is a matter that I think, Mr. Rivers, testimony should be taken on. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Why not refer this to Mr. Kilday’s subcommittee 
and have a full hearing. Because I think these people should be 
required to pay at least $1 million to—Charleston should be required 
to pay the Government at least a million dollars. 

Mr. Rivers. You don’t mind taking testimony on that figure, do 
you? 

The CHarrMan. I think that is the figure that should be set. 

Mr. Rivers. Then there is no use to have a subcommittee, then. 

Mr. Coxe. (Aside to the chairman) 

The CuarrMan. I may be wrong. I talked to the officials of the 
company with Mr. Rivers. The only question that is involved in 
it—— 

Mr. Rivers. Is the figure. 

The CuarrMan. Is as to the value of the interest—what do you 
call that interest? 

Mr. Ke._.teneER. Reversionary interest. 
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The CuarrMANn. Reversionary interest that the Government has. 
And I think the reversionary interest in these warehouses and these 
38 acres of land should be vaiued at around $1 million. Because 
that is a very valuable piece of property. And the city of Charleston 
should pay the Government at least $1 million. And then the corpora- 
tion would pay to the city of Charleston $1 million and then they 
would get the fee to the 38 acres of land. 

Mr. Rivers. You don’t object, Mr. Chairman— 

The Cuarrman. Wait 1 minute. I think that is the proper way to 
dispose of it. 

Now, let’s refer this—you have any objection to referring this 
matter? 

Mr. Rivers. No. But I say you don’t object to paying the value, 
other than some arbitrary figure? 

The Cuarrman. I think the arbitrary figure is the value. Because 
I know a little something about it. 

Without objection, we will refer to Mr. Kilday’s subcommittee 
this matter, and Mr. Kilday will have a hearing on it and report back. 
And we will take it up in full committee at the next meeting. 

Now, I see the officials of the company here. You centlemen 
down here? 

(Show of hands from audience.) 

The CuHairMAN. You are willing to pay that $1 million this morning, 
aren’t you? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. [Laughter.] 

The CuarrMan. Aren’t you? Oh, yes, you are. I just won your 
case. You got $1 million from the Government. [Laughter.] 

I am afraid you are going to have to pay that $1 million for this 
piece of property. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, are we going to take testimony on the 
value? 

The CuairMan. Without objection, that is the disposition of this 
case. 

Now, any other matter? 

Mr. Benner. You are not setting the value without objection, 
are you? 

The CuarrMan. I think I know what the value is. 

Mr. Bennett. I do object if you are going to arbitrarily set the 
million dollars. 

Mr. Cote. That is the minimum. 

The CuarrMan. That is the minimum. 

Mr. Bennett. Then I won’t object. 

Mr. Rivers. No, sir. We are going to take testimony on that. 

The CHarrMan. Now, anything else, Mr. Smart? 

Mr. Smart. Nothing more, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrRMAN. Well, the committee will recess, subject to call of 
the Chair to dispose of this matter. 

(Whereupon, at 10:50 a. m., the committee recessed, subject to the 


call of the Chair.) 
O 




















[No. 34] 


FULL COMMITTEE HEARINGS ON H. R. 7289, H. R. 6725, H, R. 
5516, H. R. 2430, H. R. 2107, H. R. 2109, MISCELLANEOUS REAL 
ESTATE PROJECTS 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Tuesday, July 26, 1956. 


The committee met at 10 a. m., the Honorable Carl Vinson (chair- 
man) presiding. 

The CuarirMan. The meeting will come to order. 

I am hoping we may be able to cover these bills before us. We have 
one very important bill I want to get acted on tomorrow, which was 
sent up by the Department of Defense yesterday afternoon and I 
think that will probably wind up our year’s work. 

Mr. Smart is preparing a statement of our achievements and 
accomplishments and I think we have something we can all be proud 
of. We have probably done more work than any committee in the 
House. There have been more bills reported by this committee than 
by any other committee. 

So let us clean up what we have here this morning in what I hope 
will be our last meeting for this session. 

I hope we will all be able to get away at least by the second or third 
of August, I hope by Saturday night. 

Now, the first bill I will call up is H. R. 7289, a bill introduced 
by Mr. Brooks, who yesterday was referred to as Mr. Reserve. 
We will not call him Mr. Reserve. We will continue to address him 
as Mr. Brooks. But nevertheless we want the committee to know 
he was addressed as Mr. Reserve. 

Mr. Brooks. The reserves are the ones you call on only when you 
have difficulty. 

The CuarrMaNn. That is the reason we call you Mr. Reserve. 

Now, what subcommittee reported this bill—H. R. 7289? 

Mr. Brooks. We reported that. H. R. 7289, Mr. Chairman and 
gentlemen of the committee, is nothing more or less than the provi- 
sions which we worked out and agreed to, in H. R. 5297, the old 
Reserve bill. This was part of it and placed there at the request of 
several States of the United States, to authorize the States themselves 
to build up a State militia. 

The States feel the need of it. We are getting requests every day 
to act. I think members of the committee are hearing from them. 

All of this was explained fully when we explained H. R. 5297, and 
it has not been changed. It is the same as in the original bill. 

The CuarrmMan. In other words, this is copied from the original 
bill, with relation to the home guard, or State militia, that will be 
called in by the governors, when the National Guard will become 
federalized. 
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Mr. Brooks. That is right. The United States has no control 
over it. They put up no money at all. Put up certain military 
equipment for training and that is all. 

The CuarrMaN. Is this bill open for the segregation amendment? 

Mr. Brooks. No. 

Mr. Ducanper. It would be difficult. The only thing the Federal 
Government may give the States is some surplus or obsolete equip- 
ment. 

Mr. Brooks. It is under full control of the States. 

The CwHarrkMAN. Without objection, the bill will be favorably 
reported. 

The Cuarmmman. The next bill is H. R. 6725. 

This is a more complicated piece of legislation. It involves a great 
deal of money. 

Mr. Brooks. That is a bill by the chairman. The committee 
reported it out this morning with certain amendments. I want to 
call upon Mr. Ducander to explain the bill and the changes. 

The CuHarrMan. Here is the thought running through my mind. 
This involves considerable money. It is a popular bill and you might 
consider whether it would be better to let this go over for this session 
and have a little more thorough understanding of it because we might 
run into some snags. 

Mr. Price. If you set this over for another year you are going to lose 
the retroactive provision. 

We have an effective date which is retroactive to July 1 of 1954— 
fiscal year 1955. If we set this back another year we are going to be 
further complicated on the retroactive feature which we believe to be 
fair to those officers affected. 

Mr. Gavin. You are not going to do anything about your bill this 
year? 

The CuarrMan. Let us postpone that for the minute. 

The next one is H. R. 5516 by Mr. Murray of Illinois. Who re- 
ported this bill? 

Mr. Smart. Mr. Chairman, we just got the report on that bill this 
morning. It is a favorable departmental report with a suggested 
amendment. 

The CuarrmMan. What is the purpose? 

Mr. Smart. There are 2 or 3 groups of people, Army field clerks 
and quartermaster clerks, who were in a military situation but their 
service does not count for retirement under title III of Public Law 810. 

The CuarrMan. This is to take care of field clerks created in 
World War I? 

Mr. Smart. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. They have not had field clerks, I think, since that 
date. 

Mr. Smart. That is right. The nomenclature has been abolished. 
They were serving in a military situation but heretofore have not 
received that. 

Mr. Couis. Why has it taken 30 years to correct that? 

Mr. Smart. I don’t know. I can’t answer that, Mr. Cole. 

The Cuarrman. I knew about the field clerks’ work in World War I. 
I asked what is behind it. 

It is to give him credit for the service as field clerk. 

What is the situation with regard to this bill? 
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Mr. Buanprorp. This brings it in line with the Career Compensa- 
tion Act that counts for longevity pay. I think it was oversight in 
some respects because of certain language they had not been included. 
In other words, this man can be retired as a Regular warrant officer 
and count his service. He cannot for the purposes of title III of 
Public Law 810 count that service for retirement purposes. This 
is an old story that goes way back prior to 1916, when they bad 
civilians doing jobs which are done today by warrant officers. 

Then they came along in 1926 and created Army field clerks and 
quartermaster clerks on the same basis as the Mine Planter Serv- 
ice—1926. 

And under the law those people, who were acting in a civilian 
capacity, were allowed to credit all that service in the computation 
of retired pay and they mace them warrant officers. 

The bill as written does not include classified field clerks, who were 
allowed credit prior to 1916. 

The bill as written just applied to Army field clerks and quarter- 
master clerks, Army field clerks. I would like to read the letter from 
the Department which recommends enactment of the legislation, 
with an amendment. It will not clarify the situation but it will give 
you some background on the history of it. 

It reads: 


Dear Mr. CHarrRMAN: Reference is made to your request to the Secretary of 
Defense for the views of the Department of Defense with respect to H. R. 5516, 
84th Congress, a bill to amend section 306 of the Army and Air Force Vitalization 
and Retirement Equalization Act of 1948 to provide that service as an Army field 
clerk or as a field clerk, Quartermaster Corps, shall be counted for purposes of 
retirement under title III of that act. The Secretary of Defense has delegated 
to the Department of the Army the responsibility for expressing the views of the 
Department of Defense thereon. 

The Department of the Army on behalf of the Department of Defense has 
considered the above mentioned bill. Subsection 302 (a) of the Army and Air 
Force Vitalization and Retirement Equalization Act of 1948 (62 Stat. 1087) 
presently provides that any person shall, upon application, be granted retired 
pay under title III of that act upon reaching age 60 if he has performed satis- 
factory Federal service in the status of a commissioned officer, warrant officer, 
flight officer, or enlisted person in any of the Armed Forces of the United States 
and the United States Coast Guard, including their respective Reserve com- 
ponents, and the federally recognized National Guard prior to 1933, has completed 
an aggregate of 20 or more years of satisfactory service in any or all cf the above 
mentioned services, and is qualified under certain other provisions relating to his 
Reserve status. 

It will be noted from the foregoing that the terms ‘‘Army field clerk’’ and 
“field clerk, Quartermaster Corps” are not included among the terms prescribing 
the status in which an individual must have served in order to be eligible for 
retired pay under title III of the act and, therefore, such service may not be 
included in the computation of retired pay under that title. On the other hand, 
the act of April 26, 1926 (44 Stat. 328), which authorized the appointment of 
Army field clerks and field clerks, Quartermaster Corps, then in active service, 
as warrant officers, credited such individuals, in determining length of service 
for longevity pay and retirement, with service as Army field clerks and field 
clerks, Quartermaster Corps, and all classified field service rendered as headquar- 
ters clerks and clerks of the Quartermaster Corps under laws in effect prior to 
August 29, 1916. Furthermore, under the provisions of the Career Compensation 
Act of 1949, certain members of the uniformed services, retired prior to October 
1, 1949, by reason of physical disability and for reasons other than physical 
disability, may include service as Army field clerks and field clerks, Quartermaster 
Corps, in the computation of retired pay. 

There is also a legislative proposal currently under study in the Department 
of Defense which would provide that classified field service as an Army headquar- 
ters clerk or as a clerk of the Army Quartermaster Corps under laws in effect 
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prior to August 29, 1916, may be included as active service in the computation 
of retired pay for warrant officers retired prior to October 1, 1949. 

In view of these facts, the Department of the Army favors the crediting of 
service as Army field clerks and field clerks, Quartermaster Corps, for retired pay 
purposes under the provisions of title III of the Army and Air Force Vitalization 
and Retirement Equalization Act of 1948. 

Furthermore, the Department of the Army believes that provision should be 
made in title III of this same law for crediting warrant officers granted retired 
pay thereunder with active Federal service for all classified field service as an 
Army headquarters clerk or as a clerk of the Army Quartermaster Corps under laws 
in effect prior to August 29, 1916. Such action would provide equal treatment for 
warrant officers retired under this act as was granted in the act of April 27, 1926, 
and is proposed in amendments to the Career Compensation Act of 1949, now 
being considered in the Department of Defense. 

It is recommended that H. R. 5516 be revised to read as indicated in the proposed 
substitute draft enclosed herewith. This action is considered necessary in view 
of the fact that it is doubtful that the bill as presently written would accomplish 
its purpose. Furthermore, the bill, as now drafted, does not provide for crediting 
warrant officers with classified field service as an Army headquarters clerk or as a 
clerk of the Army Quartermaster Corps under laws in effect prior to August 9, 1916. 

The cost of this proposed legislation has not been determined but is estimated 
to be very minor. The number of persons who are now retired or who may in the 
future be retired under the provisions of title III of the Army and Air Force 
Vitalization and Retirement Equalization Act of 1948 and who had service as an 
Army field clerk or field clerk, Quartermaster Corps, or classified field service as 
an Army headquarters clerk or as a clerk of the Army Quartermaster Corps under 
laws in effect prior to August 29, 1916, is unknown. 

To determine the number of such individuals affected, or the amount of service 
involved, would require the screening of thousands of individual records—the 
cost of which could possibly exceed the amount of the increased retired pay which 
would result from enactment of this bill. 

This report has been coordinated within the Department of Defense in accord- 
ance with procedures prescribed by the Secretary of Defense. 

The Bureau of the Budget advises that there is no objection to the submission 
of this report to the Congress. 

Sincerely yours, 
WitsBer M. Brucker, 
Secretary of the Army. 
1 Enclosure. Revised draft H. R. 5516. 


The enclosed draft reads: 


A BILL To amend title III of the Army and Air Force Vitalization and Retirement Equalization Act of 
1948 to provide that service as an Army field clerk, or asa field clerk, Quartermaster Corps, shall be counted 
for purposes of retirement under title III of that Act, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted ly the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That subsection 302 (a), Army and Air Force 
Vitalization and Retirement Equalization Act of 1948 (62 Stat. 1087), as amended 
(10 U. S. C. 1036a (a)), is further amended by inserting the words ‘‘Army field 
clerk, field clerk, Quartermaster Corps,” after the words ‘‘flight officer,’”’ and by 
inserting the following additional proviso after the words ‘‘December 31, 1946.’’: 
“‘And provided further, That for the purposes of this section, all periods of classified 
field service as an Army headquarters clerk or as a clerk of the Army Quarter- 
master Corps under laws in effect prior to August 29, 1916, shall, in the case of 
warrant officers, be considered as satisfactory Federal service performed in the 
status of a warrant officer.”’ 

Sec. 2. No person shall, by virtue of section 1, be entitled to retired pay for 
any period prior to the effective date of this Act. 


The Bureau of the Budget recommends approval of the proposed 
legislation. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Murray, do you want to make a statement 
in regard to the bill you introduced? 

Mr. Murray. A very short statement—I certainly do not want 
to presume upon the committee’s time, Mr. Chairman. 
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I think the Army, from my listening to this case, has adequately 
presented the case, and I would like to express my appreciation to 
the committee for considering the legislation. 

I might only add this: That this matter was called to my attention 
by a Reserve Officer who has an outstanding military record, and who 
is presently an assistant attorney general—the assistant attorney 
general in the State of Illinois. 

He had always assumed—he is a colonel in the Reserve Corps—he 
had always assumed as I think did all former Army field clerks, and 
from my information, I would estimate that there are 3 and not more 
than 10 to whom this act would apply to, and all of them had always 
felt the time they served as an Army field clerk would be used in 
computing their Reserve retirement, until the case of William v. 
The United States, which was a recent case in the Court of Claims, 
117 Federal Supplement 189, and they held because of the wording 
of section 1036a, title X, U. S. C. A., that time served as a field 
clerk would not be computed for the purposes of Reserve retirement, 
although it is counted for longevity pay and for Regular service 
retirement. 

I think that because of the fact that it was my opinion the attention 
of the legislation to count that service, because the service is counted 
for longevity time, because the service is counted for Regular retire- 
ment, and because these men who are now, and to whom this act 
would apply, are in their sixties, and they have all had fine records, 
that this committee and the Congress ought to adopt the legislation. 

I would like to thank the chairman for giving me this opportunity. 

The CuarrMan. Thank you. 

Mr. BLanpForp. Strike out the enacting clause. It is a better 
bill than the one the Department sent over because it resolves any 
doubt about persons who had service prior to 1916. 

The CHarrMan. Are there any comments? 

Mr. Cour. I am going to register my opposition. I didn’t think 
Congress is going to require 25 or 30 years to correct an injustice. 

The CuHarrMan. All in favor of reporting out the bill? 

Mr. Smart. Twenty-one. 

The CHAIRMAN. Opposed? 

Mr. Smart. One, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. On this vote, the bill is favorably reported. 

The next bill is from Mr. Kilday’s subcommittee, H. R. 2430. 

Mr. Kitpay. This bill was referred to the subcommittee last week. 
I believe it was the following day we held a hearing on the bill. 

The committee was adjourned subject to the call of the Chair. We 
did not have another meeting on it since that time. No further 
information has come to me since that time. 

I could explain what we have developed thus far and the committee 
can do whatever it sees fit on it. 

This situation introduces a very complicated set of facts and a very 
complicated legal question. 

Back in 1936 the War Department deeded to the city of Charleston, 
S. C., a rather large tract of land. There were certain restrictions 
contained in the deed, one of which was that it should not dispose of 
the land, and another one gave the Government the right of reentry 
in the event of emergency. 
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The city of Charleston, and this was all contemplated at the time 
the land was deeded to the city of Charleston, entered into this lease 
with the West Virginia Pulp & Paper Co., for 50 years, with the right 
to renew for an additional 50. 

The West Virginia Pulp & Paper Co. has put a very considerable 
amount of improvements on the land. They operate this paper mill 
there which is of great advantage to the city of Charleston. 

In World War II the Government repossessed the property, under 
the restriction contained in the deed. 

Thereafter, the Court of Claims held that while there was a re- 
striction in the deed giving the Government the right of possession— 
and I am reciting now what I understand to be the holding of the 
court as explained to us in the committee—that while there was the 
provision for reentry or recapture, there was no provision that they 
would have the right to use the land without compensation, and 
rendered judgment against the Government for something like $1 
million for the use of the land. 

The West Virginia Pulp & Paper co. contemplates very extensive 
improvements on the land. 

There are 6 warehouses and a headhouse here at the port of Charles- 
ton, and the properties specifically involved in the bill are 2 of those 
wareliouses—I believe they are known as 1 and 2, or A and B. 

The facilities as they stand are capable of accommodating 3 ships 
at a time, as I understand it, utilizing the headhouse and the 6 ware- 
houses. 

If all restrictions were relieved from the 2, it would reduce the facili- 
ties to 2 ships at a time, rather than 3. 

I understand that because of the status of this property as being 
under lease, the West Virginia Pulp & Paper Co. is either unwilling 
or unable to proceed with a very extensive improvement of the land. 

This is where we get highly complicated. The Department has 
rendered an unfavorable report on the bill on the basis that this is 
part of the mobilization potential, and as such they are holding that 
the elimination of the warehouse and that portion of the headhouse 
would reduce the facility from 3 to 2 ships. They, therefore, do not 
want to release the property, unless there is something to replace it. 
That is the way the Department report stands. 

In view of the decision of the Court of Claims, the right that the 
Government has there is a very nebulous one, and I don’t know how 
valuable a right, though it does cast a cloud on the title of the prop- 
erty. 

Of course, the Government would always have the right of eminent 
domain, the right of condemnation, and here the court has held while 
they have the right of recapture or reentry, still they must pay the 
value of the use of the land while they have it in their possession. 
There is a contention on the part of the West Virginia Pulp & Paper 
Co. they have under their lease the right to demolish the existing facili- 
ties, and that they have in the past demolished some, when they first 
took over. Their present intention, if this cloud is removed from the 
title, is to very materially alter two warehouses for the installation of 
very heavy machinery which will require tearing down part of the 
foundation and the construction of a much heavier foundation. 

A Judge Advocate officer appeared and he has an opinion to the 
contrary—that the company does not have the legal right to destroy 
or remove any of the improvements on the land. 
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It is significant in the lawsuit that was filed by the West Virginia 
Pulp & Paper Co. the Government made no effort to offset the value, 
against the award made by the Court of Claims. 

So I do not know at this stage just exactly what right the Govern- 
ment has, and how much more valuable it may be than the inherent 
right of eminent domain. 

The Cuarrman. Did you get anything on that? 

Mr. Kitpay. You might get out the lawbooks and get a good 
lawyer to see what he can figure out. I believe Mr. Kelleher said it 
was @ snare and a delusion and I can see what is in his mind. I be- 
lieve the Department wants to maintain its mobilization potential, 
and I don’t know whether the passage of this bill would reduce their 
mobilization potential. 

Taking it under the provision of the deed they are still liable for 
the reasonable value. The West Virginia Pulp & Paper Co. stated 
they are willing to pay $500,000 to clear the title and be able to go 
ahead with the improvement and expansion planned. 

Our committee has not come to any conclusion. We have not had 
time. 

The CuarrmMan. Do you think the full committee could proceed, 
since the subcommittee has not reached a decision—do you think you 
are in a position to reach any decision to advise the meeting between 
now and the time we adjourn? 

Mr. Kiupay. Here are the practicalities of the situation. The 
question of what value there may be to the Government as right of 
reentry is something I don’t know whether it could be ascertained or 
not. But if the committee is to make a recommendation that the 
Government accept $500,000 and release the 

The CHarrMan. Fee 

Mr. Kitpay. It is not the fee. The fee is in the city of Charleston. 
It is a residual interest of some sort—but if we are to recommend that 
any sum of money be accepted or that no sum of money be required 
we are going to have some evidence of value, before we assume the 
responsibility of reporting. 

The Cuarrman. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Rivers. I move a favorable report, $500,000 

The Cuarrman. The gentleman from South Carolina moves the 
bill be amended so the city of Charleston pay $500,000. Of course, 
we are picking that sum out of the air and it is a good sum of money. 
All in favor of the amendment, say ‘‘Aye.” 

Opposed, ‘‘No.” 

The ayes have it. 

Let the bill be amended, $500,000; Mr. Rivers can report the bill. 

Mr. Rivers. And the description clarified. 

The Cuarrman. The description must correspond to exactly what 
the deed is. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

The next bill is H. R. 2107, Mr. Brooks’ subcommittee. 

Mr. Smart. Just the Senate amendment to the bills are what you 
are considering. 

The Senate has passed the House bill, amended it and the only 
question now is the committee agreement to the Senate amendments. 
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The Caarrman. Yes. The Senate yesterday passed the Defense 
Facilities Act with a great many little amendments. I think we are 
warranted in calling it to the Speaker’s table and agreeing to the 
Senate amendments. 

Mr. Brooks. There is only one major matter in there. It does not 
increase the amount of the authorization over what the House gave. 

Mr. Suorr. It is now over a period of 8 years. 

Mr. Brooks. Instead of 5 years. 

The CuarrMan. Do you want to go to conference? 

Mr. Brooks. No. 

The CuarrMan. Then you have to agree to accept the amendment. 

Mr. Brooks. I think we ought to agree but I think that is one 
thing we ought to call to the attention of the committee because we 
worked on it a long time. 

The CuarrMan. In this situation we either go to conference or 

Mr. Brooks. Let’s go ahead. 

The CHarrMan. It is agreed we call this bill up and agree to the 
Senate amendment. 

Mr. Smart. H. R. 2109. It is not distributed. The Senate has 
amended that bill. Mr. Blandford can explain briefly. 

Mr. Buanprorp. This is the Navy-Marine Corps integration bill, 
permitting Reserve and temporary officers to be integrated into the 
Regular Navy and Marine Corps. This is from Mr. Brooks’ sub- 
committee. We passed permanent authority. The Senate passed 
a new section so the authority will end 2 years from now in view of 
an overall integration bill coming up from the Department someday. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection Mr. Brooks is authorized on 
behalf of the committee to take to the Speaker’s table that bill and 
agree to the Senate amendment. 

Mr. Durham? 

Mr. DurHam. What was the status of the bill we passed a few days 
ago. Is that on the calendar? 

Mr. Keuuener. Yes, on the Consent Calendar. There is a Senate 
bill on there—1138. 

Mr. Duruam. I think we ought to get permission to call it. 

The CHarrMan. It is on the calendar. 

Mr. Kixtpay. Will there be another call for consent bills this week? 

The CuairmMan. I doubt it. 

I have two bills I am trying to get a ruling on, with reference to 
General Partridge and some others, pending before the Rules Com- 
mittee. The bill Mr. Harlow brought here yesterday afternoon is 
the same bill permitting a general who is the coordinator of public 
works at the White House to be permitted to continue to serve in that 
capacity. It is highly important to see 

Mr. Smart. I think it is Brigadier General Bragdon. 

The CuarrMan. Yes. He is coordinator and his time comes out. 
Mr. Harlow came here late yesterday afternoon and is very anxious 
on behalf of the people in the White House the matter be considered. 
So I will introduce it today, and we will have a hearing on it tomorrow, 
and that will dispose of everything I know that we have. 

We authorize Mr. Durham to take such parliamentary steps to get 
the bill considered. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, a bill came up the other day, under 
unanimous consent. That was to allow the Government to direct 
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them to give duplicate discharges—certificates in lieu of discharge. 
There was objection to that bill. I asked him yesterday. He said 
he would continue to unless it was limited to one. 

If he is going to be adamant in this 

The CuarrMAn. Do you want the Speaker to suspend the rules and 
pass that? The veterans are very much interested. 

Mr. Bray. Yes. 

The CHarrMANn. We ran into a snag on it and we are trying to do 
that. 

Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. The Navy Department is sending up a project to 
authorize the construction of an armory in my district at Curwensville. 

The CuarrMan. Naturally we will favorably report it. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. These projects generally lay with the committee 
30 days and become final unless there is an objection. But in view 
of the fact this is the last meeting of the committee, I move the com- 
mittee approve the project that will provide the construction. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection it will be favorably reported. 

Mr. Rivers has a report from the Real Estate Subcommittee 
on disposal of certain properties. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, your Real Estate Subcommittee met 
on July 22 and again this morning. During the 2 hearings it con- 
sidered 12 projects. Briefly, these are as follows: 

Army Acquisition No. 174, the Nike defense for the Cleveland 
area. 

Army Disposal No. 59, an excess storage activity in Baltimore 
County, Md. 

Navy Construction No. 9, a classified construction project in 
Iceland. 

An Air Force emergency project to replace a chapel burned by fire 
at Offutt Air Force Base, Nebr. 

Air Force Acquisition No. 276, which involves the acquisition of 
approximately 200 acres of land, at a cost of about $39,000, at Home- 
stead Air Force Base, Fla. 

Army Disposal No. 51, which will transfer the Marietta Transpor- 
tation Depot, Marietta, Pa. to the Air Force. 

Army Disposal No. 53, which involves the reporting to General 
Services Administration of some 9.8 acres at Percy Jones Army 
Hospital, Battle Creek, Mich. 

Army Disposal No. 58, which involves the disposition of the Augusta 
Arsenal, Ga. 

Three projects in Hawaii which involve interchanges between the 
Army and Air Force in order to straighten out boundaries and 
otherwise increase the efficiency of Fort Kamehameha Military 
Reservation on Oahu. 

Navy Acquisition No. 121, United States naval air station, Bruns- 
wick, Maine. Mr. Fisher and Mr. Bates, accompanied by Mr. Hale 
of Maine, traveled to Brunswick, Maine, last Saturday in connection 
with this project, which involves the acquisition of some 600 acres 
of land at a cost of $110,000. 

The subcommittee had previously held a hearing on this project; 
and this coupled with the public hearing at Brunswick makes it clear 
that the land is required for this station and its favorable consideration 
is recommended. 
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A more detailed report on these projects has been prepared and 
will be inserted in the record. 

Mr. Chairman, all of the foregoing projects were unanimously 
recommended for approval and I move favorable consideration of 
this report. 

(The report is as follows:) 


Army Acquisition No. 174, Nike, Cleveland area, Ohio: This project, which 
had been the subject of some controversy, involves the acquisition of lands for 
the Cleveland, Ohio, Nike defense. The subcommittee recommends that this 
project be approved. 

Army Disposal No. 59, Schulz’s farm storage activity, Tobyhanna Signal 
Depot, Baltimore, Md.: This project would authorize the declaration to the GSA 
of some 46 acres of land which is a portion of Schulz’s farm storage activity, 
Baltimore County, Md. The Air Force and Navy have not yet indicated whether 
either has any requirement for this property, and if the full committee approves 
the subcommittee’s recommendation, the approval of the full committee will 
have to be contingent upon notification by the Navy and Air Force that they have 
no need for this property. 

Navy Construction Project No. 9: This is a classified construction project 
involving the expenditure of $111,750 for a naval communications unit in Iceland. 
Air Force emergency project, Offutt Air Force Base, Neb.: This project would 
authorize the exercise by the Air Force of its emergency construction authority to 
replace a chapel at this base which was extensively damaged by fire on May 30, 
1955. 

Air Force Acquisition No. 276, Homestead Air Force Base, Fla. This project 
would authorize the acquisition of some 200 acres of land, at a cost of about 
$39,000 for the Homestead Air Force Base, in Florida. The land is required for 
an ammunition storage area. 

Use of the rental guarantv program for Air Force housing in Okinawa was dis- 
cussed briefly. It was the view of the subcommittee that this project should not 
be recommended to the full committee, particulariy in view of the fact that 
housing for the Army on Okinawa is being supplied through direct authorizations 
and appropriations. 

Army Disposal No. 51, Marietta Transportation Depot, Marietta, Pa.: This 
project involves the transfer of control and jurisdiction of this activity from the 
Army to the Air Force. 

Army Disposal No. 53, Percy Jones Army Hospital, Battle Creek, Mich.: This 
project involves the reporting of a portion of the Percy Jones Army Hospital 
Military Reservation, comprising approximately 9.8 acres of land and improve- 
ments thereon, to the General Services Administration as excess real property. 

Army Disposal No. 58, Augusta Arsenal, Augusta, Ga.: This project involves 
the reporting of 70.595 acres of land of the Augusta Arsenal to General Services 
Administration as excess real property. 

Army Acquisition No. 155, Fort Kamehameha Military Reservation, Oahu, 
T. H.: This project involves the transfer of 9.867 acres, now part of the Hickam 
Air Force Base, from the Air Force to the Army for incorporation into Fort 
Kamehameha Military Reservation. 

Army Acquisition No. 156, Waikakalaua Ammunition Storage Tunnels Site 
Military Reservation, Oahu, T. H.: This project involves the transfer of 136.605 
acres of land from the Air Force to the Army. 

Army Disposal No. 57, Fort Kamehameha Military Reservation, Oahu, T. H.: 
Pree project involves the transfer of 200.73 acres of land from the Army to the 

ir Force. 

The following members are designated as a subcommittee of five to proceed 
to Port Chicago, Calif.: Mr. Price (chairman), Mr. Wickersham, and Mr. Lank- 
ford representing the majority, and Mr. Short and Mr. Cunningham representing 
the minority. 

The subcommittee will make a complete inquiry as to the advisability of 
acquiring additional land in the vicinity of Port Chicago, Calif., as a safety zone 
for the Navy ammunition outlanding pier, giving full consideration to the exist- 
ence of the town of Port Chicago, which is located within the area which the 
Navy proposes to acquire. 

The subcommittee will also inspect the site which the Army proposes to acquire 
for a west coast ammunition terminal, some 10 miles from the Navy ammunition 
facility at Port Chicago. 
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In this connection, the committee will determine the feasibility of establishing 
a joint ammunition outloading facility at the proposed Army site, or some other 
suitable site, to be jointly used by the Army and the Navy. 

Mr. Kelleher is designated as counsel for this subcommittee 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection the committee’s report is 
approved and Mr. Kelleher will prepare the papers. 

Mr. Courtney’s committee has some witnesses on very important 
matters. 

Mr. DreverEux. What about 6725? I think that is certainly some- 
thing that is going to relieve a lot of hardships. 

The CuarrMan. I am not going to put out a thing that is going to 
cause a lot of controversy. 

Mr. Price. I don’t think the bill will cause any controversy on the 
floor. If you don’t approve it—— 

Mr. Devereux. All we are doing for these Reserve officers is only 
the same thing in a modified form we are duing for the Regular officers 
today. 

The CuarrMan. If there is no objection we will favorably report 
the bill H. R. 6725 to be placed on the Consent Calendar. 

Mr. Ducanver. With amendments. 

The CHatrMANn. With amendments. 

I discussed with Mr. Short the committee members that want to go 
to Okinawa. I am going to suggest this to Mr. Short and members of 
the committee. 

Although we will send every member of the committee who wants 
to go, if you will just designate to Mr. Smart, if you want to go, I 
will ask you to go sometime in October. 

Mr. Rivers will be the chairman of the subcommittee. Any 
members who want to go to Okinawa should notify Mr. Smart and 
we will issue the necessary instructions. 

Mr. SuHort. I would urge I do want Mr. Cole, Mr. Cunningham, 
and Mr. Bray and any of the rest who want to go. 

The CuairMan. I would suggest in reference to that when we go to 
Okinawa it might be well to go to Japan or the Philippines or any 
place out there. 

I want the subcommittee to go to Port Chicago, Calif., where we 
have matters we must look into. 

Have you got a subcommittee set up for that, Mr. Smart? 

Mr. Smarr. I have the one originally suggested at the time of your 
conversation. At that time you suggested Mr. Price as the chairman, 
Mr. Wickersham and Mr. Lankford for the majority, Mr. Short and 
Mr. Cunningham for the minority. 

The Cuarrman. I would be glad if you gentlemen would go and 
make a report whether we should buy that little community on 
account of the ammunition dump and concentrate it all in one place. 

Without objection we will appoint that subcommittee. 

Now, if there are any members who desire to make trips to Europe 
to make inspection—we have a great deal to do over there and it is 
very profitable and worthwhile to go in the interest of economy. We 
will soon designate, and we will arrange a schedule for you. 

Now, members of the committee, be here in the morning at 9 a. m. 
The House will probably meet at 10 o’clock and at 9:30 we must take 
up this bill from the White House and dispose of it. 

(Whereupon, at 10:40 a. m., Tuesday, July 26, the committee 
adjourned until 9 a. m. Wednesday, July 27, 1955.) 


O 




















[No. 351] 
FULL COMMITTEE HEARING ON H. R. 7628 


HouskE oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Wednesday, July 27, 1956. 
The committee met at 9:30 a. m., the Honorable Carl Vinson 
(chairman) presiding. 
The CHaArRMAN. Let the committee come to order. We will take 
up H. R. 7628. 
(H. R. 7628 is as follows:) 


{H. R. 7628, 84th Cong., Ist sess.] 


A BILL To authorize the appointment in a civilian position in the White House office of Major General 
John Stewart Bragdon, United States Army, retired, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That, notwithstanding the provisions of section 2 
of the Act of July 31, 1894 (28 Stat. 205), as amended (5 U.S. C. 62), or any other 
provision of law, Major General John Stewart Bragdon, United States Army, 
retired, may be appointed to and accept and hold a civilian position in the White 
House office. 

Sxc. 2. Major General Bragdon’s appointment to, and acceptance and holding 
of, a civilian position in the White House office shall in no way affect any status, 
office, rank, or grade he may occupy or hold as a retired officer in the United States 
Army, or any emolument, perquisite, right, privilege, or benefit incident to or 
arising out of any such status, office, rank, or grade: Provided, however, That 
during his incumbency in a civilian position in the White House office he shall 
receive the compensation appertaining to such position in lieu of the retired pay 
to which he is entitled as a retired officer of the Army: Provided further, That 
upon the termination of such civilian employment the payment of his retired 
pay shall be resumed. 


Mr. BLANpDForRD (reading): 


The SPEAKER OF THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Sirk: In his state of the Union message the President indicated the need for a 
separate staff in the Executive Office of the President to coordinate public-works 
planning. This work of coordination will require the services of an engineer who 
has had the broadest kind of experience with Government construction programs 
and who is intimately acquainted with the scope and content of public works 
planning activities throughout the Federal Government. Under these cireum- 
stances, the President believes that the public interest will be best served by the 
appointment as the coordinator of public works planning of Maj. Gen. John 
Stewart Bragdon, United States Army, retired. 

This appointment cannot be made under the restriction of present law con- 
tained in 5 U.S. C. 62. 

Accordingly, there is transmitted herewith a bill which would authorize the 
appointment of General Bragdon to a position in the White House Office. While 
occupying the position of Coordinator of Public Works Planning, General Bragdon 
would not receive the retired pay to which he is entitled as a retired officer of the 
Army. It is requested that this letter and the draft bill be referred to the appro- 
priate committee. 


And there is an attached letter. 
Mr. Chairman, I might mention— 
The CHarrMAN. This has been done- 
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Mr. Buanprorp. There is a considerable amount of precedent. 

The CuarrMan. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Buanprorp. I thought I would explain, Mr. Chairman, just 
what the law is on this subject, because it comes up so frequently and 
it gets confused. 

There are two laws on this subject. One is known as the 1894 
Dual Employment Statute. That is the one that affects General 
Bragdon. I would like to read that law so that everybody will be 
familiar with it. This has been in effect for many, many years. 

This is 5 U.S. C. 62: 

No person who holds an office, the salary or annual compensation attached to 
which amounts to the sum of $2,500, shall be appointed to or hold any other office 
to which compensation is attached unless specifically authorized thereto by law. 
But this shall not apply to retired officers of the Army or Navy whenever they 
may be elected to public office or whenever the President shall appoint them to 
office by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. Retired enlisted men of 
the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, or Coast Guard, retired for any cause, and 
retired officers of the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, or Coast Guard, who have been 
retired for injuries received in battle or for injuries or incapacities incurred in line 
of duty, shall not, within the meaning of this section, be construed to hold or to 
have held an office during such retirement. 

Now, that is the 1894 statute, and if you will note, if an officer is 
retired for disability for any cause whatsoever, the 1894 statute does 
not apply to him. 

The CHarrMan. Or if he is elected. 

Mr. BLanpFrorp. Or if he is elected, it does not, or if he is confirmed 
by the Senate, it does not apply to him. And of course it has been 
held that a retired oflicer holds an office; therefore, that is what 
requires this legislation. 

Now, we have in addition to that the so-called dual compensation 
law which is not applicable to the Bragdon case, but I thought I would 
explain that too because they often get confused. 

In 1932, the Economy Act established a law by which persons 
retired for disability other than combat-incurred disability or other 
than disability incurred by an instrumentality of war—now, don’t 
ask me to explain it because I can’t. It used to read “by an explosion 
of an instrumentality of war.’”’ Now it just reads “by an instru- 
mentality of war.’’ He may not take a job with the Government 
where the combined retired pay and the salary exceeds $3,000. The 
House has just passed a bill to raise that to $10,000. It has been 
reported favorably by the Senate and is on the Senate Calendar and 
undoubtedly will pass. That will raise the combined total to $10,000. 

Now, that law excludes or does not apply to an officer retired for 
combat wounds or as the result of an injury incurred by an instru- 
mentality of war. If he has fallen off a jeep, it would not apply to 
him. If he fell off a staff car, it would apply to him. That is about 
the only distinction I can make. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Kiipay. At that point, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Brennerr. You don’t mean that, do you? 

Mr. Bianprorp. Yes, sir, I certainly do. 

Mr. Bennerr. What is the difference between a jeep and a staff 
car? 

Mr. BLanpFrorpb. A jeep is an instrumentality of war because it 
is a reconnaissance weapon used by a company, battalion, or regi- 
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mental commander. Staff cars are not normally used in combat. 
Jeeps are. I presume jeeps are an instrumentality of war, I don't 
know. There are many decisions on it. 

Mr. Kinpay. I have been told in the codification of military laws 
that was on the floor and objected to the other day—there is a pro- 
vision to eliminate some portion of one or the other of these two 
laws. 

Mr. BLanprorp. If so, Mr. Kilday, I bave not been so informed. 
I will look it up. I have the codification bill. 

Mr. Kiipay. Mr. Chairman, of course the President, in my opinion, 
is going to have to be permitted to have anybody he asks for. 

We only see here the topflight people who are drawing big retire- 
ment. They are selected because they are topflight, fine people, 
and they are wanted for big jobs, people who are already drawing 
adequate money to live on. But this goes all the way down the line 
to the very junior retired officers. If he is retired as the highest en- 
listed man, he is all right. He can work for the Government and 
draw any amount of money. But if he is a retired officer, a second 
lieutenant, he gets caught. 

Now, | have many of these cases. I have passed a number of 
private bills to forgive the money, where they were employed in good 
faith. I think I have two in this session. 

Now, here is where the thing hurts: There is a fellow in my town who 
served for almost 30 years—anyway, long enough to retire. It may 
have been between 25 and 30. And during the war he served as a 
lieutenant. He retired for years of service, and because he had been 
an officer during the war, he was retired in the highest grade satis- 
factorily held. Although the vast majority of the time for which he 
was retired was as an enlisted man, he was retired as an officer. He 
went to work as some sort of a mechanic for the Air Force. He had 
worked out there for 6 or 8 months and had drawn about $1,200 and 
somebody finally held that he was disqualified. They charged him 
back the amount of money, and they are now deducting it from his 
retired pay at a certain amount per month. 

Now, we are going to have to do something with this. We ought to. 

Mr. BuanpForp. That has been changed, Mr. Kilday, by the 
Veterans’ Affairs Committee, with regard to the Dual Compensation 
Act, by raising that from $3,000 to $10,000. 

Mr. Kintpay. | don’t know whether that is the solution to it. 

Mr. Buanprorp. Well, the answer to this problem, tf I may say so, 
Mr. Chairman, is in my opinion an examination by this committee of 
both the dual employment statute and the Dual Compensation Act. 
In other words, the dual employment statute—there may have been 
a history for that at one time when that was necessary, but the 
exception, when they made the exception and said that anybody 
retired for disability would not be affected, puts a premium on dis- 
ability retirement—after you have completed 30 or 40 years of serv- 
ice—having some doctor find that you have something wrong with 
you so you can go out even with a 10-percent disability. Even though 
you would be retired for length of service, you would still be retired 
for disability. 

Now, the healthy man; that is, the man who is unfortunate enough 
at that point not to have something wrong with him that is ratable, 
is subject to the 1894 statute. 
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Now, the 1932 statute is not applicable in this case, in General 
Bragdon’s case, because he will waive all of his retired pay while 
he occupies this office. I don’t know—I imagine the salary is $16,000 
or $18,000 a year. But when he takes this position, this law will 
specifically state that he may not draw his retired pay. However, 
you have to pass the law in order for him to take the job because of 
the 1894 statute. 

Mr. Bares. Why can’t the Senate confirm him, without—— 

Mr. BLanprorp. It is not a position created by the Congress. 

The CHarrMAN. There are situations in which the President doesn’t 
ask the Congress. There are positions in which there is no confirma- 
tion requested. 

Mr. BLanprorp. That is right. The Congress did not create the 
office. 

The CHarrMANn. There is no sense in having him confirmed. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, I realize there is a problem there. 
And Mr. Kilday especially has a problem at lower levels. And others 
have problems, too. And I realize we have a problem with the Rules 
Committee. But on the other hand, I believe the President has a 
problem here. Engineers are awfully hard to get, especially topficht 
engineers. I had a phone call from my home. They are putting on 
some sort of a major paving program in Louisiana and they wanted 
several engineers and they asked me if I couldn’t get some out of 
the service. And I know there is a shortage of good engineers now, 
and with these road programs building up, there is going to be a bigger 
shortage. 

Now, I know General Bragdon. He handled military construction 
in the World War II. He was in charge of the military as contrasted 
to the civil functions construction, and he did a magnificant job in 
my judgment for the Army. 

I don’t believe that a better man could have been selected for that 
particular position. I remember how the position was created, too, 
and it is an important position. 

So I think this, that we have to let the President have who he needs 
in that particular job. And Bragdon handled the work with no 
criticism at all, and it was a major task that he had in World War LI. 

The CHatrmMan. Well, 1 think it might be a subject matter that 
should be given consideration by a subcommittee to investigate these 
two statutes and make a report and formulate a firm and fixed policy. 

So if there is no objection, I would like to name a subcommittee 
and they can study it and get ready to give us the benefit of their 
conclusions at the next session of Congress. 

Without objection, the Chair is authorized to appoint a subcom- 
mittee of five. if that is satisfactory with Mr. Short. 

Mr. SHort. Fine; but don’t put me on it. 

The CHarrmMan. No. 

Mr. Suort. Pick your lawyers. 

The CHarrMAN. Five is all right? 

Mr. Suort. Five is all right. 

The CHarrMan. Then I will ask that Mr. Kilday—I will appoint 
Mr. Kilday as chairman and Mr. Miller and Mr. Price and 

Mr. Suorr. Mr. Cole I think perhaps should be on it 

Mr. Hess. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. SHorr. And Mr. Bray. 
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The Cuarrman. All right. Mr. Cole and Mr. Bray. Now, you 
gentlemen take these two laws. Of course some inquiry is going along 
now on this subject, on another phase of it, but nevertheless we don’t 
have to go into that. 

Mr. Brooks. What are you going to do with the bill in the mean- 
time? 

The CHarrMAN. I am trying to see if I can get 2 or 3 more men in 
here. Of course we are going to approve the bill, just as soon as I 
can get somebody—How many do we have? 

Mr. BLanpForp. Fourteen. 

The.CHarrRMAN. Fourteen. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman—- 

The CHarrmMan. We have 14 members here. Let’s see. Call Mr. 
Cunningham and Mr. Patterson and Mr. Fisher: 

Mr. Kitpay. Isn’t there a subcommittee meeting down there? 

The CuHarrMan. Is there a meeting down there? 

(Chorus of ‘‘No’’) 

The CuarrmMan. And Mr. Durham. 

Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The CyHatrMan. Now, I think it is highly important that the 
committee members do investigate air defense facilities, during 
adjournment. 

Mr. Witson. Over the world? 

The CHarrMan. It is a very worthwhile and very beneficial investi- 
gation. If aman knows about it and sees it, he can understand it 
when it gets here for action. 

Mr. Bennett. Mr. Chairman, one thing about this dual compensa- 
tion bill I would like to mention. I always wondered why there was 
a distinction drawn between enlisted men and officers under that. bill. 

The CuarrMan. Well, I suggest—Aren’t you on the committee? 
1 don’t know about that. 

Mr. Bennett. I don’t think I should be on that committee. But 
I did want to make an observation about it, if I might say so. I 
think a great many people have been irritated by the fact that there 
is an arbitrary distinction drawn under those laws between officers 
and enlisted men. Now, if they want to draw a distinction as to 
dollars and cents, that makes sense. But just to say because a man 
happened to be an officer he shall not draw as much benefit as an 
enlisted man does—is a little irritating to a retired officer. In other 
words, if they want to draw a dollars and cents level and say that 
nobody shall draw more than this much money, regardless of whether 
an officer or enlisted man, that makes sense to a retired officer. But 
it doesn’t make very much sense to a retired officer to say just because 
he was an officer and just because he served his country as an officer 
that he shall be less favorably treated than an enlisted man. And 
that is the way those laws read today. 

I hope the committee will look into that aspect. I don’t want to 
be on that committee, because of course it would affect my own 
situation; although I turn back my money to the Government, at the 
same time I am theoretically involved. 

Mr. BuanpForp. Of course the situation in that respect is even 
more ridiculous when you stop and think, Mr. Bennett, that when a 
man is retired and entitled, say, to a W—4’s compensation, but because 
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he served as a captain he must be advanced to the rank of captain, he 
then is subject to the dual compensation law; he draws less money 
as a retired captain than he would as a W-4, and then the 1894 
statute prohibits him from taking a position with the Government. 
So it is a ridiculous situation. 

Mr. Witson. Isn’t there any election? 

Mr. Puiisr. It should be corrected. 

Mr. BLanpForpb. There is under the law today, but there wasn’t in 
the past. 

The CHairman. I want to say this: We have made a wonderful 
record this year. We have had 76 full committee meetings. Mr. 
Brooks’ committee has met 55 times. And Mr. Kilday and Mr. 
Durham have been busy and passed or considered nearly every bill 
that has been sent up here from the Department. We have had more 
work and we have done more work than any committee in Congress. 
And we will file a statement, that Mr. Smart and the staff are working 
up now, and it is something that you can go back home and point 
with pride to. 

It just so happens that last year my good friend here on my left 
had an easier time. He didn’t have as much to do. I got along 
pretty well this year. But once I got thrown out the window. 
{Laughter.] 

I didn’t mind having 3 or 4 on my neck at one time. 

Mr. Suortr. You aren’t leaving the impression that we did no work 
last year? 

The CHatrMaN. | am saying this: You put all this hard stuff on 
we boys. Last year was easy compared with what we had this year. 

Mr. Suort. You old buzzards can take it. 

The CrHatrmMan. Of course you made a great record last year. 
But at the same time we made a great record this year. 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Chairman, about your getting thrown out of the 
window, I would like to say that for one so unaccustomed to being 
thrown out of the window, you took it very gracefully. |Laughter.] 

The CHatrMan. Qh, yes, | came on back and joined them. 

Mr. Gavin. The thing that surprises me is the alacrity with which 
he gets the legislation on the floor of the House, where there is con- 
fusion ou these other legislative proposals. 

The CHAtRMAN. Wait one minute, now. We have just sent for 
one of our staff members to get the way cleared for certain legislation. 
What was your accomplishment? 

Mr. Smart. Mission accomplished. 

The CuairMan, All right, then, give me a list of the bills. Every- 
thing is all right now. 

Now, of course we have a little Senate amendment, or amendments 
on the rubber bill. 

This is a bill by Mr. Murray with reference to field clerks. And 
Mr. Wickersham’s bill in regard to giving a medal to General Griffin. 
And Mr. Rivers’ bill to let Charleston reimburse the Government 
$500,000. And another bill to give the Citadel some equipment. 
All right. 

Mr. Suort. He did something, for that $500,000. 

The CHatrmMan. How many more bills do we have left on the 
calendar? 

Mr. Smart. Six or seven, 
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The CHarrRMAN. Have you the list in here? 

Mr. Smart. It is in my office, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. All right, let’s get that and see. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman. (Aside.) 

The CuHarrmMan. Mr. Smart, what other bills have we now on the 
calendar besides these four? 

Mr. Smart. We have H. R. 6274. That is the one to relieve 
veterans of a fee for getting an extra copy of their discharge or cer- 
tificate of service. 

The CHarrMan. | talked to Mr. Ford about it yesterday. If he 
objects to it when it is called on the Consent Calendar, I am going to 
make him see if he can get three objectors. 

Mr. Parupin. Mr. Chairman, what is his objection? 

Mr. BLanprorp. He wants to limit it to one copy. 

The CHArRMAN. He just wants one copy. Here is a poor man that 
fights for his country and he keeps his discharge in his hip pocket and 
he perspires and it is worn out and all that, and he will have to pay a 
dollar and a half to get another one. 

Mr. Bray. The joke is it would cost the Government more to check 
to see if he got a previous copy than it would be to give him one. 

Mr. BLanprorp. We discussed that in the subcommittee. 

Mr. Smarr. The second one is H. R. 5269 to increase the number of 
cadets the President may personally select to West Point and the Air 
Force Academy. 

The CHarrMan. We may lose that. We may not press that any 
more. That was knocked off the calendar. 

Mr. Brooks. There is a lot of opposition to it. 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection, a quorum being present, the 
committee favorably reports H. R. 7628, and I will try to get unani- 
mous consent to pass it. But try to file a report before we pass it. 
[Laughter]. 

Mr. Smart. Now, do you want the rest of these bills? 

The Cuarrman. What is the next bill? 

Mr. Smart. Well, you have H. R. 1516. That is the Wickersham 
bill for Col. Bennett Hill Griffin. 

Next are the two bills, one on General Partridge and one on General 
Howard. 

The Cuairnman. We are going to clear them up with the Speaker 
and the Rules Committee today. 

Mr. Smart. The next one is Mr. Rivers’, House Joint Resolution 
261 to authorize the Secretary of the Army to make a donation of 
ordnance materiel to the Citadel. And then H. R. 4229, to provide 
running mates for certain staff corps officers in the naval service. 

Mr. BLanprorp. That it is Subcommittee No. 2’s bill. 

The CHarrMan. We will iust let that stay on the calendar. 

Mr. BLanprForpb. That will pass on the Consent Calendar without 
any trouble at all. That is the readjustment of the staff corps 
running mate system. 

Mr. Smart. Then the one we reported yesterday, the Murray bill, 
H. R. 5116, covering Army field clerks and others. Then you have 
Mr. Rivers’ bill, 2430, which you cleared this morning. 

And then the last one is H. R. 6725, the readjustment allowance for 
reservists, that Mr. Brooks reported yesterday to the committee. 
That is the total list of bills. 
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The CuarrMan. What is Mr. Brooks’ last bill? 

Mr. Smarr. H. R. 6725, the readjustment allowance for Reserve 
officers involuntarily separated. 

The CHarrMAN. Now, members of the committee 

Mr. Brooks. You want to ask for a suspension of the rules on it? 

The CHarrMan. Oh, no, try to get them by unanimous consent. 
We may not have any suspension orders, you see, because it all de- 
pends on what happens. 

Mr. Brooks. We will try unanimous consent, 

The CHarrMaAN. | want to thank each and every one of you for 
the services that you have rendered and your constant attention 
in the discharge of the important responsibilities that have been 
placed on you. I wish all of you a most pleasant vacation. And | 
suggest that you contact Mr. Smart if any of you want to investigate 
any of the defense activities. 

Mr. Suorr. Mr. Chairman, on behalf of our side, and I am sure 
Mr. Brooks will express the sentiments of the other, we reciprocate 
fully your feelings and express our appreciation and thanks for your 
leadership of the committee. It is a great committee. 

The CuarrMan. It is the greatest committee of the House. We 
have accomplished more than any other committee of the House. 
If it was not for the work this committee has done, the House would 
not have been so busy. 

Mr. Suort. That is true. We have kept them busy. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, as the member of the committee who 
probably gives you the most trouble, I want to say I think you did 
a swell job this year, too, and I believe everybody on the committee 
feels that way. We have had a hard job and we did it. 

Mr. Suort. I am really pleased and encouraged to see a man 
mellow with age. 

The CuarrMAN. With that, the committee is adjourned. 

(Whereupon, at 10:15 a. m., the committee adjourned.) 
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[No. 36] 
SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON H. R. 5738 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERFICES, 

- Suscommittrer No. 1, 
Washington, D. C., Thursday, July 14, 1956. 

The subcommittee met at 11:15, a. m., the Hon. Overton Brooks, 
chairman of the subcommittee, presiding. 

Mr. Brooks. We have the next bill, which is 5738 to authorize 
flight instruction during reserve officer training corps programs and 
for other purposes, we have some witnesses who have been here 2 days. 

We have—— 

Mr. Ducanper. General Carmichael. 

Mr. Brooks. General Carmichael and Administrator Lee of the 
CAA. 

I thought this, gentlemen of the committee, if there is no objection 
we would let General Carmichael and Commissioner Lee make their 
opening statements, because they have been here two days, this is the 
second day. 

So that we can finish with them, and then after that we can go into 
the details of this matter with the others who will help ‘us on details. 

If-there is no objection, then, let’s have the statement, General, 
from you, and then Commissioner Lee. 

General Carmichael? 

General CarmicHagEL. Mr. Chairman, I represent the Director who 
has surveillance over all education, including ROTC. I have-a 
prepared statement, which I would like to read. . 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Will you hold the microphone a little closer, 
General? 

General CarRMICHAEL. Yes, sir. 

I appreciate this opportunity of appearing before your committee 
today in support of the Department of Defense legislative proposal 
contained in H. R. 5738 to authorize flight instruction during Reserve 
Officers’ Training Corps programs. 

Since the AFROTC program is designed to be the primary source 
of the officer needs of the Air Force, the major portion of the officers 
commissioned from this source must be qualified and willing to become 
pilots and observers. In recognition of this requirement, the Air 
Force ROTC program was reoriented in March of 1953. Since then, 
entry into the advanced course, normally the junior and_ senior 
collegiate years, is largely based upon the applicant’s qualifications 
and expressed willingness to undertake flying training subsequent to 
graduation. 

The Air Force desires to introduce a course in flying instruction into 
its ROTC program on the campus. It is proposed to do this with 
light planes. Three definite objectives will be achieved by this pro- 
gram. The first is to motivate more qualified young men to apply 
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for flying spaces in the advanced course. The second is to screen out, 
at the least expensive time, those who would ultimately fail to success- 
fully complete the Air Force pilot training after being commissioned 
primarily for that purpose. The third, and the most important, is to 
motivate this group to an Air Force Career. 

Although the Air Force ROTC program is currently obtaining 
applicants in sufficient number, many well-qualified cadets do not 
express interest in or apply for flying training because of lack of 
familiarity with flying. It ees been reliably demonstrated, that one 
of the best methods of stimulating interest in such cadets is to give 
them well-monitored familiarization flights. Let a young man get the 
feel of the “stick” and his misgivings turn into enthusiasm in most 
cases. 

We believe that by creating a flying atmosphere on the campus— 
giving to basic-course cadets an opportunity daily to discuss flying 
with their contemporaries—more cadets will apply for this advanced 
course. This will broaden the base, and allow for a more quality 
selection to improve the active duty pilot. 

At the present time several screening devices are employed in the 
selection for the advanced course of those AFROTC cadets. Pilot 
and observer aptitude is measured by use of written tests. 

Physical qualifications are determined by traveling Air Force medi- 
cal teams. Other attributes of each applicant are considered by a 
board of officers at each institution. All of these factors require 
evaluation in order to insure selection of cadets with a good potential 
for completing advanced courses and acquiring the primary officer 
skill requirement needed to man modern military aircraft. 

These screening devices are effective and are giving the Air Force a 
type of officer of which it can be justly proud. However, these devices 
are not enough. They lack the potency of actual experience as a 
final determinant. 

When these cadets leave the colleges and universities with their 
commissions, they enter the primary flying schools of the Air Force. 
Despite the results of previous tests and screening, their attrition in 
actual flying training is unnecessarily high. 

The one factor which cannot be determined with exactitude in 
advance is an individual’s ability to fly. It is only when a man 
actually gets into an airplane and begins to receive his instruction 
that he and his instructors know whether or not he will make a good 
pilot. Sometimes, this takes only a few hours, sometimes longer, but 
the absence of this determining factor within the program is a weak 
link we seek to remedy. 

We firmly believe this legislation will materially assist in retaining 
larger numbers of trained pilots on active duty beyond the period for 
which they are obligated. The cost of completely training today’s 
pilot approaches astronomical figures. Most of our young pilots are 
electing to return to civilian occupations upon completion of their 
obligated period of service. The Air Force is making every effort 
within our means to induce its trained personnel to stay in the service. 
It is believed that the ROTC graduates can best be reached. during 
their impressionable college years. It is then that they choose their 
life’s work. For this reason, the airplane, the primary training aid 


of the Air Force, should be placed on the college campus as a part of 
the ROTC curriculum. 
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It is true that professors of air science and their assistants at each 
detachment have concentrated their efforts to persuade cadets to an 
Air Force career, but they have been hampered to a large extent by 
their inability to supplement their instruction with actual flying 
experience. 

The many attractive diversionary careers open to college students 
today make it incumbent upon the Air Force to employ every effort 
to assure itself of retaining the quantity and quality of officers required 
to sustain its place as a major instrument of national policy. 

Light aircraft provide the most economical means for accomplishing 
these objectives. They are readily accessible to the majority of the 
colleges and universities at which Air Force ROTC detachments are 
located. Cadets found to be unqualified for military flying can be 
eliminated prior to commissioning. 

This determination can be made at a time when the cost of training 
isataminimum. We also know that early familiarity with flying has 
a direct relationship to the successful completion of Air Force pilot 
training. It is firmly believed that the introduction of flying at the 
college level will provide a distinct material advantage in arousing the 
interest of young men in the service as a career and thus assist in 
maintaining the required level of pilot skill. 

Upon enactment of this needed legislation, it is planned that existing 
institutional contracts will be amended to incorporate its provisions. 

Institutions may themselves provide or contract with civilian flying 
schools to provide such personnel, aircraft, supplies, facilities, and 
instruction as are necessary to provide flying training. In either case, 
standards prescribed jointly by the Air Force and the Civil Aero- 
nautics Administration must be met by the contractor. 

Any fixed-base operator desiring to furnish this service will be 
considered eligible if he meets these requirements: 

First, the flying facility is within reasonable distance of the institu- 
tion concerned. 

Secondly, the operator meets or can meet the basic requirements of 
the contract within 60 days, and 

Third, the operator is a holder of a CAA Airman Agency certificate 
with the appropriate rating. 

This program would be initially implemented by providing for a 
maximum of 35 hours of flying training for pilot applicants. Upon 
successful completion thereof, the cadet would then be eligible for a 
CAA private pilot certificate. 

The Administrator of the Civil Aeronautics Administration has 
assured the Department of the Air Force that his agency will assume 
the responsibility for administering and supervising this flying training. 
The safety agents of the CAA will be called upon to perform close 
supervision of the facilities and equipment to be used. They will 
also see that prescribed standards are maintained, and will conduct 
the final check given to each cadet. A close working relationship 
between the Air Force and the CAA will insure that the maximum 
benefits are derived from the flying program. A continual review 
and evaluation of the program in view of the Air Force’s need will 
be maintained. 

Portions of the proposed legislation relating to medical care, dis- 
ability and death benefits are highly important as they concern the 
liability of the educational institutions and the Government. 
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The inadequacy of such coverage to date has been a very strong 
deterrent against acceptance of flight-training programs by the insti- 
tutions and the cadets. 

The current ROTC program is operating within a legislative frame- 
work dating back to 1916. It was never contemplated at that time 
that ROTC cadets would do more than march on the ground. Con- 
sequently, today’s AFROTC cadet is receiving actual flying indoc- 
trination without the benefits of accident coverage, and in many cases 
his personal insurance program is placed in jeopardy or even canceled 
as a result of flying indoctrination. In order to eliminate these 
deterrents, it is essential that some measure be taken to provide appro- 
priate medical, disability, and death benefit coverage for participants 
in the program. Each member of the ROTC has no military status 
and accordingly are not entitled to benefits under laws administered 
by the Veterans’ Administration, the only appropriate remaining 
vehicle for providing adequate protection is the Federal Employees’ 
Compensation Act which can be amended to provide the necessary 
coverage for this category of people. 

This proposal amends that act so as to cover a member of the ROTC 
if he is injured in line of duty while engaged in military training in- 
cluding flight instruction, or while traveling to and from such train- 
ing by Government vehicle or aircraft. Also, a member is covered 
if he is injured, or contracts a disease or illness, while at a summer 
camp or while traveling to and from a camp by public conveyance. 
The benefits under that act are deemed essential in order that the 
Government may carry out is obligation to individuals who volun- 
tarily participate in the type of training conducted in the ROTC 
program. 

To summarize, gentlemen, the Department of the Air Force strongly 
supports this legislative proposal. Its enactment will provide us with 
very effective screening and motivational devices which will enable the 
Air Force to obtain the flight motivated officers it needs to accomplish 
its mission. 

Mr. Brooks. Thank vou very much, General Carmichael, 

Sir, if you would stand aside, we can hear Commissioner Lee now of 
Civil Aeronautics. 

Sir, if you will have a seat. 

You have a prepared statement. 

I think we all have a copy of it. 

Mr. Jonnson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman one ques- 
tion? 

Mr. Brooks. Go right ahead. 

Mr. Jounson. General Carmichael, in your statement you said in 
1916 it never was contemplated that cadets would fly. In 1917 it cer- 
tainly was contemplated that cadets would fly, because, as soon as we 
got through at ground school we went right through to a flying field. 

General CARMICHAEL. We referred to that 1916 act at the begining 
of the ROTC program; it didn’t contemplate flying, 

Mr. Jounson. | see. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Lee, will you proceed with your statement? 

Commissioner Ler. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

My name is Frederick B. Lee, I am Administrator of Civil Aero- 
nautics. I am very happy to have this opportunity to present the 
views of the Department of Commerce on the ROTC flight training 
bill, H. R. 5738. 
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Section 1 of this bill would authorize the Secretary of the Air Force 
to contract with civilian flying schools for the flight training of ROTC 
cadets. Since section 1 of H. R. 5738 is the only part of the bill which 
concerns the Department of Commerce, | will confine my remarks to 
comments on that section. 

We favor the enactment'of this provision. Quite aside from its 
direct military advantage in relieving the shortage of trained military 
flight personnel, this section would provide incidental benefits to civil 
aviation in general, and to the Nation’s civil aviation defense mobiliza- 
tion potential, both of which are more directly our official concern in 
the Department of Commerce. 

It is our understanding that the flight training under this bill would 
be provided through contracts with civilian flight training schools 
certified by the Civil Aeronautics Administration. 

Under the program planned by the Defense Department, as we 
understand it, ROTC cadets would receive a minimum of 35 hours of 
flight training at these civilian flight schools. If they complete the 
course successfully the cadets would receive a Civil Aeronautics 
Administration private pilot certificate. 

To the military, this would provide an inexpensive method for 
screening potential Reserve flying officers, and for commissioning only 
those who have demonstrated a particular aptitude for flying. How- 
ever, many of the cadets who are ‘“‘screened out” of the military 
program, and the successful graduates who do not elect to continue 
careers in military aviation, would still be civilian pilots. These 
college men are potential leaders in their communities. The creation 
of a large number of civilian pilots among them cannot help but 
provide a very substantial stimulus both to interest and to activity 
in civilian aviation. 

For the past several years, there has been a steady decrease in the 
number of civilian aviation schools. These training schools are im- 
portant defense assets. Our ability to expand our skilled aviation 
labor force in times of national emergency depends on them. The 
proposed program under this bill would provide a large volume of 
increased business for this important industry. Without this stim- 
ulus, a very substantial part of this industry may be lost to the 
Nation through lack of business. 

Department of Commerce defense manpower studies indicate that 
there would be a serious shortage of flight instructors and civilian 
flight crews in a defense emergency. Many of the private pilots 
trained under the proposed ROTC program would, we anticipate, go 
on to more advanced training in careers in aviation and help reduce 
this potential shortage. 

The Department of Commerce and the Air Force together have 
‘written a proposed ground and flight training curriculum for Air 
ROTC cadets. 

In the event this bill is passed, the Department of Commerce would 
have the responsibility for checking and supervising the activities of 
the schools which would conduct the training under military contracts. 
This partnership of the Department of Commerce with the Air Force 
in a cadet primary flight training program is an old one. We worked 
with the military durmg World War II, smoothly and efficiently, on 
the war training service program. 

If this bill is enacted, I am sure that the Air Force can count on the 
same sort of cooperation from. us in the ROTC flight training program. 
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Mr. Brooxs. Thank you very much, Mr. Lee. I want to ask you 
in reference to the statement you make in reference to H. R. 5738, is 
it contemplated that those flying schools would use municipally 
owned airports, use private airfields, or how would that be set up? 

Commissioner Lez. They would use both. 

Largely, municipally owned airfields. We have at the present time 
1,041 certificated schools of various types. That includes ground 
schools and pilot training schools. 

Mr. Brooxs. You would then cooperate with the program that 
envisaged the use of municipal airfields, if they were available for this 
type of program? 

Commissioner Ler. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooks. It wouldn’t be the same type of cooperation you 
gave in reference to the Reserve training on municipal airfields? 

Commissioner Ler. This would be a civilian flight training pro- 
gram, and would not involve the joint military and civil use problems 
that we have with military units based as civilian airfields. 

Mr. Brooxs. You know we took that up with you the last time 
you appeared before this committee, and I told you at that time, and 
I think some of the other members mentioned it too, that we were 
not getting the cooperation from the Civil Aeronautics for the Reserve 
training program when it related to municipal airports. You recall 
that? 

Commissioner Lee. Yes. 

Mr. Brooks. I think you had a serious illness afterward of which I 
am very sorry to hear. 

Commissioner Lez. Yes. 

I think we have a cooperative program 

Mr. Price. As a result of appearing before this committee. 

Mr. Brooks. No. 

I hope the appearance before the committee didn’t bring on the 
illness. [Laughter.| 

Commissioner Ler. I don’t think there was any connection, Mr. 
Chairman. I am happy to report we have worked out some of our 
mutual problems and I think we have a course of action now which is 
before the Air Coordinating Committee for a joint approach to these 
problems, which will remove any of the difficulties. 

Mr. Brooks. I sent youacopy of a letter from one of your field 
administrators, which he circularized as far as I know, generally 
wanting municipalities not to permit reserve flying on municipally 
owned airports. 

You were sick about that time, I don’t know whether you saw it 
yourself or not. ° 

I want to call it to your attention, sir. 

Commissioner Ler: I am glad to know about that, Mr. Chairman. 

I think that did come in while I was away from the office. 

I feel that we are working together with the three military services 
now on a smooth basis. I would like to emphasize to this committee 
our policy in the Civil Aeronautics Administration of cooperation 
with the military services in an attempt to solve the problems. 

Mr. Brooks. I think your office was honestly trying to cooperate. 
But your field men were not cooperating. And the letter that I sent 
you indicated very clearly that the field was fighting the Reserve train- 
ing program. 
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Commissioner Lez. I shall see to it, Mr. Chairman, that the execu- 
tion of our programs throughout the organization reflects our feeling 
that we must cooperate, in fact, we cooperate enthusiastically because 
we realize the importance of the Reserve training program and of the 
National Guard program to our national security. 

Mr. Brooks. You are going to have the same thing, sir, in reference 
to this program. If you understand that to set up a program of train- 
ing ROTC pilots on municipally owned airports you are going to have 
the same problem. The contract is with the military, there is going 
to be some degree of interference by the military, there must be, on a 
training program of that sort. 

So unless you get your field officers to cooperate and not fight the 
training program, it is not going to be successful. However, do you 
anticipate any trouble in respect to municipally owned airports; if so, 
how can that be overcome? 

Commissioner Lex. General, I would not anticipate the same sort 
of problem because this involves strictly civilian activity under con- 
tract with the military services, either the Army or the Air Force. 

And I feel that we don’t have the same problems with the smaller, 
lower performance aircraft, that we would have with jets and with the 
higher performance aircraft. 

In those cases, we would contemplate using existing schools. I have 
a list of them here, which are already based at airfields, and this 
would mean a slight increase in their activity, but no real new activity 
for each individual airport. 

Mr. Brooks. Would you put that list in the record, sir? 

Commissioner Ler. I would be glad to, sir. 

This list is dated October 15, 1954. 

There are frequent changes in the list. 

We are now getting up a new list which will be published in the 
next few weeks. 

(The list is as follows:) 


Approved airman agency flying and ground schools 











CODE 
PA—Primary flying school, airplanes. CH—Commercial helicopter 
CA—Commercial flying school, airplanes FH—Flight instructor helicopter 
I—Instrument flying school B—Basic ground school 
FA—Flight instructor school, airplanes A—Advanced ground school 
PH—Primary helicopter 
REGION 1 
Name Rating 
CONNECTICUT 
A. & D. Flying Service, Inc. R. F. D. 2, Waterbury Airport, Terryville........-. PA. 
Bridgeport Flight Service, Inc., Bridgeport Municipal Airport, Stratford__.._-.-.- PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
Danbi School of Aeronautics, Municipal Airport, Box 2008, Danbury--.......-- PA, CA, FA, B, A. 
Groton Flying Service, Inc., Trumbull Airport, Box 217, Groton___...-.....----- PA, CA, I, PA, B, A. 
Meriden Aircraft Corp., Municipal Airport, 213 Evansville Ave., South Meriden_| PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
Monroe Flying Service, Inc., Monroe Airport, Monroe.._....-..........--..----- PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
Ny a Flying ice, Inc., Waterford Airport, Post Office Box 1743, | PA, CA, FA, B, A. 
aterford. 
Simsbury Flying Service, Inc., Walcott Rd., Post Office Box 308, Simsbury------ PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
Usher Aviation, Inc., Municipal Airport, New Haven-_--__............---------- PA,-CA, I, FA, B, A. 
DELAWARE 
Airerafters, Inc., Rehoboth Beach Airport, Rehoboth Beach_--............-..---- PA, , 
Atlantic Aviation Service, Inc., DuPont Airport, Wilmington 199..............-. | PA, CA,I, FA, 








Approved airman agency flying and ground schools—Continued 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
Teach Air Institute, National Airport, Washington 1 
KENTUCKY 


Bohmer Flying Service, Inc., Blue Grass Field, Lexington 
Boone County Aviation, Inc., Greater Cincinnati Airport, Box 6, 
Central American Airways Flight School, Inc., ri 
Kentucky Air Transport, Bowman Field, Louisville 5 
Kentucky Flying Service, Bowman Field, Louisvill> . 
Louisville Flying Service, Inc., Bowman Field, Louisy ‘ile 
Middlesboro Flying Service, Middlesboro Airport, 7 
Owensboro Aviation, Owensboro Davies County Airport, "Box 653, Owensboro. 


Bar Harbor Airways, Inc., Bar Harbor Municipal Airport, Trenton 
Caribou Flying Service, Municipal Airport, Caribou ; 
Central Maine Flying Service, Inc., Post Office Box 558, Old Town 
Knox County Flying Service, Rockland Municipal Airport, Rockland 
Maine Instrument Flight School, Augusta State Airport, Augusta 
Portland Flying Service, Inc., Port-of-Maine Airport, 


Portland. 


Sky Harbor Flying Service, Auburn-Lewiston Airport, 
Skyways, Millinocket Municipal Airport, reg wy 
Turner Aviation Co., Inc., Twitchell Airport, “ 


MARYLAND 


Atlantic Aireraft Distributors, Harbor Field, Baltimore 
Bauserman Service, Inc., Maryland Airport, Indian Head __- 
Brinckerhoff Flying Service, College Park Airport, College Park 
Erco Field Aviation Service, Post Office Box 91, Riverdale 


REGION 1—Continued 


Erlanger: _- 
Louisville _- 


Pleasant Hill ‘Ra. South 


Henson, Inc., Hagerstown Municipal Airport, Post Office Box 689, Hagerstown 


Hinson Aviati¢ on Co. Harbor Field, Hanger No. 4, Baltimore _- 
Maryland Airlines, Inc., Easton Municip: al Airport, Easton. 
Queen City Air Service, Post Office Box 477, Cumberland- 
United Flying Service, inc., Rutherford Airport, Windsor Mill Rd, 
Weems System of Nav igation, 229 Prince George St., 


MASSACHUSETTS 


Aero Flight School, Turner Falls Airport, ; 
Air Industries Flying School, Municipal Ay Mew "Bedford. 
Ames School of Aviation, Inc., Ames Field, Washington St., 
Atwood Aircraft School, Atwood Airport, Norths ampton _- 
Barry Aero Service, Lawrence Municipal Airport, North Andover __- 

Berkshire Aviation Ente rprises, Inc., Great B: —— mate Great Barrington 
Brightman Flying Service, Myricks Airport, 
Cape Code School of Aeronautics, Inc., 


Carleton-W hitney Aero Service, Inc., 
boro. 


Don’s Flying Service, Marlboro Airport, Marlboro baat 
East Coast Aero Tech School, Boston (Bedford) Airport, Le xington.. si 


Eastern Aviation, Inc., Beverly Airport, Beverly 
E. W. Wiggins Airways, Inc., Municipal Airport, Norwood 


Gus Willett Flying Se rvice, Box 41, Brookfield Airport, Brookfield 
Hiller Airport Flying Service, Box G, Barre 


South Easton______. 


, Route 152, North Attle- | 


King Aviation Service, Inc., King Field, East Taunton...__...__.__--_-- 


Lynde Flying Service, Airport, West boro_- 
Mohawk Valley Aviation, Inc., Harriman ‘Airport, Box 328, North Adams 
Nantucket Flying Service, Nantucket Airport, Nantucket. _. 
Narrangansett Airways, Inc., Fall River Municipal Airport, Fall River._._.__- ag! 
New England Aero Tech, Inc., Bowles Airport, Agawam 
New England Aviation, inc., Metropolitan Airport, Palmer 
Paul Revere Flying School, Revere Airport, 339 Squire Rd., 

Leicester Airport, doing business as School of Aviation, Marshall St., 


ee. 


Trade Wind Flying Service, Inc., Oak Bluffs Airport, Marthas V ine yard. 


Wilfred J. Berube Flying School, Chatham Airport, Chatham _-_. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 


Bowman Flying Service, Inc., Dillant-Hopkins mig cheh Keene 
Buker Airways, Newport Airport, Newport... ____-- 
Claremont Fiying Service, Box No, 28, Claremont. 
Connecticut Valley Airways, Inc., Box 418, West Lebanon______- 
Ferns Flying Service, Concord Airport, Concord 

H. & H. Airways, Boire Field, (city of Nashua Airport), N 
Nashua Aviation & Supply Co., Inc., Boire Field, Nas 
Municipal Airport, 


William E. Martin Flying Service, 
Concord, 


Post Office Box 276, : 


more yy 
> > > 


Baltimore 7 


pad et eet et sa 


Rating 
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PA, CA, FA. 

PA, CA, I, FA, B, A 
PA. 

PA, CA, FA, B, A. 
PA, CA,I, FA 

PA, CA, I, FA, B, A 
PA, CA,I, FA 

PA, CA, I, FA, B, A 
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Approved airman agenc ying ana.ground schools—Continued 
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REGION 1—Continued 





Name 





NEW JERSEY 


Aero Flying Service, Inc., Lincoln Airport, Lincoln Park -. es a 

Aeromotive Corp., North Brunswick Airport, New Brunswick --______-__-______- 

Alexandria Field, Ine., Alexandria Field, Pittstown____.__..-___- 

Aviation Services, Inc., Morristown Municipal Airport, Morristown 

Bart’s Flying Service, Budd-Lake Airport, Hackettstown _- 

Clementon Aviation, Inc:, White Horse Pike and Brand Ave., 

Decker Flying Service, Westfield Airport, Rahway --_- 

Downstown Airport, Inc., Handing Highway, R. F. Dd. ‘i “Vineland 

Hadley Aircraft, Inc., Hadley Airport, New Brunswick __-_--_--- 

Huppert Aviation Co., Ocean County Airport, Osbornville - - 

Mai § aaeae School of Aeronauties, Post Office Box 126, Highw ay 34, Farm- 
ingdale 

Johnson’s Air Service, Solberg-Hunterdon Airport, Whitehouse -_______-._---__- 

iy ing sy Aviation Corp., Asbury Park Air Terminal, Post Office Box 597, 

sbury Park 

Kies ‘linger Flying Service, Kroelinger Airport, North Delsea Dr., 

Lambros Seaplane Base, Inc., Ridgefield Park 

Landers Flying Service, Lake Susquehanna Airport, Blairstown 

Marlton-Medford Airport, Inc., Evesboro-Medford Rd., R. F. D. No.1, Marlton... 

Mellor, Howard Seaplane Base and Flying School, Ridgefield Park. 

Morristown Airport Corp., Box 561, Morristown__-__.--._.-.-------- ‘ 

North American Flying Service, Inc., Little Ferry- 

Princeton Aviation Corp., Princeton Airport, Rocky Hill 

Red Bank Airport, Inc., Shrewsbury Ave., Red Bank-_-_-__--__-_- : 

Safair Flying Service, Inc., Teterboro Air Terminal, Teterboro-____- 2 

Sky Harbor Seaplane Terminal, Inc., Paterson Ave., Carlstadt____-------- 

Somerset Air Service, Inc., Somerset Airport, Box 46, Bedminster _-------- 

Syrek Flying Service, Ms urchio Airport, R. F. D. No. 1, Paterson __-------_---- 

Teterboro Aviation Sales & Charter, Inc., Teterboro Airport, Teterboro j 

Teterboro School of Aeronautics, Inc., Teterboro Air Terminal, Teterboro___- 

Thomas W. Savidge, R. F. D. No. 3, Princeton __ hae 

Thor Solberg Flying School, Solberg Hunterdon Airport, Whitehouse. - 

Totowa-Wayne Airport, Inc., Riverview Dr., Totowa- Boro, Paterson___- 

Trenton-Robbinsville Airport, Inc., New Sharon Rd., Robbinsville - 

Worth Aviation Activities, Olive St., Florence. 

Young’s Flying Service, Wildwood Airport, Rio Grande. 


‘Clementon_- 


Vineland - 


NEW YORK 


Acme Flying School Corp., 
eac 

Airport Ope rators, of Troy, N. Y., T roy Municipal Airport, Troy LEE 

Amityville Flying Service, Inc., Zahn’s Airport, Amityville, vane Island. 


Barker Trade School, Quaker Rd, Barker___....__........----.-.-------.-------- 

Benson Flying Service, Inc., Post Office Box 95, Watertown 

Buffalo Air-Park, Inc., 4500 Clinton 8t., Buffalo teas 

Bytner Aircraft Corp., Albany Airport, Rural Route 1, Watervliet 

Cape Aircraft, Inc arren County, Post Office Box 699, Glens Falls 

Capital District Flying Service, Inc., Schenectady C tase apuit ght Schenectady 

Catskill Flying School, Catskill Airport, Catskill... __- 

Cortland Airways, Municipal Airport, Cortland - 

Eastern Air Navigation Service, 157 West 54th St., 

East Hampton Flying School, Daniels Hole Rd., East Hampton, Long Island 

Elaerco School of Flying of Elmira Aeronautical Corp., Cheming County Air- 
port, Rural Delivery 1, Horseheads. 

Empire State Aviation Flight School, Newburgh Walden ge sceil Walden_. 


North Long Beach Seaplane Base, Box 59, Long 


“New York C ity. 





Fredonia Flying School, Box 141, Fredonia... = | 
Fulton Aeronautical Ser vice, Municipal Airport, “Fulton _____ wel 5 eat 
Hudson Valley Aircraft Co., Inc., Randall Airport, Middletown. Ser 
Hylan Flying Service, Inc., "Rochester Airport, Rochester____- rey 
Inter-City Flying School, Curray Rd., Rural Delivery 6, Se henectac ly. 
Ithaca Flying Service, Inc., Municipal Airport, Ithaca_- : 
Jamestown Aviation Co., Municipal Airport, Jamestown ood 
Johnson Bros. Flying Servi ice, Rural Delivery 3, Binghamton 
Livingston Manor Flying School, Livingston Manor. __- 
Long Island Agricultural & Technical Institute, Melville Rd., 
Long Islan 1 School of Aerona‘ttics, Inc., Sayville Airport, 
Mi1-State Aviation, Inc , Box 492, Norwich._________ 
Newburgh Seanlane Base, 140 Front St., Newburgh 
Oneonta Flying Service, Country Club Rd., paren Casey Airport, 
Onondaga Aviation School, Cicero Airport, Cicero- bans: 
Page Airways, Inc., Monicipal Airport, Rochester____- 4 | 
Personal Airniane Sales C orp., Westchester County Airport, White Plains 
Port Henry Seaplane Base, Port Henry : 
Poughkeepsie Aviation Service, Dutchess County Airport, New Hackensack 
Ray Hylan School of Aeronautics, Hylan Field, Henrietta 
Rockaway Flying School, Rockaway Airport, Box 95, Edgemere 


Farmingdale... | 
Sayville 


Oneonta 


55066—55—No. 36-2 


Dey UE aD 


Rating 
PA, CA, I, FA. 
PA, CA, FA, B, A. 
PA, CA, FA, B, A. 
PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
PA, FA. 
PA, CA, I, FA. 
PA, CA, I, FA, B, A 
PA, CA, FA. 
PA, CA, I, FA. 
PA. 
PA. 
PA, CA,I, FA 
PA, CA, FA. 
PA, CA, Fis. 
ra, CA, lL FA, B.A 
PA, CA, FA, 
PA, CA. 
PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
PA, CA, I, FA. 
PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
PA, CA,IJ, FA. 
PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
PA, FA. 
PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
PA, CA, I, FA, B, A, 


PA CA.FA. 


PA, CA, Fa, B, A. 


PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
PA, CA, I, FA, B, A, 
PH. 


A. 
PA, CA,I, FA, B, A. 
PA, CA, I, FA, A. 
PA. 
PA, CA, I, FA, B, A 
PA, FA, B, A. 
A, CA. 
A, CA, FA, B, A 
A, CA, I, FA. 
A, CA, B, A. 
A, CA,I, B. 
A, CA, FA, B, A. 
A, CA, FA, B, A. 
A, CA,I, B, A. 
A, CA,I, FA, B, A. 
A, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
A, CA,I, FA, B, A. 
A, CA, FA, B, A. 
A, B. 
A, B. 
3, A. 
PA, CA,I, FA, B, A 
PA, CA,I, FA. 
PA, CA, FA, B, A. 
PA, CA,L 
PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
PA, CA,I, FA. 
PA, FA, B, A. 
PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
PA, CA,I, FA, B, A. 
PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
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Approved airman agency flying and ground schools—Continued 


REGION 1—Continued 








Name Rating 
NEW YORK—continued 
Safe- Wings, Inc., Canastota Municipal Airport, Canastota--_-........-..-.------ PA, CA. 


Gaie- Want, eae; B..2. & CRRGRREROD.. ..... nnn cccnnsngesanrdécsbntbantbacies 
Scenic Aire Park, Inc., R. D. 1, Geneva 

— < Education, New York U niversity, Barney Building, 34 Stuyvesant St., 

ew Yor 

Sig. Uyldert Flying School, Zahn’s Airfield, Albany Ave., 
Speed’s Flying Service, Inc., 23-11 Linden 8t., Flushing Airport, Flushing 
Spring Valley Airpark, Inc., Smith Rd., Spring Valley 
Tappan Airways Flight School, Inc., Box 107, Peekskill. _.___.._.......---.------ 
Tri-Cities Aviation School, Inc., Broome County Airport, Binghamton 
Utien Alroralt, Inc., Uties Airport, Marey.....-........... 2.2.2.2... eee. 
Utica Aviation School, Inc., Utica Airport, Utica ~...2.-.....-.....--....----.- 
Ventura Air Service, Queens Seaplane Base, 154 Pl., Whitestone. -_.......-..-- 
Westair Flying School, Westchester County Airport, White Plains -__-_- 
Westchester Airpot, Route 22, Armonk ---.-........--....----.-.-.----- 


Amityville_..........- 


OHIO 


Air Services, Inc., Akron-Canton Airport, Box 244, North Canton 
Aviation Center, Lunken Airport, Hangar 6, Cincinnati 26 
Bluffton Flying Service, Post Office Box 31, Bluffton 
Canton Aviation Co., Martin Field, R. D. 3, Canton 
Cincinnati Aircraft, inc., Lunken Airport 
Cincinnati Airport, Inc., ” Glendale-Milford Rd., Sharonville 
ee ey ey ene eee ae mee 
Eddy Flying Service, Inc., Findlay Municipal pet. Findlay 
Grieser Flying Service, Grieser Airport, Route 2, Wauseon 
Griffing Flying Service, Sandusky Airpor, Sandusky 
Grimes Flying Service, "Grimes Field, re 
Hamilton Airport, Inc., R. D. 8, Bobmeyer Rd., 1, iillnee iaE aaig 
Horn’s Flying School, Inc., Chagrin Falls Airport, Chagrin Falls__ 
Jones Flying Service, Inc., Sullivant Avenue Airport, 3911 Sullivant ‘Ave., 
Columbus. 
Lancaster Flying Service, Box 316, Lancaster 
ee a OO ae eee ee ee epee oer eer eres 
McKinley Air Transport, Inc., Akron-Canton Airport, North Canton 
Miller Flying School, Miller Field, TN ee eS SIE OR wie one = 
Northway Flying Service, Inc., 2244 Morse Rd., Columbus-_..._--...-.._---- 
Ohio State University, Univ: ersity Station, Box 3022, Columbus __.....--.--- 
Parks Watson Flying Service, Watson Airport, Route 15, Box 58, Cincinnati 15__ 
Piqua Aircraft Co., R. D.1 Piqua Airport, Piqua 
Pomroy Service Co., Inc., Bird Airport, 2415 Hubbard Rd., Youngstown 
Queen City Flying ‘Service, Inc., Lunken Airport, Hangar 3, Cincinnati 
Queen City Flying Service, Inc., Miami University Airport, Oxford 
Queen City Flying Service, Inc., Municipal Airport, M iddletown 
Repair & Sales Depot, Inc., Kent State Airport, Cuyahoga Falls 
Richland Aviation, Ine., M unicipal Airport, Cleveland 
Richland Aviation, Inc., Municipal Airport, Mansfield __.....-..._...-.-...----- 
Shuey Air Service, "Box 427, Municipal Airport, Wooster 
Sky Tech, Inc., Cieveland-Ho it Bo Airport, Cieveland 
Sky Tours, Inc., Cleveland Rd, Box 698, Sandusky 
Skyways, Inc., Box 175, Vandalia... 
Senatper Tbai Gertie: CR 5 caicien ctceuinn TE <iinsdn cbybivadnbbqinrness dees 
Southeastern Ohio Air Service, Inc., Municipal Airport, Zanesville 
Southern Airways, Inc., 837 Boardman Canfield Rd., Y oungstown 
Sundorph Aeronautical 'Corp., Cleveland-Hopkins Airport, Cleveland 
Swingle Aviation Co., Port Columbus Airport, Columbus 
Treaty City Airport, Route i a ee Ro ne Bn Baek hiaiee oiidin ola 
Tuscarawas County Aviation, Inc., Municipal Airport, New Philadelphia 
Zelair Corp., Box 202, Bryan-Defiance Memorial Airport, Defiance 


Hangar 2, Cincinnati  ypittionenciraet 





PENNSYLVANIA 


Aero Dusting Corp., Morrisville Airport, Box 485, Morrisville_....._-__-..-._-.-- 
ape Aviation Corp., Paul Peterson Memorial Field, 2501-2503 Union Ave., 
Altoona. 

Arner Flying Service, Lehighton Airport, Lehighton. -_-.-.._.....--...-.-.------- 
Basco Flying Service, Pottstown Municipal Airport, Pottstown___..---- 

Bedford Airways Flying School, Bedford Airport, Box 30, Bedford 
Benedict Airport, Booths Corner, eg 
Braden’s Flying Service, Easton ’Air 
Butler Airport Air Service, R. D. 5, 
Cacets Sarees, Wh ake ey Re akties id ecmaterihowtenwtoh eetnadncentdoosoes 
Christ Aviation Service, Trexlertown Airport, Trexlertown 
Civil Air Aviation, Greene County Airport, Waynesburg..-._..........-...------ 
Columbia Aircraft Services, Bloomsburg Municipal Airport, Bloomsburg 
Danville Flying Service, Danville Airport, Danville_-— ..........--..---.-------- 
Dervend Flying School, Inc., Matamoras Airport, Matamoras 
Devener Flying School, Devener Airport, Hanover 





PA, CA. 
PA, CA, FA, B, A. 
B, A. 


PA, CA, I, FA. 

PA, CA, LI, FA, B, A. 
PA, CA, FA, B. 

PA. 

PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
PA, CAI FA, B, A. 
PA, CA,LEA,B. 
PA_CA,L FA|B, A. 
PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
PA,CA,I, FA: 


PA, CA, I, FA. 
PA, CA’ FA. 
PA, CA, FA, B. 
PA,CA. 

PA, CA, I, FA. 
PA. 

PA. 

PA, CA, FA. 
PA. 


PA. 
PA, CA, FA. 
A 


-| PA, I. 
PA, CA. 


PA, CA, FA. 
PA, CA; FA, B. 
PA: 

PA. 

PA, CA, FA, B. 
PA, CA, I, FA. 
PA; FA: 

PA. 


PA. 
Pa, CA,I, FA. 


PA‘I. 

PA, CA, I, FA, B. 
PA, CA, I, FA, B. 
PA, CA,I, FA, B. 
P B. 


’ , 


PA 
PA, CA, FA. 
PA. 


PA, CA, I, FA. 
PA,CA,I, FA. 


PA, CA, I, FA. 
PA 


PA, CA; I, FA. 
PA, CA, FA. 
PA, cA, I, FA, B, 


A’ FA, B. 


PA’ On” I, FA, B, A. 





PA, CA, FA, B. 
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REGION 1—Continued 





Name 


Rating 





PENNSYLVANIA—continued 


Donepdl Aifwave, Tae. B.D: 1, Marlette. oo... sides hs cc eet ects c ue 
Duane Johnson lying Service, SS EEE ELT SST are 
DuBois School of Aviation, Inc., R. D. 2, Box 372, DuBois Airport, DuBois- - --. 
Ebensburg F! Service, Ebensburg Airport, Ebensb 
Engle Flying Service, Inc., Kaiser Field, Bristol 
Erie Aviation, Inc., Port Erie Airport, SG CTT 
Erie weg Flying Service, Erie oo Airport, Fairview 
Farmers Pride Airport, Fredericks 
Flying Dutchman Air Service, Se ee SRE ATI i ae es 
Franklin and Marshall College, Aviation Department, Lancaster _ _----- 
Gibson’s School of Flying, Lock Haven Municipal Airport, Lock Haven 
Gilberti Aviation, Box 246, Aliquippa-Hopewell Airport, Aliquippa-.-.- 
Gillett’s Flying Service, Grand Canyon Airport, Wellsboro 
rich Flying Service, Towanda Airport, Towanda---.............-.-.-------- 
Gordon Airport, ey i ee Sen wounqhcaihickel 
Hamlen Flying Service, R. D. 2, East Stroudsburg----_-.......-_.....-..--------- 
Hazleton Aircraft Sales, Inc., Green Acres Air rt, R. F. D. 1, Weatherly- 
Hershey Flying Service (doing business as Harry A. Williamson), Post Office 
Box 301, Hershey. 
Highland Seaplane Base, Inc., Freeport Rd., Aspinall, Pittsburgh 15._........--- 
Hubbard’s Flying Service, Blue Swan Municipal Airport, R. D. 2, Sayre 
Jersey Shore Airport, R. D. 2, Jersey Shore__........-..-..--------.----.--.----- 
John Abiuso Aviation, R. D. 1,Harrisburg State Airport, New Cumberland 
Joseph C. Rabassi Aviation Service, Conway-Pittsburgh Airport, Conway------- 
Kreut Air Secvien, Bw. S, LOWeOWR.....n nc oS i ik cased cl Bue 
Kutztown Aviation Service, Inc., Kutztown Airport, Mesietowms 2c oocc05 5522-2 
pee Aircraft Co., Inc., Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton Airport, Allentown 
Lewisb Airport, R. FD. 2, Lewisburg 
Metzong Flying Service, Berks Airport, R. D. 2, Reading................-------- 
Miller Aviation Center, Allegheny County Airport, Dravosburg BH dbo sblud 
Milton School of Instrument Flight, Milton Airport, Milton 
Mount Union Aviation Corp., Mount Union Airport, Mount Union 
Myers Aviation Co., Leechburg Airport, Leechburg 
New Holland Airport, R. D. 2, New Holland__._.. ._.._.....-._-..------------- 
Patterson Heights Flying Service, Patterson Heights Airport, Darlington Rd., 
Beaver Falls. 
Penn Aero Service, Inc., New Castle Airport, Box 819, New Castle 
Pennsylvania Aviation Corp., Box 211, New Cumberland ____-______.___-___-__-- 
Philadelphia Seaplane Base, Foot of Wanamaker Avenue, Essington__.________-- 
Philadelphia Sky Port Seaplane Base, Pier No. 3, South Delaware Avenue, 
Philadelphia 6. 
uakertown Aeronautics Corp., Municipal Airport, Quakertown____---.--- 
eading Aviation Service, Inc., Municipal Airport, Box 1021, Reading 
Reifenberg Aviation, Inc., Hazleton-Reifenberg Airport, St. Johns 
Remich- Flying Service, R. D. 3, Tarentum-. --_.......-.-.-....-------.----------- 
Roy K. Geltz Air Service, Garden Spot Airpark, Post Office Box 811, Lancaster -- 
Russell P. Hay, Inc., Allegheny County Airport, Dravosburg--_.--...-.-..--.--- 
Sabbato Aviation Service, Clearfield Airport, Box 142, Clearfield 
Scholter Aviation Co., Butler-Graham Airport, R. D. 6, Butler__.-.......-----.-- 
Scranton Airways, Scranton Municipal Airport, Clarks Summit. __............-- 
Shamokin Flying Service, Shamokin Airport, Route 1, Elysburg 
Skyhaven, Inc., te 208, Tunkhannock 
Skyport, R.D 4, Mechanicsburg (pd RL EE SRS aaeRt ie REES Sea 
Smith Fiying, Service, Wilkes-Barre Wyoming Valley Airport, Forty Fort... -.-- 
State College Air Depot, Inc., State College...........-....-.-..----------------- 
L. F. Steiner Flying School, Butler Airport, R. L 
Strouse Flying Service, Vandergrift Airport, Vandergrift..............-...---..-- 
Sunbury Airport Flight School, Sunbury Airport, R. D. 2, Sunbury 
Taylor aviesic. Taylor Field, New Kingstown 
ah te aia RL tN a SS Hp SE 
Trig’s Flying Service, Bethlehem-Easton Airport, R. D. 3, Easton__.......------ 
Tri-State Aviation, Inc., Washington Airport, Box 238, Washington 
Van Sant Flying Service, Old Star Airport, R. D. 2, Langhorne 
Werling Air Service, Port Meadville Aiport. Meadville__ 
West Chester Flying, West Chester Air , R. D. No. 3, West Chester - Ree 
Wilkes College, 184 South River St., Wilk “ IR a teen tiaEE hades aakaren ti 
Wilson Aviation Co., New Castle Airport, New Castle 
Wyoming cont 
York Aviation 





School of Aviation, 2001 W yoming Ave., Forty Fort 
ne., York Airport, R. D. No. 4, York 


RHODE ISLAND 


sega Awtetien, Inc., Westerly State Airport, Shore Rd., R. D. No. 1, 

Vesterly 

Lippitt Aviation Corp., Rhode Island State, Airport, Hillsgrove 

New England Helico copter Service, Inc., State Airport, Hillsgrove 

od Ne nnn ne dina dedecunwernswenwes 
le Island Airways, ne., State Airport, Hillsgrove 


PA, CA, I, FA. 





PA, 
PA, CA, FA 


PA, CA, FA, 
PA, CA, I, FA. 
PA, CA 

PA, CA, FA. 


PA, CA, FA. 
PA, CA, I, FA. 
PA, CA,L, FA. 
PA’ CA, FA. 
PA, CA, FA. 
P 


PA, , FA, 


PA, CA, I, FA. 
PA, CA, I, FA, B. 
> 


PA, PH. 
PA’ CA, I, FA, B. 
A 





fae Berkeley Airport, Box 165, Ashto’ 


PA. 
PA, CA, FA. 
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Name 





VERMONT 


Caledonia Airways, Inc., Brown Field, St. Johnsbury... ....--........-.--..--- 
Rock’s Flying Service, Municipal Airport, Bristol _- - - 
— rn Vermont Flying Service, Hartness Municipal ‘Airport, North Spring- 
field 
Vermont Flying Service, Inc., Barre-Montpelier Airport, Barre--_-.-..........-- 


VIRGINIA 


Aero-Way, Post Office Box 6064, Richmond 22... 


Alexandria-Virginia Airport, Inc., 2013 Richmond Highway, Beacon Field, Alex- 


andria. 
— Flying Service, Hyblia Valley Airport, R. F. D. No. 4, Box 185, Alex- 
andria 
Atlantic Aviation Service, Inc. .. Preston Glenn Airport, Post Office Box 4096, 
Fort Hill Station, Lynchburg. 
Cavalier Flyers, Ine., Norfolk Municipal Airport, Norfolk 
Central Airport, Reeiieed....-siecccen..W3.. 
— oe Sae School. Inc., Danville Municipal Airport, Post Office Box 457, 
Janville 
Eastern Shore Flying Service, Kellam Field, Weirwood__-_-_.......-....---------- 
Faber Flying Service, Inc., ye Airport, R. F. D. 3, Lexington__--_.__-- P 
Faber Flying Service, Inc., Valley Airport, R. F. D. 3, Waynesboro 
Fitzgerald Aviation, Hopewell a Py erg e eae ae 
Hillman Flying Service, Woodrum Field, Post Office Box 5036, Roanoke 
Neal Flying School, Clifton Forge Airport, Clifton Forge --- 
Peninsula Airport, Inc., Wythe Branch Patrick Henry Airport, Hampton 
Piedmont Aviation, Inc., Norfolk Municipal Airport, Norfolk 
Richmond Flying Service, Stop 12, Petersburg Pike, Parnell Airport, Richmond 
24. 
Shannon School of Aeronautics, Inc., Post Office Box 354, Fredericksburg ----- - 
Shen-M yer Sires iae.. 2. DD. 2 ene oe 8 ak ds dee ck des 
Sherrillaire, Inc., Northfield Airport, Richmond __._.............-.-._--.---. 
Virginia Cub Distri ators, Box 909, Charlottesville... _...................-..... 
Virginia Polytechnic Institute, Box 73, VPI Airport, Blacksburg ; 
Washington-Virginia Airport, Inc., Leest surg Pike, Bailey’s Crossroads, Box 
153A, R. F. D. No. 2, Alexandria. 
Waverly Flying Service, Box 303, Waverly 


WEST VIRGINIA 


Aero Mech, Inc., Box 132, Clarksburg. --__---.......--- 
Fairmont Flying "Service, 428 Adams T., Fairmont.. 

Flight School, Inc., Clark Field, Route i, Box 38, W infield _. 
Greenbrier Airport, Box 447, White Sulphur Springs 
Huntington Airport, Inc., 
Keyser Air Service, Inc., Keyser Airport, Keyser 
Martinsburg Aero Servi-e, Muni-ipal Airport Martinsburg-. 
Morgantown Aviation Co., Municipal Airport, 
Ohio Valley Aviation, Inc., Wheeling-Obio County Airport, W hee ling. - seg ante’ 





Box 1679, Huntington.......-..---...-----------.---.| 


| 

— | 

Morgantown. siiteink <>. -| 
| 


Pence Airways, Hinton Alderson Airport, Pence Springs--__-.....-.-...-----.--- | 


Stewart Aviation Co., Stewart Airport, Post Office Box 70 Parkersburg 

Tri-State Aviation Service, Inc., Huntington Tri-State Airport, 
434, Huntington 8. | 

West Virginia University light School, Morgantown Municipal Airport, 
Morgantown. 





REGION 2 





ALABAMA 


Post Office Box 2188, Monutgomery- 
Auburn. 


Alabama Air Service, Allenport, 

Auburn School of Aviation, Aub'rn-Opeloka Airport, 

Dixie Air, Inc., Van de Graeff Field, Tuscaloosa ee | 

Dothan Aviation Corp., Municipal Airport, Dothan --_---.---- 

Englund fk lying Service, Bates Field, Mobile es 

Eufala Flying Service, Weedon Airport, Eufala- 

Huntsville Air Service, Municipal Airport, Huntsville 

Mobile Air Service, Bates Field, Mobile Municipal Airport, 
4151, Montgomery. 

Montgomery Aviation Corp., Dannelly Field, Post Office Box 92, Montgomery. 

Southern Airways Co. Municipal Airport, Birmingha’ n. 

Na ssee Valley Flight Service, Pryor Municipal | Airport, 
Valley Air Service, Post Office Box 551, Lanett. ‘ 


Post Office 


Decatur 


Post Office Box | 


‘Box 


Rating 





PA, CA, IA 
PA, CA, FA 
PA, CA. 


PA, CA, FA, B. 


nN FA. 
, B. 


PA, CA,I, FA. 
PA, CA, I, FA. 


PA. 
PA. 
PA. 


> 


PA, CA, FA. 


PA., FA. 
PA. 
PA, FA. 
PA. 
PA, FA. 
PA, CA,I, FA. 
PA. 
A. 
PA, FA. 
A. 


PA,CA,I, FA 
PA. 

PA,I, FA. 
PA 


PA, FA. 
PA, 
PA, FA. 
PA. 

| PA. 
PA, CA,I, FA. 
PC, CA, FA. 
>A, CA, FA. 
>A, CA. 
>A, CA, I, FA. 
>A, CA. 
>A. 
PA,CA,I 
PA, CA, I, FA. 
PA_CA,I, FA. 
PA, CA, FA, 
PA, CA, FA. 
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Approved airman agency flying and ground schools—Continued 
REGION 2—Continued 
Name Rating 
ARKANSAS 
Arkedelphia Airport, Inc., Municipal Airport, Post Office Box 245, Arkadelphia._| PA, CA. 
Arkansas Polytechnic College Russell ville____ tel dd bdasithbtabsbseua PA, CA, B, A. 
Bowen Flying Service, Bowen Field, Post Office Box 915, West Memphis... . .._- PA, CA, FA. 
Bradford Air Service, ‘Adans Field, Post Office Box 1878, Little Rock _- PA, CA, 
Camden Flying Service, Harrell Field, Post Office Box 303, Camden. PA,CA, 
Cantrell’s Aero Service, Municinal Airport, Box 814, Conway... PA, CA, 
Carson Aviation Service, Box 435, Magnolia PA, CA, FA, 
Central Flying Service, Adams Fie ld, Post Office Box 2050, Little Rock PA, C A’ I, FA, B, A. 
Crane School of Flying, Box 381, F lippin : PA,CA 
Fayetteville Flying Service, Fayetteville Municipal Airport, Box 544, Fayette- | PA, CA, PA, 
ville. 
Fort Smith Flying Service, Inc., Municipal Airport, Post Office Box 1056, Fort | PA, CA. 
Smith. 
Fowlkes Flying Service, Box 52, Hazen : : PA, CA, FA 
Harlas Flight Service, Inc., Harlas Field, Malvery-.- PA, CA, 
Hope Flying Service, "Hope Airport, Hone. __. PA, CA, 
Jennings Flying Service, Route 2, Box 70B, Crosset____- 4 PA. 
John Brown University, University Airport, Siloam Springs PA. 
Jonesboro Flying Service, Ine., Municipal Airport, Box 781, Jonesboro PA, FA. 
Kenneth Starnes Aviation Service, Adams Field, Post Office Box 2534, Little Rock | PA, Ca, FP... 
Little Rock Aircraft Sales, Adams Field, Little Rock. _- PA, CA, FA, 
Smith Flying Service Municipal Airport, Harrison ____- PA, CA, 
Spa Flying Service, Hot Springs Memorial Airport, Hot Springs. PA, CA, 
Stover Air Service, Memorial Field, Hot Springs PA, CA, FA 
Terry Aircraft Sales & Service, Thompson- Robbins Field, Helena Pa, CA, 
Twin City Airways, Texarkana Municipal Airport, Box 1185, Texarkana PA, CA, FA, B, A. 
FLORIDA 
Airco Aviation Corp., Peter O. Knight Airport, Post Office Box 1035, Tampa_. PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
Airline Training, Inc., Broward County International Airport, Post Office Box | I. 
5097, Fort Lauderdale. 
Tamiami Airport, Post Office Box 87, Coral Gables____......-..---. sande) PAY OA PPA Bik, 
Bell Flying Service, Post Office Box 2177, Pensacola ..| PA,CA,I, FA, B, a, 
Broward Aviation, Ine. , Bradley Field, Northwest 19th St., Fort Lauderdale____| PA, C. ,1, FA, B, A. 
Embry-Riddle School of Aviation, Box "668, Miami___- PA, CA,I, FA, B, A. 
Faraldo’s Flying Service, Meacham Field, Post Office Box 808, Key West- ..| PA; L Fa, 
Florida Airmotive, Inc., ‘Box 608, NN AE at Le os : Pa, CA, I, FA, B, A, 
Gainesville Air Service, "Post Office Box 367, Gainesville____ PA, FA, B. 
General School of Aviation of Tampa, Peter O. Knight Airport, Post Office Box PA, CA,I, FA, 
2434, Tampa. 
Glades Aviation Co., Belle Glade Airport, Box 811, Belle Glade_- ~ PA, CA, I, FA, B, A, 
Gray Flying Service, Municipal Airport, Lake City peat eens PA, FA, B. 
Hawthorne Flying Service, Craig Field, Box 5145, Jacksonville 7____.. ..c-} PA, CA, 1, FA; BA, 
Howe Flying Service, Brown's Airport, Kendall_ ey ‘ PA, CA,I, FA, 
J & J Aircraft, Inc., Sarasota-Bradenton Airport, Box 2349, Sarasota | PA, FA, 
Leroy Silkett Flying Service, Skyland Airport, Wabash Ave., Lakeland | PA, FA, B. 
Liberty School of Aviation, Inc., Tamiami Airport, Route 1, Box 1941, Miami__. PA,CA,I, Fa 
Marion County V ocational School, 613 South Orange Ave., Ocala | PA, FA. 
Mike’s Flying Service, Tamiami Airport, Route 1, Box 1070, Miami ; ee 
Palmetto Flying School, Sarasota-Bradenton Airport, Sarasota _- | PA,CA, FA, B, A. 
Prince Aviation Co., Tampa International Airport, Pot Office Box 1835, T: ampa.| PA, CA,1I, FA, B, A 
Raymond Aero Marine C 0., Inc., 245 Riverside Dr., Daytona Beach__- PA, CA, FA, B,A. 
Ridge Aero Service, Municipal Airport, Lake Weles | PA, B, 
Roberts Flying Service, Podwick Airport, Post Office Box 1011 Lakeland : | PA, CA, FA, B, A. 
Royal Palm Flying Service, Inc., Page Field, Box 627, Fort Myers._______- -| PA, FA, B. 
Seminole Flying Service, Dale Mabry Airport, Post Office Box 884, Tallahassee._| PA, CA, I, F A, B,A 
Sheffield School of Aeronautics, Miami International Airport Bldg., 1008-1011, | B, A 
1037 Valencia Ave., Miami 48. 
Showalter Flying Service, Inc., Municipal Airport, Orlando__-__- .--) PR OA, I, PAB; A. 
Sowell Aviation Co., City Air Park, Post Office Box 558, Panama City. | PA, CA, FA, B, A 
Stone & Wells Flying Service, Craig Field, Box 5097, Jacksonville 7 | PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
Tampa Flying Service, Inc., Post Office Box 412, Brooksville_.____. | PA! FA, B. 
Tropical Aviation, 425 Bayshore Dr. South, St. Petersburg_..____.__._- | PA, CA, PA. 
University of Miami, Coral Gables 46._............__...-_._-- we 
GEORGIA | 
| 
Albany Air Service, Municipal Airport, Albany - | PA, CA, FA, 
Augusta School of Aviation, Inc., Daniel Field, Augusta - | PA, CA, I, FA, B, A 
Columbus Aviation, Muscoge e County Airport, R. F. D.1, ‘Box 666, Columbus. PA, FA, B. 
F. A. Baker, Brunswick Air Park, 1100 Albany St., Brunswick. | PA, FA, 
Fleet Air Service, Scott Field, Highway 17, Savannah... __ a | PA, CA, FA, B, A. 
Flight Service, Inc., Saffold Field, Savannah __ a= PA, FA, B. 
Flightways, Inc., Municipal Airport, Box 705, Atlanta_- PA, CA, I, F A, B, A 
Fulton Air Service, Inc., Fulton County Airport, 3999 Gordon Rd. SW. , Atlanta PA, CA, Lt ey 
Gilmer Flying Service, Municipal Airport, Gainesville ras 
Georgia Airmotive, Box 172, St. Simon’s Island_. PA, FA 
King’s School of Aviation, Victory Dr., Columbus. PA, CA, I, FA, B, A 
Lowe Aviation Co., Cochran Field, Macon... __- PA, FA. 
Okefenokee Flying Service, Municipal Airport, Post Office Box 295, Waycross...| PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
Southern Airways Cc .» Municipal Airport, Box 718, Atlanta_ - A By 











4480 





Approved airman agency flying and ground schools—Continued 


REGION 2—Continued 








Name Rating 
LOUISIANA 
Davis Aviation, Inc., New Orleans Municipal Airport, New Orleans___-.-.__..-- PA, CA,I 
Hair Flying Service, "Harding RE EES EM ON TE PA, CA’ i, aN » B, A, 
Hobley-Maynard Air Service, Inc. ‘New Orleans Airport, New Orleans__-_...-_- PA. CAlI , FA 
Hub City Air Service, McArthur Dr. Airport, Box 761, Alexandria__...____._.-- PA, CA’ 
Monroe Airport Service, Inc., Selman fie id, Post Office Box 1335, Monroe------- PA, CA, FA 
Pelican Aviation Corp., Post Office Box 191, New Iberia_...-..........--....---- PA, CA, FA 
Raymond E. Breazeale, Inc., Post Office Box 90, Natchitoches-_-_.--............-- PA, CA, FA 


Scott Flying Service, New Orleans Municipal Airport, New Orleans 
Southern Aviation Corp., Downtown Airport, Post Office Box 1491, Shreveport... 
Stuckey Flying Service, Municipal Airport, Post Office Box 304, Rusto ton 

Twin City Sky Harbor, 217 Monroe Dr., West Monroe.........-.-.-_- 
W. Currey Sanders Flying Service, Post’ Office Box 681, Shreveport 





MISSISSIPPI 


Aer-O-Tec, Jackson County Airport, Pascagoula--_-_..................-.-.-----.-- 
Dixie Air Services, Inc., mee wn gt Airport, Box 4237, Fondren Station, Jackson_- 
Gulfport Air Service, Municipa a ge Post Office Box 419 Gulfport 
Hesler-Noble Air Service, Municipal Airport, Box 483, Laure. 


NORTH CAROLINA 


A. & H. Flying Service, A & H Airport, Fletcher---_..............-...-.-.----.- 
Alamance Aviation Service, Inc., Box 1331, Burlington 
Andrews-Murphy Air Park Andrews YSIS EE SES Fe: ee 
Burlington Flying Service, inc., Post Office Box 403, Burlington 
Cannon Aircraft Sales & Services, Ine., Cannon Air ~ Box 291, Charlotte. _ 
Cannon Aviation Co., Inc., M unicipal Airport, Miemory.... sci ive. ..-- 
—— Aircraft Sales, Brockenbrough Field, Statesville Road, Route 9, Char- 
jotte 
Charlotte re ang | Service, Municipal Airport, Charlotte_................._..-.-.- 
Elizabeth City Flight Service, Municipal Airport, Elizabeth City 
pe EE TE. SRE TS EN Le See 
Greensboro-High Point Air Service, Box 2580, Greensboro 
McCord’s Aero Service, Inc., Municipal Airport, Gastonia 
Messer Flying School, Post Office Box 621, Statesville 
Meyer Flying Service, Inc., Box 648, Hendersonville 
Nichols F ying Service, ne cid, 
Pennington Flying Service, Post Office Box 1426, Wilmington 
Piedmont Aviation, Inc., Smith- Reynolds Air rt, Winston-Salem......____.. - 
Raleigh-Durham Flight Servi ice, Inc., Post O ce Box 544, Durham..-_..........- 
Rocky Mount Air Service, Municipal Airport, os 471 Rocky Mount. 
Sulabery Aircraft Service, Municipal Airport, Post Office Box 285, Salisbury _- 
Serv-Air, Inc., Post Office Box 1507, Raleigh. _.......-......-.---.-------.-.--- 
Southern Flight Service, Inc., Box i211, Sebo hice pa ehep eae 
Stanley Aircraft Sales and Servi ice, Inc., Albemarle Airport, Albemarle 
Union Aircraft Corp., Shute Municipal Pye Fg Rens ee eee 
Wilson Air Service & Sales, Inc., Post Office Box 386, Wilson 


OKLAHOMA 

Aircrafismen, Inc., Post Office Box 2516, Oklahomm City_..._..........-._.--...- 
Air Sales, Inc. Post Office Box 246, Bethany Ale Ue Balideneitehintlen sii bape tard 
Air Service (The), Post Office Box '2093, Shawnee 
Ardmore Air Service, Municipal Airport, Ardmore__.--_--......-...-.----..--..-- 
Burke Aviation Corp., Wiley Post Airpark, Box 1002, Oklahoma City 
Burns Flying Service, 'M unicipal Airport, Post Office Box 771, Hobart__- 
Sie. -Hutchinson Flying Service, Inc., W ill Rogers Field, Box 2566, Wiakeess. 

ty...- 
Chickasha Flying Service, M unicipal Airport, Box él, Chickasha_- 
Clay Johnson Flying Service, 2116 Ferris Ave., Lawton. _--..___-- 
Downtown Airpark, Inc., Flying Service, Post Office Box 4726, Oklahoma City__ 
Kingfisher Airport, Box is, NE ox oh liccetbamedin hd bessiie anibbiguiaeo<nek 
Lee & Combs Flying Service, Brown Airport, Tulsa__................---.------- 
Mauk’s Airpark, Box “ eee 
Oklahoma A. & M. Flight School, Stillwater Municipal — Stilswater 
Ralph P. Swaby, Inc., ene Municipal Airport, Lawto 
Ross Aviation, Inc., Cherokee SE os ana da nine: 
Shuman School of Aeronautics, 1208 West Oklahoma, Box 1214, Woodring Munic- 

Sn. .  naravcesapennse cavedineiitettn«Bidite sind dh 

Smyer Aircraft Sales & Service, Municipal Airport, Box 709, Ponca City 
Southwestern Aviation, pad ay Airport, Ardmore __._.-..- bid 2 
Spartan School of Aeronautics, Municipal Airport, 6900 East Apache, Tulsa____- 
U 7 ersity of Oklahoma, Deaerteners of Aviation, Max Westheimer Field, 

orman 








PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
PA, CA; FA. 
PA, CA, I, FA, 


PA, CA, I, FA. 
PA, Cc, PA. 
PA, CA, FA, 
PA, CA, FA, 


PA, CA,I, FA, B. 
FA. 


PA, FA! B. 
PA, CA, FA, B. 
PA. 


A. 

PA, CA, FA, B, A. 
PA’ 

LV CA, FA, A. 


PA, CA,I, FA,B,A, 
PA, CA; FA, B, A. 


PA, CA, I, 
> CA,I 


PA, CA, FA. 
PA, a I, FA. 
PA, CA. 


PA, CA, FA. 
PA, CA} I, FA, 


PA, CA, I, FA, B 


PA, CA. 

PA, CA, 5 

PA, CA, 

PA, CA, L ‘FA, B, A. 


PA, CA, I, FA. 
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REGION 2—Continued 








Name Rating 
SOUTH CAROLINA 
American Aviation Service, Municipal Airport, Greenville.......................| PA, CA. 
Bamberg Flying Service, Bamberg----.-.......--.....--------- ar, EM See TE sd POP 
Bob Jones University, Greenville. ......._.......----...--------- PA, B. 
Carolina Aero Service, Inc., Fa Airport, Post Office Box 57, Anderson... CA, A. 
Carolina Skyways, Box 265, Charles PA, FA, B. 


Dixie Areas 0.5 Owens Field, Municipal Airport, Post Office Box 1151, Co- 
umbia. 

Hawthorne Flying Service, Owens Field, Post Office Box 5146, Columbia 

Johnson Flying Service, Greenville Municipal de Greenville 

Orangeburg Air Service, Post Office Box 402, Orangeburg 

Palmetto A Aviation, Municipal Riroort, Sparesmbere. 2.6. on ose sales 

Sumter Airways, Inc., Municipal Airport, Sumter ---_.2.--.....-....-..-..---.-- 


TENNESSEE 
Apueletien Flying Service, Inc., Tri-City Airport, Post Office Box 676, Johnson 
ty 


Bomar Airways, Inc., Bomar Field, Shelbyville 
Burton’s Flying School, Box 113, Lebanon -___-._...-...---.-------------------- 
Chattanooga Aero Service, Lovell Field, Chattanooga. ..(. 20-022 22. ose e lee 
Colemil] Flying Service, Cornelia Fort Airpark, RS TS a es are 
Cook’s Aero Service, Municipal Airport, Post Office Box Reap ee clot. 
pie 4 Associates, Inc., Municipal Airport, Post Office Box 67, Buntyn, Mem- 
phis, 

Harry Porter, Lovell Field, Chattanooga._................--.....-.--..--2------ 
Howell Aviation Services, Outlaw Field, Post Office Box 508, Clarksville______ 
ee ille Flying Service, Inc., Knoxville Municipal Airport, Post Office Box 91, 


Martin Aviation Corp., 4448 Macon Rd., Route 6, Box 71, Memphis 
Memphis Flying Service, Inc., 4994 Winchester Pike, Memphis 
Mid-State Flight School, College Airport, Box 369, Murfreesboro 
Morristown Flying Service, Ine., Morristown Municipal Airport, Box 60, Morris- 


town. 
Tri-City Flying Service, Northern Field, Tullahoma 





TEXAS 


Abilene Aviation School, Municipal Airport, Abilene. _.........-.....-....-....- 
A. C. Flying School, Post Office Box 1078, Municipal Airport, Galveston 
Acme Flying School, Meacham Field, Fort Worth 
Ad-Air Academy, Stinson Field, San Antonio___.._.....---..-.....-.----------.- 
Aero Enterprises, Inc., Meacham Field, Fort Worth_.__.......-........-..--.--- 
Aero Sales Division, Houston Transportation Co., Inc., Municipal Airport, 
Houston 12. 
Alamo Fl yers, Stinson Field, Hangar 2, San Antonio_-.............-.-..-..-.--- 
Amarillo Flying Service, Tradewind Airport, Amarillo 
American Flyers, Inc., Meacham es Se WU. an cb atiice rd Uist 235.2 
Aviation Services of Texas, Inc., International Airport, San Antonio 
Brown Aviation, Post Office Box Soe, Corpus Cateee. ssl. sue ccc ee 
Browning Aerial Service, Post Office "Box sg Yet EUs eae poems eee 
Burke rey San Antonio International Airport, Hangar 3 “San Antonio- 
Casparis Flying Service, Post Office Box 777, Alpine -_----._--_-- 
Cecil Hamilton Flying Service, Ha nilton Field, Post Office Box 1187, Big Spring. 
Central Texas Flying School, Waco Municipal ‘Airport, Waco _.... ~ 
Champ’s Flying Service, El Paso International Airport, El Paso 
= Hutcherson Air Service, Post Office Box 950, Hale County Airport, Plain- 


oli Yiyde Flying Service, Inc., Post Office Box 8125, Sam Houston Airport, 

ouston. 

Corsicana Flying Service, Post Office Box 1133, Corsicana 

Del Rio Flying Service, Municipal Airport, Del Rio___-...........-..--------.-- 

Denton Ground School, IMc., Post Office Box 5944, T. C. Station, Denton__-_____- 

Evert Terry Crawford, Post ’ Office Box 267, Municipal Airport, Nacogdoches... 

Gault Aviation, Ine., Cuddihy Field, Box 3507, Corpus Christi 

Gibbons Aircraft, Inc. ., Route 2, Box ’368, Pounds cy Aa PES Sy eee 

Gilchrist Flying Service, Route No. 2, Box 132A, Gilehrist Airport, Iowa Park_- 

Guinn Fly Service, Box 345, SRE RE TT SARI PEE a 

Gulf Coast Flying School, Route 6, Box 560, Airline Road at North Shepard 
Drive, Houston. 

Hall Piying Service, Box G, Eagle Pass. .-...............-..-.-.-----.-.-.-.--.-.- 

Harman ‘l'raining Center, Bruce Field, Ballinger 

Hollis Flying Service, Gregg reams f ee eee 

Hou-Port Aviation, Inc., Munici paper, Box 1136, La Porte 

Ingram Flying Service, Box 612, Dalhar 

Jack Robinson Flying School, eae ey Field, Fort Worth 

Jackson tag Box 327, ee snonecs 

J. D. Reed Co., Inc., Henger No. 8, Municipal Airport, Houston 

Kerrville Flying Service, Post Office Box 1027, Kerrville 

Lane Airpark, Post Office Box 432, Rosenberg. 


PA, CA, I, FA, B. 


PA, CA,I, FA, A. 
PA, CA, FA, B, A. 
PA, FA. 

PA, CA, hn B, A. 
PA, CA, FA, B. 


PA, CA,I, FA. 

PA, CA 

Ae CA, FA. 
PA. 

PA, CA. 


PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
PA, CA, I; FA. 


a uP Aha dan 
PA, CA 
PA’ OA’ LFA, B. 


PA, CA, I, “ton 
PA, CA; 
PA, ‘on i a, B. 


PA. 





Prer er’ rer 


— 
v: 
‘ * 
> 


| PA. 
| P 


PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
PA, CA, FA, B, A. 
PA, FA. 


B, A. 

PA, CA, FA. 

PA’ CA, I, FA, B, A. 

PA, cA, I FA, Be 4. 
CA, FA 

Pa’ CA, I, FA 

PACA, FA. 


| PA, FA. 

| PA, CA, FA, B, A. 
| PA, CA, FA, Lb, A. 
| PA’ 


| PA, CA, FA, B, A. 
| PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
A. 
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Approved airman agency flying and ground schools 


REGION 2—Continued 





Name 





TEX AS—continued 


Lub-Tex Ground School, 2001—39th St., Lubbock ._...............-.----2.---.--- 
McCreery Aviation Co., Miller Municipal Airport, Box 1669, McAllen ____- 
Midwest Airport, Inc., Route 4, Box 122, 4500 Tarrant Rd., Fort Worth 
Miller Flying Service, 2508 West 11th St, |, PEA Sn ES RET TF 
North Texas Aviation Co., Municipal Airport, Denton. _-............---..--..-- 
Park Cities Aero Service, Route 5, Box 517B, Dallas. ___....._...-..----- ; 
Plains Aero Service, Box 1657, RE SSL IT a 
Ragsdale Flying Service, 1801 East 5lst St., Municipal Airport, Austin 
Reed’s Air Service, Drahghon- Miller Airport, Temple 
Reed’s Air Service No. 2, post office box 149, tas raat peels abhi ia 
Ritchey Flying Service, inc., Meacham Field, Fort Worth SERS EE ae 
7%, Air Service, box 65, route No. 3, Rogers Airport, a eat tata inka 
R. Walker, Municipal Airport, (ei ean eet A eI 

S bine Aviation Service, post office box 939, Jefferson County Airport, Nederland_| 
Saginaw Airport, route 9, box 76, Fort Worth 6___..--......-.-...--.. 
San Antonio Air College, Stinson Field, San Antonio---_-.---.........--.---- ‘i 
San Antonio Aviation School, Stinson Field, NN I oa asin ao ial Se segue presl 
Skyline Flying School, Inc., route No. 1, box 199A, Dallas__..-.........-._.----- 
Smith Aviation, route 10, box 312L, San Antonio__........-...------------------- 
Southmost Aviation, Inc., RGV International Airport, box 1774, Brownsville _-. 
Southwest Air Rangers, Anderson Field, box 1154, El Paso 

Technical Institute, 3400 Crestline Rd, en are dele aie y 
Texair Aviation, Inc., Red Bird Airport, route No. 1, Dallas-- 

Texas A. & M. College, ne eee 
Texas Christian University, University Drive, Fort Worth... _.--......-......--- 
T. H. Hogle Flying Service, Highway 75 Airport, 1585 West 4th Ave., Corsicana. 
The University of Houston, 3801 St. Bernard St., Houston 4____.-.___...----_--- 
Waco Aviation School, Inc., post office box 1993, 'M unicipal Airport, Waco..-..-- 
Weatherly Campbell Aircraft, Coit Rd, Highland Park Airport, route 7, Dallas_- 
Wes-Tex Aircraft, route 3, Municipal Airport, DIC 008 | ae bene «we ales > - 
White Rock Aviation School, route 4, box 327, White Rock Airport, Dallas_.- 
Whities, Inc., post office box 190, Municipal Airport, Breckenridge -_- --- 
Wichita Falls Air Transport Co., Box 809, Municipal Airport, Wichita Falls 
Wisener School of Aeronautics, Mineola Airport, Mineola 





REGION 3 





ILLINOIS 


Aer Age Enterprises, Inc., Chief City Airport, Pontiac-- 
Arlington School of Flight, Arlington Airport, Arlington Heights__. 
Aurora Airways; Ausorea Airport, Aurora... .. ~~~ -sisans tne -sicne en -sesnene-eniend 
Aviation Training Enterprises, 4848 West 63d St. Chicago : Dicoseshd, teninedsatt : 
Byerly Airlines, Greater Peoria, Airport, Peoria 
Capitol Aviation, Inc., Capitol Airport, Springfield.__-..-............---...----- 
Crow’s Flying Service Co., Inc., Milford Airport, Milford_. 
Currey Flying Service, Municipal Airport, Galesburg-. 


Iilini Airport, Mint Airport, Urbana. ...-.---. ----- -ignonng sac po 5+ <0 +32 snes -- 

Lake County Air Service, Inc., Lake County Airport, Beach and McAree Roads, | 
Waukegan. 

Lewis College of Science and Technology, Route 66A, bapa... pahablen 

Machesney Airport, 8600 North 2d St., Rockford Bik den 

Macomb Airport, Macomb Airport, Macomb.____- 

Midwestern Aero Service, Inc., Murdale Airport, Carbondale_ 

Mid-States Aviation Corp., Sky Harbor Airport, Northbrock 

Moody Bible Institute, 153 Institute Place, Chicago. ...- --.- 

Mount Vernon Flying Service, Mount Vernon. 

Pal Waukee Aviation Corp., Pal Waukee Airport, Post Office Box 337, Ww heelitfe. 

Parks College of Aeronautical Technology of St. Louis University, Parks Airport, 
East St. Louis. 

-Schumacher Flying Service, Inc., Harlem Airport, 8901 South Harlem Avenue, 
Oak Lawn. 

Taynor-Harris Aviation Service, Champaign Airport, R. D. No. 3, Champaign _- 

Tufts-Edgeumbe, Inc., Elmhurst Airport, Post Office Box 506, Elmhurst a 

University of Illinois Institute of Aviation, 318 Civil Engineering Hall, U rbana 

Walston Aircraft Sales & Service, Inc., Parks Metropolitan Airport, Box 72, 
East St. Louis. 

Walston Aviation, Box 271, East Alton 

Western Illinois State College, Macomb 


Wilbur Bohl Flying Service, Harlem Airport, Ox ak Lawn 
S. Flying Service, Municipal Airport, Litehfield 


W.L. 


| 








-Continued 


PA; CA’ FA) BA. 


A. 
A, CA, FA. 
, CA, FA, B, A. 


A 
A. 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
fy 


— 


viv 


—— ee 
~ha~ha~ haha) 


ne 


— 
v 


B, 
PAS CA, I, FA, B, A: 
PA, CA; FA. 


B, A. 

PA, CA, PA, B, A. 

B, A. 

PA, Ch Peas By A. 
, CA, FA, 


PA. 

PA, CA, I, FA, B. 

PA, FA, B. 

PA, CA, I, FA. 

PALI, FA! 

PA, CA, I, FA, 
CH, FH. 


; 


PH, 


PA, FA, 
PA, CA, I, FA, B. 


PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
PA, CA, FA 
PA 
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Approved airman agency flying and ground schools—Continucd 
REGION 3—Continued 








Name Rating . 
INDIANA 
ee, a ss dino nan dn canadsonapa<imae PA, CA, I, FA. 
Air Sales & Service, Inc., Weir Cook Municipal Airport, Indianapolis_..__._____- PA, I. 






Anderson Airport, R. D. No. 4, Box 99, Anderson é ‘i 
Anderson Charter & Flying Service, Ace Airport, R. D. No. 4, Anderson. ..-| PA. 
Aretz Flying Service, Aretz Airport, State Route 25, Lafayette._....__..________- PA, CA. 
B & G Aviation, Inc., Kisters Field, Bloomington. __--__.______.-__.-- 2... A. 
B & M Aero Service, Inc., West Side Airport, Marion _________.__.____.._-_.. PA, CA. 
Bottoms & Lamb Fly Service, 4300 West 28th Street, Indianapolis A. 
Calumet Aviation Co., Gary Municipal Airport, Gary..............-.-_-.---- PA. 
Carlin Airways, Inc., Municipal Airport, Warsaw --_.....-....-..-.-.....-...-_-- P 
Coane Aircraft Repair, Inc., Airgo Division, Smith Field Airport, Fort | P 
ayne. 
Comee a aie meres Seen @, "WU OUOUNONUEE os oS ce eee nce sn cnccorenaee-se 
Crescent City Aviation, Dress Airport, Box 2011, Station D, Evansville 
Elkhart Airport, Elkhart Airport, R. F. D. No. 2, Elkhart 
bis a Sc ec el ee 
Halsmer Flying Service, Route 5, Lafayette__--..._.....-__----. -------.. Md fie : 
John T. Owens Aeronautical Service, Columbus Airport, Columbus-----_--____- 
Muncie Aviation Corp., Muncie Airport, Muncie-_-_--.---...........-.-...--.-..- P ‘a CA, I, FA, B, A. 
Reese Flying Service, Rural Route 5, Muncie P/ 
ome Turner Aeronautical Corp., Weir Cook Municipal Airport, Indian- | PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 


ed 
he | 
> 
Ms 


a9 


Qa 
>> 


— 
= 
> 


pe pm pe em pe 
ie) 
> 


ors yd 


polis 44. 
gicaren Flying Service, Municipal Airport, Huntington_---.-_-......-...----.-- PA, CA, FA, B. 
Stockert Flying Service, Inc., Bendix Field, Post Office Box 814, South Bend__-_| PA, CA, I, FA, B. 
Wayne Aviation Corp., Smith Municipal Airport, ee PA,CA,I, FA 
IOWA 
Sqeotine Fen Service, Inc., Muscatine Municipal Airport, Post Office Box 82, | PA, CA, I, FA. 
uscatine. 
Agonair Service, Davenport Air Park, Rural Route 1, Davenport_........_..___- PA, CA, FA. 
Air Activities, Inc., Mason City Municipal Airport, Mason City__.______._____- PA, CA, FA. 
American Aviation Co., Post Office Box 1452, Municipal Airport, Des Moines.__| PA, CA, I, FA. 
Beacon Skyways, Westmor College Airport, Le Mars_-_-_.--.---...-.-.--.----_.. PA, CA, FA 
Breazeales Flying Ne eee nn cabo lonccbaseacaant PA. 
Campbell's Flying Service, Husband Field, Dallas Center -___- Se sa erat Eee, PA, CA, FA. 
ol wn cah one Ubtnenscetanduadagocsuersecten<es PA, CA, FA. 
Canfield Airways, Municipal Airport, Waterloo... --........-.......-------.-.-..- PA, CA, FA. 
Clarion Flying School, Municipal Airport, Clarion.._.---_--......._----_-_- : Fa. CA, FA. 
oe ga lying Service, Inc., Municipal Airport, Post Office Box 712, Des PA, CA, I, FA. 
oines. 

a ee eee ae, WHO ee PA, CA. 
Fuller Flying Service, Fuller Airport, Milford__..-......._....--.___-...-______- PA, CA. 
— ying on Post Office Box 26, Boulevard Station, Rickenbacker | PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 

rt, ux 
Grand Field pt dem Savice; Grand Field, Grand Mound.---.......-........._-- PA. 
Harry Coffie Flying Service, Municipal Airport, NE cnn cndinnncks oe PA. 
Heidelbauer Flying Service, Municipal Airport, Sac City-_---......-._._..__.__- PA, CA, FA. 
Howard Flying Service, Inc., Municipal Airport, Box 565, Ames_____--__________ PA, CA, I. 
Hunter Flying Service, Inc., Post Office Box 1510, Hunter Field, Cedar Rapids_.| PA, CA, I, FA. 
Iowa City Flying Service, Municipal Airport, lowa City_...................____- PA, CA, FA. 
ee Ee ee eee ees ee PA, FA. 
Johnson Flying Service, Inc., be ag oe 2, Rk blle E SSE AE EELS PA, CA, FA. 
Lindner r Elvin Service, Municipal A port, Se ph IEEE SC ELS , CA, 
McCandiess Flying Service, Municipal Airport, Council Bluffs---____- -| PA, CA, I, FA, B. 
a Aviation Co., Dubuque unicipal Airport, Post Office Box 722, Du- 

PBR Be ee Cg Seg ARERR ESS line ae oa ig Bi Se Ma SECTS aa PA, CA, FA. 
Miles Plight Sorytes, Reeeee mrmere, Waterieo._. g-spot e PA, CA. 
Niederhauser Airw: Oy eg Airport, Marshalltown Ae Le PAP OA RA, 
Remmers- Tomkins ight Service, Inc., —y 1 Aiport, Burlington... Bours | PA, CA, FA 
Shenandoah ring ne., Municipal Air Se ES si A PA, CA, FA 


State University of lowa, Engineering Bui od i ia ac 

Storm = Flying Service, Municipal Airport, Storm Lake y ; 

Straley fo y Service, Municipal Airport, Clinton. -.--...........-.-.-...-_____. PA, CA, I, FA. 
i PA. 








Webster City Flying Service, Webster City Airport, Webster City.....________- 
KANSAS 
Aircraftco, Inc., New Wichita Municipal Airport, Route 8, Wichita__.._..______- PA, CA, I, FA. 
Avueieene AY Service, Inc., Municipal Airport, Scott City.._.............___- .| PA, FA. 
pw ere Br Service, Municipal Airport, Manhattan__-..-_._......_...-._..._.__- PA, CA, FA. 
itol Air Service, Municipal Airport, Topeka---__----._--___-__.---.----2___- PA, CA, I, FA. 
offeyville Airway Co., Box 274, Municipal Airport, Coffeyville __ PA, CA, FA, 
pee te Flying Service, Lyons Municipal |g EB SE ERE SE | PA, 
Erhart Flying Service, Box 167, Municipal Airport, Lawrence. __--_.___________- | PA, CA, FA, 
Eddie Fisher Flying Service, 3245 Fairfax Rd., Fairfax Airport, Kansas City__- as PA, CA, I, FA. 
Flite-Rite Aviation, Municipal Airport, Chanute. __--...-...--.---..-- 222 eee PA, CA, FA. 
Goodland Flying Service, Municipal] Airport, Goodland .__..-.---............-.. | PA, CA, FA, 
Guy Flying Service, Municipal Airport, Box 108, Augusta_____._._...........__- PA, CA, I, FA. 


55066—55—No. 36-3 
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Approved airman agency flying and ground schools—Continued 


REGION 3—Continued 








Name Rating 

KANSAS—continued 
eegtaen O C l PA, CA, FA, 
Hickman Aviation, Municipal Airport, Stafford _.._.............--____________. PA, CA, FA, 


Ken Mar Airpark, ‘Ine., Is > ily I een 
Mahon’s Boot Hill Flying Serv ice, Municipal Airport, Dodge City 
Moore Air Service, Box 1028, Municipal Gs TI sek ccenchinwenint~ cheivelt <icieane 
Oberlin Flying Service, Inc., Municipal Airport, Oberlin_ 
Ottawa University, (as iia ele ne OB coat dO a Ra aN 
Pickett-Haines Flying Service, Inc., R. D. 2, Arkansas City... ..............-... 
Pittsburg Flying Service, P. Oo. 442, Pittsburg Municipal Airport, Pittsburg____- 
Rawdon Brothers Flying Serviee, 6628 East Centrol, Rawdon Airport, Wichita_- 
Sanders Flying Service, Abilene Municipal Airport, "Abilene 
Smyer Aircraft Co., Post Office Box OS eee ea ae 
Solomon Valley Air Service, Municipal Airport, Hill City 
Southwest Kansas Aircraft Sales, Greensburg__....._....._..._._._______.______- 
Sparks Aviation, Municipal Aircraft, Hutchinson___.___...........-..-.--_._-._- 
Topeka Aircraft ’Sales & Serv ice, Municipal Airport, Seema 
Turner Aircraft Sales, ‘‘81’’ Airport, Newton 


MICHIGAN 


Ann Arbor Air Service, Municipal Airport, Ann Arbor__--_------- 

Battle Creek Flying Service, Kellogg Field, Hangar No. 3, Box 56, Battle Creek - 

( entra Air Service, Kent County Airport, 3222 Madison Ave. SE. > Grand 
Rapids. 

Central Michigan Air Service, Inc., Pontiac Municipal Airport, Pontiac 

Chippewa Flying Service, Inc., Box 32, Sault Ste. Marie_-----......- 

Fontana School of Aeronautics, Inc., Ford Airport, Iron Mountain 

Irving T. Woodhams, R. F. D. No. 6, Austin Lake Airport, Kalamazoo-_._- 

Kalamazoo Flying Service, Inc., Municipal Airport, R. D. ’No . 5, Box 31, Kala- 
mazoo. 

National Flying Service, Krist-Port Airport, 28829 Orchard Lake Rd., Farming- 
ton. 

Ray Hull Aviation Co., Bishop Airport, Bristol Rd., Flint_...........__-- 

Sparta Aviation Service Airport, Sparta eee 

Western Michigan Flying Service, Inc., 5541 Portage Rd., Kalamazoo 


MINNESOTA 


Albert Lea Flying Service, Inc., Municipal Airport, Albert Lea_____- 

Austin Aero Service, Municipal Airport, Austin --- 

Brandt Aero Service, Holman Field, 119 Administration Building, ‘St. Paul 

General Air Inc., Flight School, Holman Fie Re er - 

Gopher Aviation, Inc., Rochester Municipal Airport, Rochester - - - .- 

Hinck Flying Service, Inc. Monticello Airport, Monticello _- -- 

L. Millar Wittig School of Aeronautics, Hibbing Municipal Airport, Box 623, 
Hibbing. 

Lvsdale Flying Service, Fleming Field, South St. Paul___...--_-- 

Mankato Aero Service, eas pawl 

Marshall Flying Service, Marshall_._-___-..........-..--..----------.- 

Merrill Aviation Co., Faribault at iadiiel odanmel 

Mesaba Aviation, Box 427 , Grand Rapids. Saat Gegtendnh giheieunann tlind amma a 

Minneapolis Vocation Evening School & Technical Institution, ‘Hennipin Ave. 
and 28th St., West High School Building, Minneapolis. 

Nelson-Ryan Flight Service, Inc., Flying Cloud ne SD is dewcind wwe : 

Northeast Airways, Inc., Eveleth Airport, VOM. — on.n024~5.-5.--..22 eer e® ke 

Pipestone Aviation Services, Municipal Airport, Pipestone -_----..-.....-.-__-. 

Range Flying Service, Inc., Box 161, Hibbing _-_--.-....-.----..----.--------.-.... 

Southern Minnesota Aviatic mm Service, Inc., Municipal Airport, Owatonna 

Tres Bena Ns NNO. «src ctcideiath~demeeere deveeiteebt «neko aevepe ni 

University of Minnesota, Departme nt of Aeronautical Engineering, 2289 County 
Rd, Minneapolis. 

Van’s Air Service, Inc., Whitney Memorial Airport, Box 227, St. Cloud 


MISSOURI 


Airway Flight Service, Inc., 424 Richards Rd., Municipal Airport, Kansas City 

Aviation Services, Inc., Box 196, Municipal Airport, Maryville ; 

Baker’s Flying Service, 710 Richards Rd., Municipal Airport, Kansas City. Ser 

Ronmett Alverers Mergies, DGKeer..........-- .. .- ue a dbo songecmhomamarnanddo~on 

Blue Valley Flying Service, Inc., 3ist Street Airport, Kansas City 

Branson Aviation School, Meramec Airport, Kirkwood 22 

Cape Central Airways, Inc., Municipal Airport, Box 204, Cape Girardeau 

Columbia Flying Service, Municipal Airport, Columbia. -_.- 

Consolidated Ground School, Municipal Airport, 600 Richards Rd., Kansas City.. 

Farmington Aviation Corp., ee ORE AEE IM 

Frazier Aviation Service, Lebanon Municipal Airport, ss os See 

Funk Flying Service, Municipal PANS, HRI. dentebinnniae dese eras dnwciedonchke 

Independence Flying Service, R. D. Mize Rd., Independence __- - 

Kansas City Flying Service & Air Colleg ege, Inc., Municipal Airport, 600 Richards 
Rd., Kansas City. 

M: arshs all Flying Service, Marshall Memorial reat Box 417, Marshall 

Mexico Flying Service, Inc., Box 296, Mexico. 





PA, CA) FA. 
PA: 

PA, CA, FA. 
P 


PA,CA.I, FA. 
PA, CA, FA 


» CA, FA. 


PA, FA, B,A. 
PA, CA,I, FA. 


i 


PA,CA,I, FA. 
PA, CA, FA, B. 
PA, CA,I, FA. 
PA. 

PA, CA,I, FA 

PA, CA, FA. 

PA, CA, FA, B, A. 
PA, CA, FA, B, A. 
B, A. 

PA, CA, FA. 

PA, CA, FA, B, A 
PA, CA, FA, B,A 
PA, CA, FA, 

PA, CA,I, FA, B 
PA, CA, FA 








at th tie et, Ge Ge Ge, ie Hie te ed Od 
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Approved airman agency flying and ground schools—Continued 
REGION 3—Continued 
| 
Name Rating 
| 
MISSOURI—continued 
Nevada Flying Service, Municipai Airport, Box 131, Nevada__- PA. 
PerryviMe Flying Service, Inc., Route 1, Chester- Perryville Airport, McBride___| PA. 
Pickett-Haines Flying Service, Inc., Box 333, Municipal Airport, Lexington____ PA, CA, FA, B. 
Southern Missouri Air Service, Inc., Box 373 Joplin____- PA. 
Southern Missouri Air Service, Inc., Route 6, Box 502, Springfield | PA, CA,I, FA. 
Springfield Flying Service, Inc., Route 2, Box 90, Springfield. | PA, CA, I, FA. 
State Line Airpark, Inc., Box 8167, mane City... ........- | PA, CA, 
Stephens College, Municipal Airport, Columbia_ e | PA, CA, FA, B, A. 
St. Joseph Flying Service, Box 868, Rosecrans Fie ld, St. “Joseph | PA. 
St. Louis School of Aeronautics, Kratz Airport, St. Louis : PA, CA,I, FA. 
Weiss Airport, Route 2, Box 140, Kirkwood _-_-_- rae Ue de Pa Oe 
Wilson Fipisd Garvie; Dexter. ...cb. ie Sk | PA, B. 
NEBRASKA | 
Alliance Air Service, Box 290, Municipal Airport, Alliance ___- =<) PA, CA; PA; 
Arrow Aviation, Inc., 5401 North 48th Street, Arrow Airport, Lincoln_- | PA, CA, FA. 
Auburn Air Service, Municipal Airport, Auburn__- | PA, CA, FA. 
Bluffs Aviation, Municipal Airport, Scottsbluff _ | PA. 
Bonacci Flying Service, 72d and McKinley Station, North Omaha Airport, | PA, CA, FA. 
Omaha. | 
C.J. Abbott & Co., Municipal Airport, Box 6, Omaha_____._____-- : | PA, CA,I, FA. 
Central States Aircraft, Inc., Municipal Airport, Ogallala_._____- PA, CA, FA. 
Clear Ridge Aviation, Inc., Clear Ridge Airport, Omaha______--_- PA, CA, FA, 
Clinch Flying Service, Municipal Airport, North Platte.....................___- | PA, CACTI, FA. 
Engels Aircraft, Municipal Airport, Box 106, Fairbury_-_-_........-........__--_-- | PA, CA. 
Farm-A ip Met vaswes, Mime 252 Nk od Wika See. Joe cae co eee ee | PA, CA, FA. 
Flight Line, Inc., Municipal Airport, Lincoln.-----.-.......-..----------------.-- | PA, CA, I, FA. 
Gothenburg Flying Service, Municipal Airport, Gethenburg_--_---...-.......--- PA, FA. 
Great Plains Airways, Inc., Municipal Airport, Box 454, Columbus_____________- PA, CA, FA. 
Higgins Air Service, Municipal CO I | PARE es. PA, CA, FA. 
Junior College Flying Service, Municipal Airport, Box 72, MeCook__.._________- | PA, CA, FA. 
Kearney Aero Service, Municipal Airport, Box 172, Kearney_- | PA, CA, FA. 
Lang Fiying Service, Municipal Airport, Box 3, Omaha____-__-__- -| PA, CA, FA. 
Lincoln Aviation Institute, Union Airport, Box 198, Havelock Station, Lincoln_. -| PA, CA, FA, B, A 
Lodgepole Flying Service, Lodgepole LienasearanoanerssEeloy sc ; PA. 
Nebraska Flying Service, Inc., Municipal Airport, Box 402, Grand Island_______ | PA, CA,I, FA, 
Risser Flying Service, Norfolk Municipal Airport, Norfolk............----------- | PA, CA, FA. 
Siems Aero-Aiders, Inc., Municipal Airport, Fremont-_-._......-.....-...----.-.-- | PA, CA, FA. 
Skyways, Inc., Municipal Airport, Norfolk. ..............-..--.--------------.-. | PA, CA, FA. 
ee Pe er rr) tae ees pe | PA, CA,I, FA, 
The Skyway Aviation Corp., Beatrice Municipal Airport, Beatrice. ___...__.___- | PA, CA, FA, 
Turner Flying Service, Municipal Airport, Broken Bow. __.._.....--__-- 2c te cP PAS PR. 
Wayne Air Service, Municipal Airport, Wayne--...........-.-.------------------ PA, CA, FA. 
NORTH DAKOTA 
Aire Mart, DO OF REI, TRIB. orcs es SUPE ES osecdet Phe Ole. eas 
Capitol Aviation Corp., Box 725, Bismarck..................--.----------------- PA, CA, I, FA, 
Dickinson Air Service, Municipal A ge ee ee PA. 
Grafton Aero Service, Inc., mag Airport, Grafton __ Faas PA, FA, 
Lake Region Flying Serv ice, Inc., Bell Airport, Devils Lake___ ____- eel See ee 
Skrech-Kundert, Inc., Hector Airport, Fargo._..-- ‘aw aan ae WA PA, CA,I, FA, 
Smith Flying Service, Municipal Airport, Jamestown. om .-| PA, CA, FA. 
Wakefield Flight Service, ee a Municipal Airport, Dev ils Lake _- PA, CA, FA, 
Wokal Flying Service, Bowm te PA, CA, 
Wright Flying Service, W right | Field, Williston. PA, 
SOUTH DAKOTA | 
Aberdeen Flying Service, ll aaa Aber@eeMiss sf. i000 525 PA, CA, I, FA, B, A, 
Airways Service, Inc.. Wagner. said te | PA, FA. 
Augustine Aviation Co., Britton... _- ni heel ey PA, B. 
Dakota Aviation Co., W. W. Howes Municipal Airport, Huron. _____- CRS Be 
Davidson Air Service, Municipal Airport, Vermillion_____.___-__- PA, FA. 
E-Bar-M Flying Service, Box 86, Newell. _- oi PA, FA. 
Hoyt’s Flying Service, Philip Airport, Philip... a ye eR 
Hubbard Aviation Co., Municipal Airport, Watertown_. | PA, CA, FA, B, A 
Ice Flying Service, Pierre. PA, CA, FA, B, A, 
Lakeside Flying Servi ice, Municipal Airport, Minbdisi) ot pcg ae PA, 
Lemmon Aircraft Co., Box 143, Lemmon... PA, CA, FA, 
Marshall Flying Service, Box 1945, Halley Airport, Rapid C ity. Fe etd atleast PA, CA, FA, B, A. 
Maynard’s School of Aeronautics, 911 Franklin St., Rapid City_______- ep. B,A. 
Mobridge Flying Service, Mebridge Municipal Airport, Mobridge.....________. | PA, Fa 
A. V. Nelson Flying Service, Municipal Airport, Brookings.._.*-..._............| PA, CA, FA. 
Skyway Air Service, Inc., Spearfish ____-_- 5 | PA, CA, I, FA, B, A, 
Snedigar Flying Service, Municip: al Airport, Box 1144, Rapid C Otty-.--.:-25.22.. | PR: OA, FA. 
South Dakotg State College, Brookings - i | B. 
Springs Aviation. Municipal Airport, Hot Springs. - H, FA. 
Stickney Flying Service, ng | PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
Western Flying Service, Winner Municipal Airport, Winner - PA, CA. 
Yankton Air Service, Munic ipal Airport, Yankton-.- PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
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Approved airman agency flying and ground schools—Continued 


REGION 3—Continued 





Name 

















Rating 
WISCONSIN 
Anderson Air Activities, General Mitchell Field, Milwaukee 7_-...........--.--- PA, CA,I, FA. 
Burnett County Flying Service, Burnett County Airport, Route 2, Siren PA 
Fanta-Reed Air Service, Municipal Airport, La Crosse....................------- PA, CA, FA, 
Gran-Aire Curtiss-Wright Airport, 9305 West Appleton Ave., Milwaukee-_------ PA, CA; I, FA. 
Janesville Flving Service, Janesville Municipal Airport, Janesville.........----.. PA. 
a me Flying Service, Manitowoc Municipal Airport, Post Office Box 90. | PA. 
anitowoc. 
Max’s Air Service, Outagamie County Airport, Appleton__--..........-.-.-.--- e| PA. 
Midwest Airways, Inc., General Mitchell Field, Box 147, Cudahy..._..--....--- PA, CA, I, FA. 
Morey Airplane Co., Morey Airport, PIR sn ik sesiuis Jp S4c0d ak ad ; , B. 
Rock County Air Service, Rock County Airport, Box 549, Janesville.........--_- PA, CA, FA, B. 
Spring City Flying Service, Inc., Waukesha County Airport, Waukesha.-.--._--_-- PA, CA, FA 
Thompson Flying Service, Kohler a YE aE PA 
Towle Flying Service, Inc., Municipal Airport, Wausau-__-_...........---..--.-- PA, 
Wittman Flying Service, Winnebago County Airport, Oshkosh-__--.-.-......---- PA, CA, 
REGION 4 
ARIZONA 

Astaenn Rinhe Sialints Pan. once taeinn ske nbs hsb he eS ide dc B,A 
Cam-Aero Flying Service, Post Office Box 485, International Airport, Douglas. _- PA, CA, FA 
Davis Flying School, 2425 East Buchanan, PN a ened stuinastdeee sist. codes. Ls PA, CA, I, FA 
G. & G, Airlines Co., Ltd., Gilpin Airport, Route 1, Box 7. amen sid ae b iste a SSS PA, CA,I, FA 
Kingman Flying Service, Municipal Airport, Box 705, Mineman .. .....-..242.2-- PA, _F 
Maddux Flying Service, 2429 East Buchanan, Sky Harbor 4 Airport, Phoenix... --- PA, CA,I, FA 
Mercury Flying Service, Inc., 2417 East Buchanan, Phoenix. _................._- PA, CA,I, FA 
Paradise Airport, 10200 North 19th BVO .. TR cce ited cited iin lid Sis bo ck PA, ,LFA 


Phoenix Flying School, 2409 East Buchanan St., Phoenix 
Sky Harbor Air Service, Inc., Box 649. OR  enaeen A anc 
Spain Flying Service, Inc., Box 1269, Yuma County Airport, Yuma 


CALIFORNIA 


Aero Sales & Service, Inc., Chandler Field, Fresno._...._........-.---.--.---..-- 
Aipend Associates Flying Service, 2611 East Spring St., Municipal Airport, Long 
each. 

Air Facilities, Inc., Post Office Box 723, Fortuna _._.......-....2.--s.2..----.- 
Almand Air Agency, a Field, Box 82, San Marcos 

Am-Vet Flight School, 7901 Woodley, Van y be ate 
Anderson Air Service, ‘6151 Freeport Blvd., Sacramento. ..............2-.si.-..- 
Branstetter Flying Service, Inc., Route 3, ‘int 11428, Deudetottor Airport, Sacra- 


mento. 
Bridgeford Flying Service, Stockton Field, Stockton. _....................._-.--. 
Brooks-Budde Aeronautical Ground Schools, 7412 Hayvenhurst Ave., Van Nuys. 
California Air College, 1532 Cahuenga, Hollywood-__.................-...---..-- 
Capitol Flying avin Capitol Sky Park, West Sacramento 
Sa: § "Tena Set Re RT PLT! RELY 
—, Collegiate Flying Club, Inc., Chaffey College, Fifth St. and Euclid Ave., 
ntario. 
Charles F. Gress Instrument Flight, Training Municipal Airport, 3200 Airport 
Ave., Santa Monica, 
Coalinga Air Service, Municipal Airport, Coalinga... ...................-.----...- 
Compton Air ( ollege, 901 West Olive S8t., homie Airport, Compton 
Compton Junior C ollege, 601 South Acacia St., Compton 
Davis Flying Service, Buchanan Field, Concord a eh MBER Cee 
Delano Flying Service Post Office Box 156, Delano--_- 
Dennis Air Service, Chico Municipal Airport, Chico...............-....-.--- 
E! Cajon Flying Servi ice, Gillespie Field, Santee_-__- 
Fairchild Air Services, Mv nicipal Airport Hayward... 
Fallin Air Service, Municipal Airport, Fullerton 
Fowler’s Flying Service, 2:99 Airport Dr., Bakersfield _ 
Ful-Air Service, Municir al Airport, Fullerton si}. satatt dp Lectiosbinn les acead.<e 
Garden City Aero, Reid Hillview Airport, Route 3, Post Office Box 186, fan Jose. 
Garrett's Flying Service, Redding Sky Ranch, Route 2, Post Office Box 5520, 
ing. 
General Air Services, Inc., Buchanan Field, Post Office Box D, Concord._____-- 
George H. Baldrick Flyi ing Service, Route 3. Post Office Box 570A, Hanford _---. 
Gibbs Flying Service, Inc., Montgomery Fiels, Linda Vista Station, fan Diego.. 
Glendale College, 1500 North Verdu zo , Glendale Y 
Glendale School of Aeronatics, 1435 Flower St., Glendale: 
Great Western School of Aeronautics, Post Office Box 409 Reedley _- 
Hayward Skyways, Inc , Hayward Monici» al Airrort, Hawyard._._......_...-- 
H & H Flying Service, Inc., Benton Field, Post Office "Box 742, Redding 
Hill’s Flying Service, Mvniciral Airport, Sacramento 
Humboldt State College, Arcata___................ ..- 
Indian Wells Valley — |: ing Service, } ern County Airt ort No 8, Inyokern_ 
James L. Most Aviation, 2901 East Spring St., Long Beach 





PA, 


PA, 
PA, 


PA, 
PA, 
PA,C 
PA, 


PA. 
B. 


B. 
PA, 
B. 
PA. 
‘ 


PA, 
PA, 


PA. 
PA, 
PA, 
PA, 
PA, 


PA, 
PA, 


PA, 
PA. 
PA, 
PA, 
PA. 
PA, 





»A 
PA, 
PA. 


PA, CA 
PA, 


B, A. 
PA, 
PA. 


CAL, FA, B. 


CA, I, FA, B, A. 
CA, I, FA, B, A. 


CA, I, FA, B, A. 


PA, CA, FA. 


CA, I, FA, B, A. 


CA, FA, B, A. 


CA, FA. 


CA, I, FA. 

CA, I, FA, B, A. 
CA, I, FA, B, A. 
CALI FA, BA. 
CALI FA 

CA. TI, FA, B, A. 


CA, I, FA. 
CA, FA. 


CA, I, FA. 

CA, I, FA, B, A. 
CA, I, FA, B, A. 
CA, L, PA, B, A. 
CA; 4H B, A. 
CA, I, FA, B, A. 








peed end feed breed eed Geng nny Sd 


Pe To | cd Seed Reed ee 








4487 
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REGION 4—Continued 








Name Rating 
CALIFORNIA—Continued 
Jim Duncan’s School of Flying, Palo Alto Airport, Palo Alto. ............_...-- PA, CA, I, FA. 
Jus Flying Service, Bidwell Field, Post Office Box 546, Red Bluff___...._.._.__. PA 
ustman 


ly Service, Petaluma iam Ranch, Route 3, Box 323, Petaluma_- 

Lary Aircraft Co., Municipal Airport, Fullerton 

poe! he School, OA OS RS eae aan taint eae 
py Pan vice, Brackett Field, Post Office Box 73, La Verme.......-.....-- 

Max Air Service, Post Office Box 388, Hayward Municipal Airport, Hayward __ 

Met School of Aviation, Post Office Box 986, Orange County Airport, Santa 


Mazzei-Hill Aeronautics, Inc., Chandler Field, Fresno._.................-...-..- 
McAdams Flight Service, Phoenix Field, Post Office Box 305, Fair Oaks 
Merced Air Service, Post Office Box 43, | ake ai tana get Raion ted 
es Specialties Flying School, Post Office Box “DPD,” Buchanan Field, 
onco! 
Modesto Flying Service, Post Office Box 1224, Municipal Airport, Modesto 
Mt. San Antonio College, Post Office Box 801, Pomona_-___..._...........--- 
Nance & Cooper Flight Academy, 4830 Anna ’Ave., San Diego 10 
Nervino Aero Service, Beckwourth Airport, Box 88, Beckwourth 
Oakdale Flying Service, Route 1, Box 623, Oakdale_____- 
Oxnard Flying School, Ventura ¢ County Airport, Pass 
Pacific aireraft Service, Post Office Box 82, Modesto _- 
Pacific States Aviation, Inc., Buchanan Field, SS” a aD 
P & H Flying Service, Inc., Post Office Box 57, Quartz Hill Airport, Quartz Hill. - 
Perkins Aviation Industries, Box 206, Marysville ail alent SE. i 
Pierce Flying Service, Box 893, 2135 Broadway, Eureka. - - 
Pool’s Air Facilities, Municipal Airport, Ukiah 
R. A. Bridgeford Flying Service, Na 
Ranchaero Flying School, Route 3, 
Reedley College, Post Office Box 552, Reedie ETT ELE RR yee 
Riley Flying Service, E] Monte Airport, 151 West Lambert, El] Monte-- 
Riverside Flight Academy, Inc., 6720 Kelly Street, Riv: erside 
‘Sacramento Sky Ranch, Inc., Route 1, Box 3305, Sacramento.......__......--.... 
-— ~wucene? Valley College, 701 South Mount Vernon Av enue, San 
rma 
Santa Barbara Flying Service, Inc., Box 296, Goleta___.__........--.--.-------.-- 
Santa Monica Flyers, 2500 Airport ‘Avenue, ‘Municipal Airport, Santa Monica --. 
— Rosa Aviation Co., Sanoma County Airport, Post Office Box 501, Santa 







sa. 

Ganta. Rosa Junior Oallegs. Sante Ross.....-...... 2... ices ees deens------.--- 
Scott Aero Service, Inc., 2901 East Spring St., Long Beach 8_________.__.____- 
pees Airways, "Box 186, Monta ane Municipal Airport, Montague. ---_--..--- 
South Bay Airport Co. National ity Airport, National City... ..........-..--- 
Stockton College, 3301 Kensington Way, are ele tina, ip A 
Sweet Flying Service, Post Office Box 150, Municipal Airport, Visalia ___- . 
Trgeeep Air Lines, Taloa Academy of Aeronautics, Municipal Airport, 


Tri-City School of Aviation, 660 Highway 99, San Bernardino___.-......._.._..-- 
Universal Flyers, Inc., 409 North Prairie Ave., Municipal Airport, Hawthorne __- 
—s of Southern California, College of Aeronautics, Hancock Field, Santa 
aria. 

Valley Flying Service, 1386 East Alisal Rd., Salinas.-............_..-.-...---.--- 
Vegas Air, Inc. Torrance Municipal Airport, Post Office Box 347, Redondo Beach. 
Mg’ College, Ventura Union High School District, Ventura. 

W. H. Coffin Air Service, Whiteman Air Park, 12930 Pierce St., Pacoima 
West Coast Aviation Co., Route 1, Box 43, Half Moon BR ook, Lai cetmaebidned 
Western Flying Legion, 13900 South Western Ave., Gardena 


COLORADO 


Route 2, Boulder Airport, Boulder 
Clinton Aviation Co., ~ thaplenen’ Airfield, Denver 

Cortez by Service, Inc., Ute Field, (an apreciated 
Eskridge Flying Service, Craig Municipal Airport, Craig 

J. Floyd Gregg, Post Office Box ihe EE TOT LT 
Kramer Flying School, Kramer Field, I ad 
Longmont Flying Service, Inc., Municipal Airport, Longmont 
Monarch Aviation, Inc., Glenwood S eked ate cat ciate doled eecmelaa dat ibe uth x 
Monarch Aviation, Inc., Post Office Box 1132, Walker Field, Grand Junction_.-_- 
Monarch Aviation, Inc., Rifle Municipal Airport, Rifle 
Nucla Fying Service, Box ie i cahcedat Shaka ndinatiowiitn gadduanlistddees’s 
Rocky Mountain Air Service, Box 127, Municipal Airport, Trinidad_____.______- 
Vest Aircraft Co., Flight Service Division., Box 5306, Terminal Annex, Denver_. 
Western Aviation, Inc., Box 1415, Municipal Airport, Sterling 

Western State Aviation, Gunnison County Airport, Gunnison 


Boulder Flying Service 





PA, CA, FA, B, A. 
PA, 

PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
PA, CA. 


PA, CA, 
PA, CA, L Apa, B, A. 


PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
PA. 


PA. 
PA, CA, FA. 
PA. 


B, A. 

PA, CA, FA, B, A. 
PA, CA, FA, B, A. 
PA, CA. 

PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
PA 


PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
PA, CA, L 


FA, B, A. 





B, A. 

PA, CA,I, FA, B, A. 

PA,CA,I, FA,B,A. 

PA’ CA,L, FA,B, A. 
A. 


PA, toe I, FA, B, A. 
PA CA, I, FA. 
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Name Rating 
IDAHO 
Aircraft Service Co., Box 829, Bradley Field, Boise.................--.-..------.- PA, oie t FA, B, A. 
Blackfoot Flying Serv ice, Post Office Box 401, Re PA, 
Bowler’s Air Service, Orofino ainaicos Airport, Box 32, Orofino.....-.........- PA’ ae PA 
Cc hrishop Flying School, ep ol ee apie lalate, “dialianris nat lial PA, CA. 
Clark’s Flying Service, Box 56, lene: ree Se Se Fe ee eae PA, CA, FA. 
Fred’s Flying Service, Box 629, Ne PA, CA, FA. 
G. I. Flying Service, Box i ne eae PA, CA, FA. 
Grangeville Air Service, Idaho County Airport, Box 112, Grangeville_...._...___-. PA, CA, FA. 
Hillerest Aircraft Co., Municipal Airport, "Bex | ade Seopa eee alias PA, Ca’ FA. 
Idaho Air Service, Municipal Ee eee i. 
Idaho Aviation Center, Box 498, Pie eet) wore snunies 7 ITs PA, CA,I, FA. 
Ken Roundy Skyways, Box 248, IE Te a a a A ts hl a ct PA, CA, FA. 
Lee’s Flying Service, Box 268, Kellogg ee Ee eee alee oRcapelt + la apd i aaa > PA, CA, FA, 
Magic Valley Aircraft, Box 382, Twin Falls. ah ow ac ae asa eee at tie 
Northwest Flying Service, Inc., Box 1834, Municipal Airport, Ne 7 PA, CA, FA. 
Pocatello Flying Service, Box 1297, (Sais ala 2 es Re BA, CA, I, FA. 
Reeder Flying Service, M wunicipal Airport, Twin Pams.....-:..).-.-.--. PA, CA, FA. 
St. Anthony Flying Service, St. Anthony Municipal aisle St. Anthony---___- PA, CA, FA. 
Terminal Flying Service, Box ery nr en enenena PA, FA 
MONTANA 
Gallatin Flying Service, Inc., Post Office Box 746, Belgrade_.__....__.____-_-___- PA, CA, FA. 
Gillis Flying Service, Box 1718, te SLUR SEE Re SI. Bag Sa a de PA, CA,I, FA. 
Johnson Flying Serv ice, Ine., Box 1382, Hale Field, Missoula___.........__...___- - 
Lynch Flying Service, Inc., Post Office Box OR EN el IE eR Ly. PA, CA,I, FA. 
Lynch Flying Service, Inc., Box 1575, RSE Ay eB PA, CA, I, FA. 
Morrison a Service, Municipal Bn he LAR ER ES | ea a A. 
Palmer-Spring Flying, Inc., Box 1391, Great Falls__............-..--...-..-2- : 
Skyway Flying Service, Post Office Box 1866, Great Malie.o coos) ee Lhe Ee PA, CA. 
NEVADA | 
E]-Aero Services, Box 890, Municipal Airport, Elko__._.....-.._-.-_....-...-....| PA, CA, FA 
Ely Flying Service and School, Box 267, Ely.............----.-.----------- vacck ais toes 
Reno ey eee, Genes, PON SRBEs ONO ne cece ss At .-| PA, CA, FA 
Silver State Flying Servi ice, Inc., United Airlines Airport, Box 2452, Reno_____- PA, CA, FA 
Sky Haven Flying Service, Sky ‘Haven Airport, Box 1032, Las Vegas___--__- ~sect] Fa, UA, Fa 
NEW MEXICO 
Bible Flying Service, Post Office Box 500, Las Vegas. eet tte teal PA, I, FA. 
B. F. Hines Flying School, Municipal Airport, Box 535, Hobbs- 2 + he A, B. 
Cutter-Carr Flying Service, Inc., West Mesa Airport, Box 274, Albuquerque. at Fe, OA, 1, BA. 
OREGON 
Ball-Ralston Flying Service, Municipal Airport, Route 4, Box 404, Hillsboro--.__- PA, CA,I, FA 
Buswell Flying Service, Lakeview Municipal Airport, Box 691, Lakeview_--_--_- PA, FA. 
Coast Airmotive, Airport Way, North Bend---............-.--------..--.-----. PA, CA, FA 
Dick Ballantine Flying Service, Post Office Box 307, Prineville..............-.__- PA, FA. 
Flightcraft, Inc., 6200 NE. Marine Dr., Portland.............-...-.-------.----- PA, CA. 
Gibson Flying Serv ice, Municipal Airport, Soe aod, Sen ouly steal PA. 
Grant’s Pass Air Service, Municipal Airport, Box 326, Granty Pees. PA, CA, FA. 
Green Flying Service, 1953 Chambers St., Eugene_.__._....-._-_- grant k= | PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
Kreitzberg Aviation, Ine., MeNary Field, EUS Se aE i SAM | PA. 
Livingston Air Services, Post Office Box 531, Corvallis Airport, Corvallis-- -__- -) PA, CA, TPA: 
Livingston Air Service, Inc., City-County Airport, Madras----. , PA. 
McKenzie Flying Service, 1300 North 27th St., Springfield _ _- PA, CA, I, FA, B, A 
Medford Air Service, Box 708, Medford - ee | Me 
Menti-Newlun Aireraft Corp., Municipal Airport, Klamath Falls... PA. 
North Bend Flight Service, North Bend Municipal Airport, North Bend__ PA, CA, FA. 
Portland Seaplane Base, care of Jantzen Beach Park, Portland. - PA. 
Rupert Flying Service, Route 2, Box 27, Beaverton__ _- PA. 
Skyways School of Aviation, Portland-Troutdale Airport, Troutdale_.__.._.____- |} PA,CA,I, FA 
Sportsman RDORR TONNE hia a a tac antnnl crops J. <n), ie Ee 
Sti ~— s Flying Service, Post Office Box 1107, Klamath Falls___________- ..| PA, CA, FA 
Tilse-Layva Air Service, Box 807, Redmond..-._...-....--.--------.-.--.--.--.. | PA, FA. 
Troh’s Air Taxi, 1949 Southeast 156 Ave., Troh’s Skyport, Portland__-__--___- | PA, CA, 
Verne De Autremont, MeNary Field, Salem. 3 - hare | PA, CA, FA. 
Wik’s Air Service, Inc. ., Post Office Box 405, Route 4, Hillsboro... ._..---_- | PA, CA, I, FA* 
UTAH | 
Adams Flying Service, Midvale Airport, West Jordan-.--_--......--.--.---------- | PA. 
Basin Flying Service, Route 2, Vernal.. 1 as eae | PA, CA. 
Carbon Emery Flying Service, Post Office Box 629, Price__- sateen | PA, CA, FA. 
Carter Air Service, 3200 West 2Iist St., South, Salt Lake City_- shea PA, FA, B. 
Central Utah Aviation, Post Office Box 582, Provo...---- Te ak NAS es CN 
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UTAH—continued 


Christopherson Air Service, 3200 West 2100 South, Salt Lake City_..............- PA. 
Glen Haren Flying Service, Post Office Box 512, St. George. _............-..----- PA. 
Grantsville Flying Service, Box 162, Grantsv ille____- 

Kemp & Kelsey Air Service, Inc., Municipal Airport No. 1, Salt Lake City... 
Logan Air Service, Hillcrest Airpark, Logan 


Parkair Flying Service, Municipal Airport, Cedar City_._........-.-_-.- PA. 

Provo Flying Service, inc., Post Office Box 144, Municipal Airport, Provo._.__-- PA, CA, FA. 
Seagull Aviation, Inc., Post Office Box 104, Brigham t_” LDS DF GS BER PA, CA, I, FA. 
~~ Haven Flying School, Inc., R. F. D. No. 58, Woods Cross__................- PA, CA, I, FA. 


7 anish Fork Flying Serv ice, Spanish Fork Airport, Spanish Fork_. PA. 

ompson Flying Service of Salt Lake, Salt Lake Air 1 No. 1, Salt Lake City_- PA, CA, I, FA. 
Utah Pacific Airways, Inc., Post Office Box 1187, Ogde PA, 

Utah Western Aviation, Box of AEN Ee ee eS PA, CA, I, FA, B. 
Valley Airmotive Corp., Municipal Airport, Logan PA, 


WASHINGTON 


Columbia Aviation, Inc., Route 4, City-County Airport, Walla Walla__._______- PA, 
D & D Flying Service, South Port Orchard Airport, Route 2, Box 356, Port | PA, CA, FA, B, A, 








Orchard. 
Evergreen Flying Service, Route 1, Box 2940, Evergreen Field, Vancouver-_-__-_-_- PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
Forrest Taylor Academy of Flying, Boeing Field, Seattle...................--_- P A’ Cc Al - i 
Galvin Flying Service, Boeing Field, Seattle._.._.______-_.--_--.--.-----_---.--- A, FA. 
Helicopter Service & Sales, Inc., Box 47, Boeing Field, Seattle_..........________- PH, CH. 
Inland Empire, Inc., Pullman-Moscow Airport, Pullman___........._............| PA, CA, FA. 
Kenmore Air Harbor, Inc., Box 64, Kenmore-. eee ER Ey el ,» CA. 
Kurtzer Flying Service, 950 Westlake North, Lake Union, Seattle_. asthhinco—-)_ Pa OA, 3 P Aes Ap 
L & D Flying Service, Box 511, Municipal Airport, Prosser______ ‘ ..| PA, CA, I, FA. 
Lake Union Air Service, 1200 Westlake North, Seattle... __.___-- | PA, CA,I, FA 
Lamb Flying Service, East 5826, Rutter Ave., so Taaisaeee Seti miccsm mn alii PA. 
Lower Columbia J unior College, 0 AE 1 i 1 ES ee ai | B, A. 
Mamer-Shreck Air Transport, Felts Field, Spokane_- ey Eee Fe 
Martin School of Flying, Martin Field, Box 598, Walla Walla__________- .....-| PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
McAllister Flying Service, Box 1090, Municipal Airport, Yakima-.--_....---.-.- PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
Merrell Aviation Ground School, Box 8, Boeing Field, Seattle. __...-.._...--- B, A. 
Olympie Aviation, Inc., Box 190, Bremerton...-......-.....-.--.--- ..| PA, CA, I, FA, B, A 
Oswald Flying Service, Center and Mildred Sts., Tacoma m AMP ore, | Tacoma_- PA, CA,I, FA, B, A 
Puget Sound Air Serv ice, Box 2170, Route 2, Bellevue __ : cA See E PA, CA,I, FA. 
Renton Aviation, Inc., Box 487, Renton....-..-...-..----------...-..- bow-v-t Rae OAT, TA, 
8 & M Flying Service, Box 15, The Dalles Municipal Airport, Dallesport PA, CA, FA, 
Schweitzer Aircraft Co., Inc., Box 212, Municipal Airport, Yakima_ ___- PA, CA, I, FA, B, A. 
Tacoma Flying Service, ‘Barry’ s Sky Harbor Airport, Route 9, Box 297-B, Tacoma. | PA, CA, B, A. 
Valley Air Service, Municipal Airport, Box 385, Sunnyside. ___-........--..____- PA, FA. 
Vandervert’s School of Flying, Felts Field, Spokane -_-_-.----.-.........-..-.-- PA, CA, I, FA, B, A 
Wenatchee Air Service, Box 1160, Fancher Field, W: pC os : A, CA,I, FA, B, A 
Western Airways, Box 5044, Station C, Spokane---._.--....--.---..--.-.-------.- PA, CA, FA. 
Wilbur Flying Service, Wilbur Airport, Post Office Box 65, W ilbur- . PA, CA, FA, B, A 
Willard Flying Service, Paine Field, Ev en Fda ac areenrine own PA, CA, FA. 
WYOMING 
Big Horn Airways, Inc., Box 250, Sheridan_._- ae R LE ge > PA, CA, I, FA. 
Black Hills Flying Se rvice, Box 501, MonDell Field, ‘Newcastle. _____- J.~.5.| PA, OB, BA. 
Casper Flying Service, Inc., a RE 5 SIS SS SP Ss ee S% CA, FA. 
Frontier Aviation Co., Post Office Box 1, Laramie ___- | PA. 
or Aircraft Serv ice, Post Office Box 193, Hangar 1, Natrona County Airport, | PA, CA, I, FA, 
asper. | 
Sheridan Air Service, Post Office Box 61, Sheridan. _-_-----_---- ; are | PA, CA 
Sky Harbor Air Service, Sky Harbour Airport, Box. 138, Cheyenne _- situiidides! FAD ry FA 
Wind River Aviation Co. .» Municipal Airport, Riverton. --------- foe “1 PA 
Wyoming Skyways, Inc., Box 2144, Airport Station, Cheyenne.._..........- Fe A, CA, FA. 
| 





Commissioner Lex. I think I can assure this committee, Mr. Chair- 
man, that there will be no resistance to this, in fact, we will support it 
enthusiastically. We feel that ii is an important factor in the defense 
program and it is something that our Nation does require, and 
which must be worked out even though, of course, there are occasional 
problems which arise. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Wickersham. 

Mr. WickrrsHam. Mr. Chairman, I just want to again compliment 


Mr. Lee. 
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Generally speaking, he and his organization, I think, have done a 
wonderful job both for the military and civilian in trying to protect 
the lives of many thousands of people who fly, either as pilots, crew, 
or passengers throughout the country, particularly in this jet age. 
I think they are doing a wonderful job. 

Commissioner Lez. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman. What would you do in a case 
where the municipal airport didn’t want a flight training school, do 
you have any means of encouraging them to go along with you? 

I take for example, Friendship Airport, where we have had all that 
trouble about trying to get the Air National Guard in there at Friend- 
ship Airport, which is a municipally owned airport. 

Mr. Devereux. May J continue with my questions? 

I would like to ask General Carmichael something. Have you any 
idea what the additional cost would be on this, and the additional 
personnel that would be necessary? 

General CARMICHAEL. Yes, sir; we have a cost figure worked out 
under several different sets of circumstances. 

If we are given the legislation as written we would immediately 
proceed into 90 schools. Now, the 90 schools that we go into we 
estimate that the annual cost on that would be $1,831,000—$1 ,831,470 
is our estimate. 

Mr. Devereux. Would you need any additional personnel in the 
Air Force assigned to ROTC schools to implement this program? 

General CaRMICHAEL. No, sir; what we would do, we would con- 
tract with—revised our contract with the institution, wherein we 
have an ROTC detachment, to require this type of training. The 
institution, in turn, would contract with the local flying operator. 
The CAA would administer the 35 hours that is given to each cadet. 

Mr. Devereux. All right. 

Have you contacted any of the schools to see whether they would 
go along with a program like this? 

General CARMICHAEL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. Have they been consulted? 

General CARMICHAEL. We have a good sampling of schools through 
our ROTC headquarters at Maxwell Field. Of course, they are not 
all enthusiastically for it, but by and large, most of them are in 
favor of it. We would not go into any institution with a flying 
program if they objected to it. 

Mr. Devereux. Why don’t you enlist your ROTC people in the 
Reserves? It would take care of many of these problems that you 
bring up, as to liabilities, insurance, all that sort of thing. 

(Mr. Van Zandt aside to Mr. Devereux.) 

General CarMIcHAEL. Well, sir, that poses a new question. But 
just my flash reaction to it, I think perhaps we would get some objec- 
tions from the institutions themselves. It is a two-way street be- 
tween the Air Force and the college. We have quite a large attrition 
through the 4 years from the beginning in the plebe year, all the way 
through the senior year. Very few actually finish up in the program. 

I think it would be an unnecessary expense. You would have 
many more people in the Reserve status, eligible for Reserve benefits 
than ever graduate and are commissioned second lieutenants, 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Of course, as you know, the Navy and the Marine 
Corps do enlist their students in similar programs, into the Reserves. 
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I don’t know whether you know it or not, but that is so. 

General CarmicuarL, Well, sir, this particular legislation is 
applicable to all three services. I did not understand that the Navy 
has—they enlist their ROTC cadets in the Reserve. ; 

Mr. Van Zanpvt. That is my understanding. 

Is that yours? I know in the Marine platoon leaders class they are 
enlisted in the Reserves. 

And so that if they go, they have all of the benefits while they are 
on active duty, as anybody else would have. I think, Mr. Chairman, 
that ought to be explored to some degree and we might eliminate a 
lot of this legislation about provisions for insurance and all that sort 
of thing. 

Mr. ,_ Nea Does the gentleman have in mind eliminating FECA 
from this bill? 

Mr. Devereux. That is right. Put them under the same condi- 
tions that all of our other reserves are. 

Mr. Brooks. We have been figuring that for years. Of course, 
that involves a question of whether or not you can give them credit 
for Reserve service while they are in school. It opens up the question 
of whether or not you give the Academies credit too, for their service 
while in school. It does bring on some other problems. 

Mr. Puiiein. They are certainly something more than civilians, 
I think they should have some military status. 

Mr. Devereux. While on active duty. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Is this not a reactivation of your pilots training 
program prior to World War II? Not in all respects, but some indi- 
cations of it; and you are now tying it mto colleges which have 
ROTC; is that right? 

Mr. Lee. It has many features in common, as you say, sir. The 
pilot training program during World War II 

Mr. Van Zanpt. That is right. 

Mr. Lee (continuing). Was more directly tied in with the total air 
training program. I had some familiarity with it in the Navy. 

We took the cadets from the war training service and put them right 
through primary. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Well, in glancing over your compilation of flying 
schools, I recognized many who were involved in that program prior 
and during World War II. 

Mr. Ler. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Now, let me ask you this question: The pilots 
who were trained by that program prior and during World War II, 
did they have any protection in the way of Government benefits? 

Mr. Wrieur. We had an insurance program for them. 

Mr. Lez. I would like to introduce Mr. Riley Wright who was 
with the CAA at the time and who had a position in the war training 
service program. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Will he answer that question? 

Mr. Wrient. Yes, sir; we had an insurance program. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. But they had no protection whatsoever from any 
Government agency. 
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Mr. Wricut. We required the operators and the school to take out 
an insurance program on them that was developed by a group of 
insurance companies. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Now, coming to General Carmichael, I understand 
that this would be confined to ROTC students, Air, Army, and Navy; 
is that right? 

General CaRMICHAEL. Yes, sir. The Navy sees no particular need 
for it. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. But it would apply, though? This is designed to 
provide a reserve of young men and you have developed whether or 
not as a result of this training whether they have an inclination to fly 
and to be good fliers; is that right? 

General CarmicHakt. Yes, sir. It applies to the Army and to the 
Air Force, but not to the Navy. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. In other words, the reservoir of material is there 
if the other branches of the services want to take advantage of it? 

General CARMICHAEL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Now another question: This program is designed 
to tie itself into the colleges where they have ROTC’s? 

General CarmicHagt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. And the airports would have to be in the imme- 
diate vicinity of the colleges if they were to be recognized or contracted 
with to perform flying instructions, is that right, Mr. Lee? 

Mr. Ler. Yes, sir. 

General CarMICHAEL. Qne of the three criteria, yes. 

Mr. Puitpin. Does the gentleman yield at that point? 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Puiusin. In that connection do you propose to use any Air 
Force fields for this training, or will it be confined solely to municipal 
and civilian fields? 

General CarmicHaeE.L. It will be either municipal or college or 
university-owned fields, Mr. Congressman. 

We will not—it will not be a military program in any sense of the 
word. The active Regular Air Force will have very little to do with 
this program. It will be largely the institution, the private contractor 
under overall surveyance of CAA. 

Mr. Puripin. None of the training will take place at Air Force 
fields? 

General CARMICHAEL. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpvt. There is where you screen the young men to deter- 
mine whether or not they are material for the Air Force? 

General CARMICHAEL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. What do you propose to do with them when they 
have had their initial training of 35 hours? 

Are you going to screen them out into fighter pilots, transport pilots, 
and so forth? 

General CarMIcHAEL. Yes, sir. The ROTC is the prime source of 
officer procurement, both now and in the future, for the Air Force. 
We are programed to take 75 to 80 percent of all flying officers com- 
ing into the Air Force from ROTC. If they successfully complete 
their basic and advanced ROTC program, plus this 35 hours of flying, 
we give them a commission, bring them on board and put them 
through flying school as either pilots or observers. 

Mr. Jounson. In other words, it is a major feeder now for your 
pilots? 
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General CarmicHag.. There is a complete reorientation, Mr. John- 
son. The ROTC is our prime source for flying officers both now and 
in the future. We will take at least three-quarters of them. 

Mr. Deverzux. How about your nonflying officers? 

General CarmicHaEL. Nonflying officers, no, sir; we have no 
particular need nor procurement trouble there. 

We do take on in the technical fields roughly a thousand from the 
ROTC source every year. And we also in another category take on 
the distinguished grades of the—the outstanding grade of each insti- 
tution who is not either a potential pilot, observer, or one of the 
technically trained 1,000. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanpvt. General, would this type of a program have a 
tendency to save the Government money in a way that it would 
cut down the number of washouts? 

General CarmicHaEL. We certainly would depend on it as a 
screening device. It is primarily a motivational instrument. How- 
ever, it does have a screening value. It will screen out for instance 
people who get air sick, they don’t know it until they actually try to 
fly. A great number of our young men in America have never been 
up in an airplane. The number surprises me. I don’t have the 
exact figure. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Can you give us in round figures the number of 
washouts today of the young men who enter your—what do you call 
it basic training? 

General CarMicHAEL. It is first primary training for 6 months, 
then basic training for 6 months. Now, the overall washout during 
that year’s flying is somewhere around 29 percent. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. 29 percent? 

You think that this program would have a tendency to reduce 
that percentage? 

General CarMICHAEL. Yes, sir. It will reduce it. We can’t say 
how much. There will be some number of cadets whom we can 
screen out in the small light airplane who can definitely be said will 
not be pilots. 

Mr. Van Zanvt. What does it cost the Air Force to train a pilot? 
We will say after going through the what do you call it—preliminary? 

General CarMIcHAEL. Preliminary—primary and basic. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Primary and then into the basic. What does it 
cost? 

General CarmicHarL. That year of training is valued I think at 
about $60,000. 

I can get you a figure on that, Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Is it about $40,000 or $50,000? 

General CARMICHAEL. I seem to remember $60,000. And this does 
not include the advanced flying training which they take after basic. 
We have a three-phase program. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Well, now, what did you say this program would 
cost annually? ag 

General CarmicHak.. If we get the green light to proceed as’ we 
would like to, the way the bill is written, we would immediately go 
into 90 schools, we hope this next year. The cost of those 90 is 
estimated at $1,831,000. 
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Mr. Van Zanpv?. This then, if we cut down five percent or 10 per- 
cent of the washouts that you mentioned a moment ago, we might 
be saving the taxpayer money as a result of the enactment of this bill. 

General CarmicHagL. Yes, sir. Not only that, but I would like 
to reemphasize: If this training helps to motivate a very small 
number of young men in college to make the Air Force a career rather 
than to be a physicist or chemist or something like that, we will have 
saved tremendous dollars, because we are losing too many of our 
officers after their first term of service. 

Mr. Price. You wouldn’t want to steer them away from the two 
classes you are steering them away from. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Yes, we need them badly. 

Mr. Brooks. This will help you solve a problem you have had 
before in your ROTC and also in your reserves about flying. Now, 
will all of the air ROTC students actually be given flying? Is that 
your program? 

General CarMIcHAEL. Only those who are physically qualified and 
who are to become either pilots or observers. The 1,000 who are 
technically skilled and that we take on not because of their potential 
flying ability but because they are technicians, will not be given that 
training. 

Mr. Brooxs. How many did you say? 1,000? 

General CarmicuarL. About 1,000, Mr. Brooks. 

We are programed to take 4 000 potential pilots, 1,500 potential 
observers, a thousand scientist-technician types and roughly some 
200 distinguished grads; that constitutes the ROTC input each year 
into the Air Force. 

Mr. Brooxs. What do you mean by 200 distinguished grads? 

General CarmicHarL. Well, we have 188 institutions. The out- 
standing lad in each one of those colleges is going to get a commission 
in the Air Force. 

Mr. Brooks. If he wants it. 

General CarmicnarL. He may not be a pilot or an observer, or he 
may not be a scientific type. He may be in liberal arts, but if he is 
way out ahead of everybody else, he is going to get a commission in 
the Air Force. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, then, at an early period those men will know 
that they are supposed to fly. 

General CarMIcHAEL. They know it now; yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. And knowing they are supposed to fly, you will give 
them an opportunity of going up in these light aircraft under contract 
training. 

General CARMICHAEL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. And if they find they are temperamentally unsuited 
or physically unsuited for flying, then you will wash them out at 
that early period. 

General CarmIcHAEL. Yes, sir. We would eliminate them from 
the ROTC, the formal ROTC program. We would not commission 
them. 

Mr. Brooks. If a man remains in that program, unless he is in the 
class that is not supposed to fly, from then on he knows he is a flier, 
and you won’t have a repetition of what you had about 3 years ago 
down in San Antonio. ‘ 

General CarmicHAEL. The fear of flying? 
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Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

General CarMICHAEL. Yes, sir; I remember the case. 

Mr. Brooks. The fear of flying, refusal to fly, among the pilot- 
trainees. 

General CARMICHAEL. Yes, sir. 

Sir, we now give exhaustive testing measures to these people 
before we ever take them into the advanced program. The advanced 
program is the last 2 years. We are very selective in letting the 
people come from their sophomore program into their junior year. 
They must be physically qualified for flying; must have passed a 
pilot stanine test with a minimum score of four; they take Air Force 
officers’ tests measuring their potential ability as an officer. We can’t 
measure their eagerness or willingness or desire to fly. We can’t do 
that by written test. 

Mr. Brooks. But you get that by this program here? 

General CarmicHak.L. This will give us that, we hope. 

Mr. Brooks. Then if they don’t make the grade after they fly 35 
hours you can wash them out and there is not further loss on the 
training of an unsuitable pilot. 

General CarmicHarEL. Anyone that we can washout and not com- 
mission in college will save thousands of dollars if we commission 
him and he washes out 6 months later. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Van Zandt? 

Mr. Van Zanp1. You mentioned a moment ago that you are 
ready to do business with 90 schools; is that right? 

General CARMICHAEL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Are these schools all going to be in the good fly- 
ing belt or distributed throughout the United States? 

General CarmicHaEL. They will be geographically distributed, Mr. 
Van Zandt. 

Our ROTC administers 188 institutions through 10 supervisory 
districts. _We would have an equal number in each district and those 
are grographical districts throughout the United States. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. In other words, this program will be nationwide 
instead of in the good flying belt, which is in the South? 

General CARMICHAEL. It would be nationwide. 

Mr. Brooks. It would be adjacent to the schools? 

General CarmicHarEL. Whoever the contractor is must be close 
enough to make it economically feasible to operate with the college. 

Mr. Devernvx. Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Brooks. General Devereux. 

Mr. Devereux. These costs that you give us, they do not include 
any medical care, insurance death benefits? 

General CarmicHaEL. No, sir; these are straight flying costs, flying 
training costs. We figure that $430.50 per cadet who successfully 
takes the 35 hours. That based on $12.30 an hour, plus an attrition 
rate that we throw in for the first 10 hours of 10 percent and another 
5 percent attrition during the second 10 hours, and we arrive at that, 
times 12.50, we get the number of dollars that I have mentioned. 

Mr. Devereux. Can you give us any estimate on the cost so far 
as medical, disability, and death benefits are concerned? 

General CarMIcHAEL. No, sir; we have not made any sort of an 
estimate that way. 
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Mr. Brooks. Would that be in the insurance cost? 

Wouldn’t that be under your total overall insurance cost? 

General CarmicHakE.. Yes, sir.. It would be under that portion of 
the bill that provides hospitalization, and survivor benefits and dis- 
ability benefits. I can only say that the accident rate in this light 
airplane is quite low. 

Mr. Lee probably knows more than I do about it. But it is ex- 
tremely low in this type of flying. 

Mr. Deverevx. at did the insurance cost amount to in similar 
programs during the war? 

Mr. Wrieat. I can’t answer that. But I can get that figure for 
you. It went down appreciably each year because as the general 
stated, our accident rate declined. 

There was a controlled course, therefore we had very few accidents. 
And that insurance rate gradually went down each year by this group 
that wrote it. 

Mr. Devereux. That could be included in the contract, could it 
not? 

Mr. Wriaur. In answering that question, sir, I would say during 
CPT and WTS they did include that in the contract. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. What is that CPT? 

Mr. Wricut. CPT was the civil pilot training program and WTS 
followed. 

Mr. Devereux. What is WTS? 

Mr. Wrieurt. War training service. 

Mr. Brooks. You could inelude all of the cost of hospitalization 
and treatment and death benefits in your insurance? 

Mr. Wriaur. I would not say that, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. What part could you include? 

Mr. Wricut. We had a flat contract price for a certain insurance 
policy. Exactly what that is, Mr. Brooks, I don’t know. But if the 
committee desires it I can get it for you, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Could you get it in the morning? 

Mr. Wricut. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. This is designed to give threefold replacements, so 
that the Air Force would have the latest trained pilots and best trained 
pilots to take care of the attrition that is going on. 

General CarmicHagEL. That is right. 

Mr. Jonnson. I assume that this presentation of yours is based on 
long, exhaustive study and talk and discussion about how to handle 
the problem to keep the Air Force up with the best pilots and have 
the number that you need at all times? 

General CARMICHAEL. Yes, sir. 

There was a lot of research. Long before I got into the Pentagon 
work on this bill had started on this movement to get flying into the 
ROTC program. 

We feel it will give us the best possible potential. A man who not 
only will we know accurately and scientifically as to whether he can 
fly or not, but a man who in here [pointing to heart] is going to stay 
with us and become a part of the Air Force for 30 years. 

As it is now, approximately 80 percent of the officers that are 
coming in on a term contract into the Air Force are leaving after this 
contract expires. 
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We have a problem of holding on to them which is not quite as great 
but it is of equal importance to our reenlistment problem. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Lee, did you want to add anything to what has 
already been said? 

Commander Ler. Mr. Chairman, I would like to cite for the com- 
mittee elimination figures or attrition figures due to washouts that we 
have on a sample taken during World War II. 

The percentages are 9 percent elimination of war training service 
successful graduates, 91 percent completion. This is based on a 
sample of approximately 10,000 trainees which were taken during that 
time. I regret to say that I do not have comparative figures on non- 
CPT trainees, but there is at least some indication. 

Mr. Brooks. Is that 9 percent of those that have graduated from 
your civil aeronautics courses? 

Commander Lez. From the civil pilot training course. 

Mr. Brooks. Nine percent of those washed out? 

Commander Lez. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Nine percent of approximately 10,000. 

Commander Ler. That is correct. 

Mr. Brooks. So you reduced your attrition down to 9 percent, but 
you have no figures to how many washed out in the course of the 
35-hour training? 

Commander Ler. No. I have not those available. 

The general conclusion that we had during the war was that there 
was a material reduction in the number of washouts after undertaking 
Army Air Force training at that time. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman, I think that we could extend this 
hearing to tomorrow morning. 

Mr. Lee and his associates should come back here with some facts 
and figures based on their World War II experience, resulting from 
their training program. 

I think that the Air Force probably could get us some figures also 
as to washouts and costs, and the savings that this program would 
produce. 

General CarMIcHAEL. Sir, we have a figure, if I may give it to you 
there. We have estimated an average elimination cost for one man 
from primary flying training in the Air Force. 

Now that average estimated cost is $1,567. That includes travel, 
pay, uniform allowance, primary elimination costs and reassignment 
travel and pay. That is versus the $430 that it costs to give these 
young men 35 hours of flying. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. You will be saving then about a thousand dollars? 

General CarmicHakEL. Yes, sir, for every one whom we can detect 
and eliminate in college we will be saving at least a thousand dollars. 

Because when we eliminate him he will not have spent that total 
$430. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. General, I am for this program. 

Mr. Brooks. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Yes. 

Mr. Brooks. That would mean that you detect the man immedi- 
ately upon his arrival at the training center. And you may save a 
thousand dollars. 

But suppose that man went in and started to train and did fly for 
some time before you eliminated him. Then your cost would be 
considerably more than a thousand dollars? 











4498 


General CarmicHag.. Yes, sir. This is based on the average 
elimination. 

Now. the average student that we wash out in the Air Force is 
washed out at somewhere around 14 hours of training. 

Mr. Brooks. That would mean a definite saving at least of a 
thousand dollars for that man? 

General CARMICHAEL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Deverevx. In view of the fact that our survivors benefits bill 
passed yesterday and Federal Employees Compensation Act was done 
away with, I think that these gentlemen should come back with some 
sort of a proposal so far as insurance built into the contract, the flying 
contract of these schools, such as you had during World War II. 

General CARMICHAEL. Yes, sir. We certainly would like to restudy 
that, if it is not satisfactory to the committee to use the Federal 
Employees Compensation Act. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. I am wondering whether or not the ROTC candi- 
date today has any protection, as he functions, we will say, as a foot 
soldier. 

Mr. Brooks. No, he does not. Does he? 

Mr. Ducanper. Except at camp. 

Mr. Brooks. I had a case that I took up of two boys that were 
burned pretty badly in high school from some powder from the shell 
that they were handling in the course of regular training and there was 
no recourse at all, not a bit. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. CHaArrMaAN, if he is on a range we will say at 
X college and he is using a 30-30 under the guidance of an Army 
instructor, and we will say there is a shell that explodes and injures 
him in some way, he has no protection today from the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. Ducanper. None. 

General CarmicHagL. None. 

Mr. Brooks. He must be on active training. 

Mr. Van Zanpvt. That is right. 

General CarmicHarEL. The only protection today is a $10,000 
insurance policy that our Air Force ROTC cadets get—are covered 
during their summer training camp in the junior year. 

Mr. Puiiein. Does that include hospitalization, when they are 
injured? 

Does that insurance policy include hospitalization, disability, and 
death benefits? 

General CARMICHAEL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Puiiein. What is the status of your regular ROTC members 
enlisting in the various units in college, are they regarded as members 
of the Air Force or as civilians? 

General CarMICcHAEL. They are civilians, sir. 

Mr. Purest. So that is the theory under which you brought the 
FECA into this? 

General CARMICHAEL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Puitsin. Have you secured their view? 

General CarmIcHAEL. That is my understanding, with complete 
coordination of the Department of Labor. 

I would like to introduce Mr. Spence, from our personnel planning. 

Mr. Spence. The question of coverage of the ROTC under the 
FECA was cleared by the Bureau of the Budget with the Bureau of 
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Employees’ Compensation. And they support the coverage of ROTC 
cadets under FECA. I understand they do have a couple of minor 
technical amendments in the language here they feel is desirable. 

But they are supporting it in principle. 

Mr. Puitpin. They approve it? 

Mr. Spence. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Price. Would the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Puixsin. Yes. 

Mr. Price. Would that be in any way affected by the bill which 
we approved in the House yesterday, regarding survivor’s benefits? 

Mr. Spence. I did not understand the question, sir. 

Mr. Price. Would this protection that you are talking about now 
be affected in any way by H. R. 7089 which we approved in the 
House yesterday? 

Mr. Spence. No, sir; it was not. H. R. 

Mr. Price. There is no provision in there that would repeal that 
protection? 

Mr. Spence. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooxs. Let me ask, if I may, this: the protection that Federal 
Employees Compensation Act would give, would that cover hospital- 
ization and all of that? 

Mr. Spence. It would cover hospitalization except under instances 
in which the present law authorizes the military departments to 
furnish hospitalization. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Van Zandt? 

Mr. Van Zanpt. We passed a bill yesterday on the floor of the 
House that has to do with equalization of rights and benefits as far 
as the men in the services are concerned. 

It all stems from criticism from the men of the Regular service who 
claim that a reservist and National Guard man while on inactive 
duty but yet during training periods, he was injured or probably 
killed, and his dependents would then receive benefits under the 
United States Employees Compensation Act. 

And those benefits were sometimes as much as 2 to 3 times 

Mr. Jounson. Five times. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Five times as much as the benefits of the man 
who was injured or killed while in the service. 

That brings me to this point: I can visualize a ROTC student 
taking training; he has an accident; we will say he is killed. And 
his dependents therefore will receive benefits from this agency of the 
Government, the United States Employees Compensation Com- 
mission. 

But in a nearby field there is a Reserve activity. And a reservist 
on active duty is killed. That reservist gets the benefits paid under 
the survivor’s benefits bill, that is, his dependents would get the 
benefits paid under the Survivor’s Benefits Act which would be small 
in comparison with the benefits that would be received by the 
dependents of the student who was killed. 

So we are developing as I see it the same inequity that we tried to 
correct through the bill that we passed yesterday. 

Mr. Spence. Actually the way this proposal is written the ROTC 
bill, the man’s benefit, the ROTC cadet’s benefit would not equal the 
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benefit payable to an individual who was injured who had a military 
status. 

The reasoning behind that is this: the assumed wage on the basis 
of which FECA compensation would be paid is limited to $150 
monthly. 

And all the man’s benefits are geared to that $150. 

And that being the case there would be no case where a reservist 
would receive less than the ROTC. 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman? 

When you recommended this Federal law to take care of the situa- 
tion, had you considered what the Civil Aeronautics Administration 
did in the way of insuring? 

Did you compare the two? 

Perhaps their scheme is better? 

Mr. Spence. Well, we actually had looked at the scale of benefits 
provided by the insurance policies in effect during World War II. 
And frankly it appears that those benefits are inadequate to provide 
for an individual who incurred a serious diasability as the result of 
his training or died as a result of training. 

Mr. Devereux. What kind of benefits would he receive? 

Mr. Spence. I think this, gentlemen, we are getting into something 
we can’t finish today. 

The House is in session now. Why not let this go over until the 
morning. We can ask a representative from the Federal Employ- 
ment Compensation to come back tomorrow morning and pursue this 
further at that time. 

I don’t see any need, unless there is some reason I don’t know about, 
why Mr. Lee has to come back or General Carmichael. They have 
been very patient here already, and being here several days. 

So if there is no objection, let’s adjourn until tomorrow morning at 
10 o’clock. And at that time we can go into this matter. 

Mr. Deverevx. I would like to have the reply on the insurance, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Jounson. Yes; bring it up tomorrow. 

Mr. Brooks. All right. 

General CarmicHaEL. I have here the FECA benefits under the 
ROTC bill, complete breakout. 

Mr. Brooks. Can you file that for the record? 

General CARMICHAEL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. If there is no objection. 

(The documents are as follows:) 


FECA Benerits UNDER THE ROTC Fucat BILu 


In computing the compensation payable under this bill, the total compensation 
received by the injured or deceased person, as the ease may be, shall be considered 
to be $150 per month. 

Disability benefits 

1. Total disability: 66% —— of monthly pay. 

2. Partial disability: 66% percent of the difference between monthly pay and 
his monthly wage-earning capacity after beginning of partial disability. 

Medical, surgical, and hospital service 
Provided when members are injured in the performance of duty. 
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Benefits in the event of death 


1. Widow, no child: 45 percent of monthly pay of deceased. Payable until 
death or remarriage. 

2. Widow, 1 child: 55 percent, each additional child 15 percent with total not 
to exceed 75 percent. 

3. Children: If no widow, 35 percent for 1 child, 15 percent for each additional 
child with total not to exceed 75 percent divided among such children, share and 
share alike; includes stepchildren, adopted children, and posthumous children 
unmarried and under the age of 18. 

4. Parents: Includes legal parents, stepparents, and parents by adoption. If 
both parents are wholly dependent for support upon the deceased at the time of 
death, each is entitled to 20 percent; if one is wholly dependent and the other is 
not, the dependent parent is entitled to 25 percent. Payment of a proportionate 
amount of compensation, to the actual degree and extent of dependency existing 
at time of death, is authorized. For example, if parents were 50 percent dependent 
upon decedent at time of death, they are entitled to 50 percent of the compen- 
sation allowable for wholly dependent parents, i. e., one-half of 20 percent. 

5. Other dependents: Grandparents, grandchildren and brothers and sisters 
are also eligible for benefits based upon their dependency on the deceased at the 
time of his death. 

Table based on pay of $150 per month 


Widow, no child (45 percent) 


ES a a ee Hae ane) O04. BO 
Widow; I chiid' (55 percent). _-.--.-.--.__-- Ak ii <n socked ie, Seteai tit c-ce. sk eae 
Widow, 2 children: (70 percent) __ . - ..-----.--------- ~~ ee. -. 105. 00 
Widow, 3 or more children (75 percent) __-_....----_----_----______- 112. 50 
DLs PERO. Ly GIN NOI oho sere by pts iis ln as cm se Sr bp dena oe 52. 50 
No widow, 2 children (50 percent)_-_.._-__--___-_- pS SE Eat age 75. 00 
ey We. eee Ve ey 97. 50 
No widow, 4 or more children (75 percent) -_._._______-__________- . 172'50 
] pereuel Gemeronnei se ae ce bc al Leia 37. 50 
2 parents (20 percent each), each__-__~--_- yte4e4 =n-He-os-4 neh dep 30. 00 


Burial expenses 

Four hundred dollars maximum plus embalming and transportation of body 
if death occurs away from home. 

Mr. Brooks. The committee is adjourned until tomorrow morning 
at 10 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 12:05 p. m., the committee adjourned, to reconvene 
at 10 a. m., Friday, July 15, 1955.) 


Hovse oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
SUBCOMMITTEE No. 1, 
Washington, D. C., Friday, July 15, 1955. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 10:10 a. m., 
the Hon. Melvin Price, presiding. 

Mr. Price. The committee will come to order. 

The committee is meeting this morning for further consideration of 
H. R. 5738. 

We will take as first witness this morning, the representative of the 
National Aviation Trades Association, who I understand has only a 
brief statement that will not require a great amount of the committee’s 
time. We will take him and then continue with the witnesses who 
were on the stand yesterday. 

Mr. Charles A. Parker, would you present your statement, and 
identify yourself. 
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STATEMENT OF CHARLES A. PARKER, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, 
NATIONAL AVIATION TRADES ASSOCIATION (REPRESENTING 
FLYING SCHOOLS IN 45 STATES) 


We are are very interested in the bill, H. R. 5738, to bring flight 
training into college ROTC programs, since a number of these schools 
would have contractual relations with ROTC colleges and participate 
as the flight-training agency. 

We believe the passage of H. R. 5738 is highly desirable and needed 
for the following reasons: 

1. It will take the present ROTC cadet out of his books and ‘‘theo- 
retical aviation” and give him something tangible in connection with 
air, namely flight itself. This will serve to greatly stimulate his 
interests in the ROTC program. We also feel that career flight in- 
structors involved in any such program will do an excellent job in 
developing enthusiasm among ROTC cadets for flight and in military 
flying careers. 

Secondly, such training will enable a real economy through pre- 
screening of cadets as regards their interest, adaptability to the air 
and piloting ability through the use of existing facilities and low-cost, 
civil-type aircraft. It will substantially reduce washout rates in later 
military pilot training. Furthermore, the program in linking existing 
facilities and skills of civil aviation into the airpower base is expanding 
a pattern which is being accomplished in other areas of military activity 
and proclaimed by the Military Establishment as highly desirable. 

We would like to go on record as desiring that in any ultimate pro- 
gram, that high standard be required of the flight schools regarding 
facilities and conduct of operations. Any schools that do not have a 
record of training experience and good performance should be care- 
fully screened for their ability to perform under this proposal. 

Finally, we believe that the Department of Defense, by working 
closely with the Civil Aeronautics Administration, can do much to 
assure highly successful results under this proposal. 

There is attached a brief summary of some facts showing the 
probable benefits of such a program based on past experience, that 
we would appreciate having included in the record. 

Mr. Price. Without objection it will be included in the record. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if the gentleman could 
read that statement? 

Mr. Parker. Thank you sir, I will, quickly. 

In a report issued after World War II covering an analysis of Air 
Force Cadet classes 43F, 43G, and 43H the following is stated: 

The Air Force recognizes the value of light aircraft flying as a screening device 
for selection of student pilots. The aviation psychology program produced some 
revealing statistics on the characteristics of our pilot trainees. In a cross-section 
of 27,210 student pilots, it was discovered that an elimination rate of 4 percent 
was experienced amongst students who previously had held a commercial pilot’s 
license. Five percent of those with a private pilot’s license were eliminated; 
9 percent of the student pilots who had soloed; 26 percent of the student pilots 
who had not soloed; 37 percent of those who had been only passengers in an air 
craft; and 49 percent of those who had never previously flown. Consideration 
of these facts indicates that a closely supervised course of flight training designed 
specifically to determine the aptitude of the applicant for military flying, would 


be highly beneficial. By process of selection of the most apt students, we believe 
the elimination rate currently exerienced in our military flight curriculum can 
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- reduced from approximately 43 percent to approximately 10 percent, or even 
ess. 

I then add the source from which this was immediately taken 
which is from a letter of August 28, 1950, from the Department of the 
Air Force to the Civil Aeronautics Administration signed by Mr. 
J. P. Van Zandt, special consultant to the Assistant Secretary of the 
Air Force for Civil Aviation. 

Mr. Price. Thank you, Mr. Parker. Are there any questions? 

Mr. Devereux. at is your thinking in connection with in- 
surance for these students? Do you believe that it could be carried 
as group insurance at the various schools? 

Mr. Parker. We noted with interest in the bill that considerable 
thought and effort had been made to develop some protection for 
these ROTC cadets. 

I think there is one point that perhaps these people might differ 
a little bit on, with some other branches of activity in the service. 
For this reason: They are still—well, I don’t know whether you should 
say basically civilians, or not—they are sort of part-time military 
people. They are still close to their families and parents, they are 
still in the student category—purely student category in college—and 
I thought that what was done here was very desirable, particularly 
with relation to the thinking of the mothers and fathers, in that 
every effort was being made to protect this boy. 

Mr. Devereux. Do you see any objection in trying to have some 
sort of group insurance program for these students? 

Mr. Parker. Oh, no. 

Mr. Devereux. Not in a Government agency. Did you have 
any experience during the last war with the schools? 

Mr. Parker. I left and went into the Air Force at just about the 
time our company had started in the CPT program—the civil pilot 
training program in 1941—and I did not have any direct experience 
in it. But I do know it was a magnificently run program and that 
CAA did a superb job in highly controlling it and carrying it out and 
incidentally, I believe you will be interested to know that the accident 
rate in the civil pilot training program of those years was one-seventh 
of what it was in the rest of general aviation flying activities. 

Mr. Devereux. You are primarily interested in having them 
covered in some way? 

Mr. Parker, Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. And as far as you are concerned, if it is covered by 
Federal employees compensation, or by GI coverage, or by civilian 
coverage, it does not make any difference, as long as they are covered? 

Mr. Parker. That is right. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. No questions. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Boyer, would you come around, please. 





STATEMENT OF C. M. BOYER EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, RESERVE 
OFFICERS ASSOCIATION 


Mr. Borer. The Reserve Officers Association wants to go on record 
in favor of this bill and strongly recommends the favorable considera- 
tion of this committee. 
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There is one change we would like to suggest on page 3, line 9, 
paragraph 2. It reads presently: 

Any member who is injured in line of duty or who dies while traveling by public 
conveyance to or from or while attending * * *, 

We think “‘public conveyance” should come out inasmuch as many 
times these boys are authorized to travel by private automobile or 
permitted to do so and therefore they should be protected in case of 
accident just as though they were on public conveyance. 

Mr. Price. Personally, I think it is a good point. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Is it not true we have a precedent insofar as the 
Reserve is concerned? 

Mr. Boyer. Yes, sir; and it is also true in this new survivor benefits 
item. That was stricken out. 

Mr. Price. That is a very good point. 

Mr. Ducanper. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question? 

Mr. Price. Mr. Ducander. 

Mr. Ducanper. Do you think you might run into any kind of 
difficulty if you allow students to go by private automobile—I have 
reference now to where a student starts for the camp and then goes off 
on a frolic of his own or stops for a beer or something like that. Can 
you draw the line where he is actually traveling and where he is off 
on his own? 

Mr. Boyer. That would be covered the same as the person on active 
duty. The investigation always brings out whether he was staying 
within the limits that he was ordered, or not. 

If the orders permitted them to travel by private automobile, then 
he should be covered if he is given that permission to take his car, 

Mr. Ducanper. I was trying to keep in mind, however, that these 
students are a little different from people on active duty and probably 
even reservists inasmuch as most of them are youngsters. 

Mr. Boyer. I know, that is true, but nevertheless I do not think 
that you would have any more difficulty than he would if he was on 
active duty for the simple fact that you would have an investigation 
anyway. You would have to investigate an accident like that irre- 
spective of whether he was in public conveyance or private auto- 
mobile and those facts would be brought out and if he is out of line 
of duty it would be considered that the accident was not in line of 
duty and his family would not be able to collect. 

Mr. Pricer. We also have to bear in mind that the student could be 
on his way to the public conveyance, itself, in a private automobile. 

Mr. Boyer. That is right. 

Mr. Price. Any questions, gentlemen? 

Do you care to comment, Colonel Boyer, on the insurance phases of 
this legislation? 

Mr. Boyer. I think in Federal employees compensation they have 
adequate protection. I would see no objection if a group accident 
policy could be worked out where the rates were reasonable and where 
there is no question but what they are covered—lI could see no objec- 
tion to that but I should think that would be in addition to the 
Federal employees compensation and that the individual should pay 
for it. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Devereux. 

Mr. Deverevx. In this table that is set up, doesn’t that give them 
more protection than the average GI? 
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Mr. Boymr. Do you mean under Federal employees’ compensation? 

Mr. Deversvx. Yes. 

Mr. Borer. No, sir, because the payments under Federal em- 
ployees’ compensation is based on the income that the individual 
receives. For instance, a widow is entitled to 45 percent of the base 
longevity and all other emoluments that the officer who is killed ac- 
cidentally receives, and then 15 percent, if I remember rightly, for 
each child, up to a total of $525 a month, and it is my understanding 
that the compensation that these boys will get as the testimony indi- 
cated yesterday, that their pay would be based on $150 a month so that 
the amount they receive would be much less than they would receive 
under this new joint-survivorship-benefits law, so I think that this 
coverage would probably be preferable. 

Mr. Devereux. In this connection, do you anticipate any of these 
students will be married and have children? 

I think that should be directed to the general back there. 

General CarRMIcHAEL. I did not understand the question. 

Mr. Devereux. Do you commission people originally who are 
married? 

General CarmIcHAEL. No, sir. I’d better check on that. We 
have no one married in our ROTC program, do we? 

Mr. Wriaur. Yes, sir. 

General CarmicHaEL, Now, your question was 

Mr. Devereux. You anticipate commissioning married cadets? 

General CARMICHAEL. Yes, sir. As a matter of fact, Mr. Wright 
says he has a son who is married, in the Air Force ROTC. I had 
our aviation cadets in mind. We do not permit them to marry, 
either before or during their cadet status. 

Mr. Borer. The percentage I think would be very, very small, 
Mr. Devereux. They are entering this program fairly young, you 
know. 

Mr. Ducanper. We have a statement from the American Legion 
that they request be inserted in the record. 

Mr. Price. Without objection it will be inserted in the record. 

(The statement of the American Legion follows: ) 





STATEMENT OF Jack K. Evans, CnharRMAN, NATIONAL AERONAUTICS Com- 
MITTEE, THE AMERICAN LEGION, IN CONNECTION WiTtH HEARINGS ON H. R. 
5738—AUTHORIZING FLIGHT INstrucTION Durtnc ROTC Proarams, Etc. 


Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the subcommittee, I want to express my 
gratitude to you for extending to me the opportunity of presenting the following 
statement. 

The American Legion has a continuing interest in the development and main- 
tenance of a strong Air Force in order that the security of this country may be 
assured. 

In this respect the American Legion considers that the provisions of H. R. 5738 
will contribute to the combat effectiveness of the Air Force. 

It is impossible in this day of the supersonic plane, the guided missile, and 
nuclear weapons to be unaware of the utter necessity for this Nation to be and 
to remain militarily and economically strong. I am extremely conscious of the 
importance attached to each decision you are called upon to make, and I sincerely 
trust that the position of the American Legion, as originally presented in the 
report of its aeronautics committee, will aid the committee. 

Since its very beginning, in fact as early as 1919, the American Legion has 
devoted itself to the careful study of the military structure adopted for the United 
States. We have in our humble way endeavored to submit suggestions which 
would strengthen our Armed Forces by making available to them the very latest 
developments in science and tactics and weapons. Defense today is expensive, 
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yet it is imperative. We therefore believe, as I am certain you gentlemen of the 
subcommittee do, that to survive in this age of peril we must couple economy with 
efficiency in our defense planning. To do otherwise is to weaken our ability to 
meet the challenge of unnumbered years of cold war that may well lie ahead. 

During the period August 29 to September 2, 1954, delegates from 56 depart- 
ments, representing 17,000 posts and nearly 3 million members of the American 
Legion, met in our 1954 national convention. In their careful deliberations the 
delegates reviewed and finally adopted Resolution No. 102 recommending that 
orientation flights be made a part of the Air Force and Army Reserve Officers’ 
Training Corps program. 

With your permission I would like to submit the text of Resolution No. 102 
for the record: 

“Whereas airpower is the keystone of our military strength; and 

Pav 9 we are spending billions of dollars on aircraft and related equipment; 
an 

‘Whereas it is no less essential that our officers be of the highest type we can 
possibly produce; and 

“Whereas the Air Force has not been able to get enough college-educated pilots 
to meet its needs for officers in the regular service or in the Reserves; and 

‘“‘Whereas flight instruction and orientation flights within the Air Force ROTC 
program would develop interest in a flying career in the Air Force; and 

“Whereas such a program would permit a determination of the adaptability of 
students for flying training prior to graduation from Air Force ROTC, thereby 
reducing attrition during pilot training and increasing the efficiency of the flying 
training program: Now, therefore, be it 

‘Resolved, That the American Legion, in national convention assembled in 
Washington, D. C., August 30 to September 2, 1954, petition the American 
Congress to authorize orientation flights as part of the Air Foree ROTC program 
and to provide hospitalization and death benefits in accordance with benefits 
given Reserve personnel for Air Force ROTC students while engaged in actual 
training or ordered flights.” 

In the defense planning of the United States today one fact stands out with 
greater prominence than all others. This fact is that heavy reliance is being 
placed on the Air Force for the defense of the United States. This is evidenced 
by the comparative size of the annual Air Force budget appropriation and the 
projected numerical and wing strength buildup for the years ahead. 

Air Force has been designated as our first line of defense and our principal 
means of retaliation. In that capacity they serve as a deterrent to war with the 
greatest defensive and retaliatory force the world has ever known. If they are to 
successfully fulfill their assigned mission, they must be assured of a steady flow of 
capable, air-minded young men. 

While the present AF ROTC program serves as the primary source of the officer 
needs of the Air Force, the system for selecting flying cadets has become outdated, 
frequently resulting in the waste of money and manpower. I am certain you 
gentlemen are familiar with the screening processes now being used, which are 
based primarily upon the applicant’s willingness to undergtake flying training 
upon graduation. The screening tests, designed to determine pilot and observer 
aptitude, although effective, do not serve as a final determinate. In the past, 
many of the young men who displayed an aptitude toward flying were ‘‘washed 
i in the advanced course because of the inadequacy of earlier screening meth- 
ods. 

If flight instruction could be made available during the institutional phase of 
the Army and AF ROTC program, only the most qualified cadets would be com- 
missioned, which would in turn naturally reduce attrition in the advanced phases of 
training. 

It is the belief of some defense officials that there is alarming evidence that the 
young men of today lack the desire to fly which, in past years, was so widespread. 
Although several reasons were given for this lack of interest, the fact remains that 
it serves as a threat to our flying forces. 

It would be difficult, if not impossible, to measure the value of orientation 
flights in terms of overcoming this apathy. However, it is logical to assume that 
the lust for flying would be stimulated among those students who were passively 
interested and those unfamiliar with flying. 

Flight training during the institutional phase of the air ROTC program would 
be unacceptable to educational institutions, students, and pilots unless sufficient 
benefits are available for those who require medical attention, hospitalization, or 
are involved in fatal accidents while undergoing ROTC flight training. 
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In considering legislation which would authorize flying training, we feel Congress 
should at the same time, consider a revision in the medical, hospitalization and 
death benefits currently provided under the act of 1916. As you know, provision 
now is made only for injuries, illness, or death in connection with summer train- 
ing camps and cruises. 

Because of the hazards of flying, the American Legion respectfully urges that 


these benefits be expanded as provided in H. R. 5738 to cover participating 
ROTC members. 

Announcements relative to the size and composition of our Armed Forces leave 
little doubt that airpower is to continue to be recognized as our principal weapon 
for maintaining peace, Conversely, it will occupy a preeminent role in retaliation 
against any enemy choosing to force war upon us. 

The maintenance of world peace demands not only superiority in numbers of 
aircraft, but an equal number of well-qualified leaders trained in the art of manning 
the highly technical aircraft today. The authorization of training flights in the 
Army and Air Force ROTC programs will be a tremendous forward step in gain- 
ing this objective. 


We in the American Legion fully support flight training as part of the Air 
Force ROTC program, and strongly urge approval of H. R. 5738. 

Mr. Ducanper. We have some witnesses from the Army here if the 
committee would like to have their statement. 


Mr. Price. Is there anyone here from the Army to make a state- 
ment? 


STATEMENT OF LT. COL. CARL E. BOBO, JR. 


Colonel Bozo. This is relative to the married student question, 
sir? 

Mr. Ducanper. Just the Army participation in the program. The 
number of schools, how you intend to participate, and that sort of 
thing. 

Colonel Bozo. There is no indication of the number of schools, to 
date. The plans have not progressed that far. 

Mr. Price. The Army definitely does intend to participate in this 
program? 

Colonel Bono. Yes, sir. We plan to follow very closely the Air 
Force plan. We have the same dims and the same benefits to be 
derived as the Air Force. 

Mr. Price. Has the Army any comment to make on the bill itself, 
4 R. 5738? Are you entirely satisfied with the provisions of the 

ill? 

Colonel Bozo. We feel the bill is excellent as written. There is 
one question as to clarity. If we could get a statement of intent to 
avoid future chances of controversy, or misunderstanding, and that is, 
we feel, the intent of the bill, that the Secretary of the Army will 
have the authority to select the institutions at which the Army ROTC 
flight training will be conducted. 

We believe there is a possibility of a future misunderstanding on 
that point, but if it was made a matter of record in this committee 
that the intent of the bill was that the Secretary of the Army would 
select—have the authority to select—these institutions, that should be 
satisfactory. 

Mr. Van Zanvt. Who would select it otherwise? 

Colonel Boso. As it is worded, there is a possibility that the Sec- 
retary of the Air Force might select the institution. The Army has 
no objection to the contractual authority—single agency contractual 
authority. We believe that is an excellent idea. We believe just a 
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statement of intent in the record that the Secretary of the Army has 
the authority to select the institutions at which the Army ROTC 
flight training programs will be conducted, I believe, would satisfy 
the point of clarity and save possible controversy in the future that 
might have to be brought up to the Department of Defense, or BOB, 
or something for ruling. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. You are suggesting we write it in as a part of the 
committee report on the bill? 

Colonel Bozo. Yes, sir, so we can refer to that later as a statement 
of intent. I believe then there would not be a chance of misunder- 
standing. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Generally, how many pilots does the Army have, 
today? 

Colonel Boso. Roughly, 4,000. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. How many do you have in training; that is, 
candidates? Cadets? 

Colonel Boso. Well, in connection with this program, it would 
probably be better to state that we have an entry rate of 1,800 students 
a year. 

‘Mr. Van Zanpr. Is that ROTC in general, or is it for Army 
aviation? 

Colonel Boxso. No, sir, this 1,800 enters the Air Force Primary 
Flying School at Gerry Air Base, and they are active Army officers. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. And will eventually be qualified to filter into our 
aviation section as pilots? 

Colonel Boso. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. You are flying light craft today, are you not? 

Colonel Bozo. Yes, sir, they are all light craft. 

The Maral—17 is a Cessna-170, modified. The Army version is 
two-placed. That is our basic and standard reconnaissance to adjust 
artillery fire and missions of that sort. 

Mr. Van Zanvt. How many of your pilots can fly the helicopter? 

Colonel Bozo. I do not have those figures. I would say, roughly, 
somewhere between 30 percent and 50 percent. That program has 
been quite slow because we do not have the school capacity, and part 
of the limitation on the school capacity has been the availability of 
helicopters. The helicopter industry, of course, is just growing, as 
you know, and we are still behind in our supply of helicopters. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. With regard to Army aviation in the future, is 
it the intention of the Army to go into the close ground support of 
troops? 

Colonel Bobo. That has been discussed many times, and I would 
not be qualified to state the Army or the Department of Defense 
stand on that. That is a matter that I believe is being discussed 
at the present time. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. It is still under discussion? 

Colonel Bozo. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. The reason I am asking these questions, we 
should have it in the hearings rather than in the committee report 
because when we get on the floor, somebody will say ““How about this 
Air Force for the Army,’ so I think we’d better have the answer. 

Colonel Bozo. I feel, generally, that there is no intention of an 
Army Air Force as such. Our mission is clearcut, mainly reconnais- 
sance and missions of that sort, adjustment of artillery fire, and we 
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feel there is no duplication between the Air Force mission and the 
Army mission. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Is it not true the Army aviation is designed to 
add to the mobility of the ground forces? 

Colonel Bozo. Yes, sir, that is right; within the Army area itself. 

Mr. WicxersHam. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Wickersham. 

Mr. WickersHAM. With regard to your statement to being unable 
to get sufficient helicopters, have you made requests for additional 
amounts? 

Colonel Boso. Yes, sir. In fact, the funds have been approved 
and it is just a matter of there not being enough helicopters to go 
around, 

Mr. WickersHAM. In connection with that statement, is there not 
a firm in Pennsylvania, named the Brantley Helicopter Corp., which 
is also operating in Oklahoma, which has offered to make a lot of 
them for you and you folks have not moved to take these Brantley 
helicopters, which are more mobile, because less difficult, and have 
less operational costs, which could be used to great advantage by the 
Army, Navy, Air Force, and Marines? 

Colonel Boso. Sir, I am not familiar with that particular helicopter. 
I believe it would be sufficient to say that all aircraft, regardless of 
whether they are rotary wing or fixed wing, are bought by a very 
detailed set of military characteristics, and this is a matter of study 
by boards of technicians, both Air Force and Army. Any aircraft, 
whether it is Air Force, Army, or Navy, cannot be bought unless it 
meets that set of military characteristics. 

Mr. WickersHAM. Would you be willing to ask permission to have 
a trial of one of these planes? 

Colonel Boso. Well, sir, all of these aircraft—I believe the one 
you are referring to is the Sible—perhaps not. I am not sure which 
one you are referring to. But all of the aircraft industry make 
prototype models available to all of the Armed Forces for tests. 

Mr. WickersHam. If the Army could make a request for one of 
these planes, then it could be made available, and you would find 
that it is mobile and that it does have less operating costs and is 
much more economical, and this company is ready, willing and able to 
make them, in Pennsylvania and Oklahoma. 

Colonel Boxso. I am sure that every effort is made to test every 
type of aircraft that is made available to the Army, Air Force, or 
Navy, and we would be very interested in seeing tests run. 

Mr. WickxersHam. Will every effort be made on your part to see 
that you do get one of these to try out, or some of them, a dozen or so? 

Colonel Boso. We certainly could contact the company and ask 
them to make an article available for test; yes, sir. 

Mr. WickersHaM. Would you also contact the Army procurement 
agencies and see that they try to get some of these planes for your use? 

Colonel Bozo. Of course, that is beyond my ability to make a 
statement on today, because, as I say, there is a very detailed proce- 
dure set by law under which the aircraft must be bought, and the 
aircraft go through rigorous tests and must meet all of the different 
military specifications and requirements before the aircraft can be 
bought, so it would be—this aircraft would have to be tested before 
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there could be any request made for funds to buy a quantity of this 
type aircraft. 

Mr. WickersHAM. It has been tested and it has proven to be very 
economical, and the Army itself has indicated—the Department of 
Defense—that it is as good as the others. They do not know about 
the maker’s background and they want some additional information 
on that, but the company has it and it is furnishing same to the 
Department of Defense. So if there is anything you could do to assist 
in getting these tried out, or used, it would be most helpful. 

Eolonel Boso. I would like to get some of the information on this 
particular aircraft. Could I contact your office? 

Mr. WickersHam. If you will call and ask my secretary or me, I 
will tell you about it. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Devereux. 

Mr. Devereux. What sort of coverage do you have for ROTC 
students, now, for their training periods and when they are on duty? 
Do you have any coverage at all? 

Colonel Bozo. There is a coverage in summer camp, and we are, 
of course, interested in the additional coverage in this bill. We have 
the same coverage that the Air Force has, in other words. 

Mr. Devereux. But you don’t have any coverage while they are 
performing their military duties at a college? 

Colonel Bozo. No, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. Do you have any reservists who are also ROTC 
students? 

Colonel Bozo. I am not certain, but I would feel certain that we 
have. 

Mr. Devereux. If so, when those ROTC students who are also 
reservists are performing a military duty while in college, exclusive 
of their summer training, would they be covered by the general 
provisions of a reservist on duty? 

Mr. Spence. The answer to that is “no,” since they are not per- 
forming in the capacity of a member of the Reserve component but 
are serving as an ROTC cadet. 

Colonel Bono. On some of these legal questions, I hate to give a 
‘“‘ves’’ or “no” answer. It is part of the problem with which I am 
not familiar. 

Mr. Price. I heve been trying to think how the Army program 
under this proposed legislation would work. It is very easy to see 
how the Air Foree ROTC would work because everyone in the Air 
Force ROTC would be a potential pilot. 

Now, the Army has a quite different problem. Very, very few, on 
a percentage basis, would be considered as potential pilots, going into 
the Army for that purpose. 

Would you do it on a quota basis, or would you have certain units 
at certain schools that would be dedicated solely to the primary pilot 
training program? 

Colonel Boso. After the schools are selected, we would hope there 
would be a great interest displayed in this program and that way we 
could get a quality selection. 

Mr. Price. I foresee great emphasis on the program. Then what 
happens? Would you throw it open to everyone in the ROTC or would 
you have a quota of the number, based on your future requirements. 
for pilots? 
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Colonel Bozo. Well, especially during the first year or two, since 
this is an experimental program, there would be a quota and we would 
try, just as does the Air Force, to get as wide a geographical spread 
as possible and that alone would restrict the number at each institu- 
tion quite a bit. It would be highly competitive and that is what we 
are looking for, so we could get a quality selection. 

Mr. Pricer. I can see it would be very highly competitive and there 
would be a great more wanting to get into this phase of ROTC than 
would be able to get into it. 

Colonel Bozo. That is what we are looking for, and by a series of 
tests and medical examinations and so on, we hope to pick the top 
from each school to participate. 

Mr. Pricer. In every ROTC unit, someone within that unit would 
be at least in line or eligible for this type of training, depending upon 
your nearness to a base of operations. 

Colonel Bogo. Yes, sir; they would all be eligible for the training 
but the quotas would necessarily be small, at least during the first 
experimental years, and that would restrict the number in the training 
at each institution. 

Mr. Price. That is going to give you considerably more of a prob- 
lem than the Air Force will have in their program. 

Mr. Ducanper. I wanted to know if the colonel could tell the com- 
mittee how many students the Army intends to put into the program 
in fiscal year 1956. 

Colonel Bono. We have no firm plans on that. It is all at the esti- 
mate stage. 

Mr. Ducanver. During the staff conferences before the hearings 
on this bill, did you not mention the figure of 400 to me? 

Colonel Boro. Yes, sir; for planning purposes. We had planned 
on 400 the first year and then an increase to 800 the second year, and 
from there we do not know what would develop. Depending on the 
interest in the program. 

Mr. Ducanper. And the cost to the Army, fiscal year 1956, based 
on 400 students, would be $165,000? 

Colonel Boro. Yes, sir; that is right. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Colonel, would you select operators other than 
those selected by the Air Force? Do you have in mind consolidating 
your training program with the Air Force, whereby a single operator 
could do the job of both the Air Force and the Army? 

Colonel Boro. I believe the Air Force and the Army are both 
agreed on that, that wherever there is joint Air Force-Army-ROTC, 
that one operator would do the training for both. That does not 
necessarily mean that the POI would be the same. That is, the 
program of instruction would be the same but the same operator would 
use the same equipment and the same instructors and of course would 
save money. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. I was just getting ready to ask a question about 
the type of training. Would it be necessary for the Army to require 
just a little different type of training because of the type of aircraft 
that you employ in your operations? 

Colonel Bono. Well, we could not answer that, today, because we 
have not gotten into the detailed program of instruction. However, 
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it looks like—the Air Force and Army both are planning—if the Air 
Force will correct me if I am making a misstatement—I believe that the 
Air Force and Army both are planning to closely following the CAA 
plan in this matter. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. In other words, the training program will be a 
CAA basic training program? 

Colonel Boso. Yes, sir, I believe basically that would be so. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Have you any idea the number of colleges that 
would be involved in the Army program? 

Colonel Bozo. No, sir, we have no estimate on that, because there 
are so many changing factors, at the present time. For instance, the 
prerequisites for the type institutions to be selected for this training 
have not been firmed up, yet. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Does the Army have in mind selecting colleges, 
if this program would be applied through the Nation or do they intend 
to apply it to the all-weather flying belt that exists in the southern 
United States? 

Colonel Bozo. No, sir, I believe the Air Force and Army both have 
the same stand on that. 

We would like to see a wide, geographical spread. Since this is 
experimental and that is the best way of course to get a cross-sample of 
the Nation, to spread the number of institutions geographically. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. That is all. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. I am sorry, I was not here at the early part of your 
testimony. 

This would probably be included in most of the present Air, ROTC 
schools, is that correct? That is, if the air fields are available within 
that vicinity? 

Mr. Price. The colonel is testifying on the Army’s interest in this 
legislation. 

Mr. Bray. I see. I withdraw the question. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Ducander, are there any further questions? 

Mr. Ducanper. No further questions. 

I suggest the committee might want to question General Carmichael, 
again. 

Mr. Price. General Carmichael, will you come around again? 

Mr. Ducanper. We also have Mr. Lowen here, the Assistant Ad- 
ministrator of CAA, and also Mr. Wright, who had some insurance 
information he was going to give to the committee. 


STATEMENT OF BRIG. GEN, RICHARD H. CARMICHAEL 


Mr. Ducanper. General, did you have anything prepared? 

General CarmIcHAEL. I have three corrections to make and 
two observations. 

Mr. Price. We will hear the general. 

General CARMICHAEL. First of all, I would like to correct a state- 
ment made yesterday in response to a question from Mr. Van Zandt. 
The question was ‘Does the survivors’ benefit bill affect ROTC 
students?” 

Mr. Spence yesterday stated that it did not. However, the thing 
has been changing so fast that he was not aware of the latest changes 
made in the bill. 
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The survivors’ benefit bill, as passed by the House on Wednesday, 
<dloes provide certain coverage for ROTC members while they are on 
active duty for periods of 14 days or more. In effect, it provides 
death benefits during summer camps or cruises, but does not provide 
for disability, hospitalization, medical or surgical care during that 
period, nor does it in any way provide coverage during the institutional 
phase of the ROTC programs. 

I am sorry that we did not properly inform the committee in this 
regard during yesterday’s testimony. We have a draft of a proposed 
amendment to H. R. 5738, which would make it consistent with the 
survivors’ benefit bill in the event the survivors’ benefit bill is 
enacted. 

For your benefit, our proposal reads as follows: 

“Section 4 (g)”—that is on page 6, line 10. We would insert, 
ahead of the beginning of the small paragraph (g): ‘except for cases 
of death covered by the Servicemen’s and Veterans’ Survivors Benefit 
Acts, the coverage provided by this section under the Federal Em- 
ployment Compensation Act constitutes * * *,’’ and so forth. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. In other words, you then exclude the ROTC 
cadet or student while he is on active duty for training. 

General CarmMicHAEL, While he is on active duty for training, he 
would not get both compensation. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. He would be excluded from the benefits of the 
language in paragraph (g) and would, therefore, draw benefits under 
the Survivors Benefits Act or bill when it becomes a law? 

General CARMICHAEL. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Van Zanprt. He could not draw both benefits? 

General CarmicHAEL. May I present to the committee Colonel 
Bradburn, our expert in this financing business, together with Mr. 
Spence. 

Survivors benefits would cover only the case of death. All the 
other benefits under the legislation would accrue during summer 
camp or recruits but there would be nothing in the death benefits. 

Mr. Price. Colonel Boyer probably also should have made an 
adjustment to this section. 

General CarMIcHAEL. Correction two was also in response to a 
dollar-cost question from Mr. Van Zandt. 

I had mentioned in fumbling around for a figure, some $60,000, as 
I recall, for primary and basic training. That is incorrect. I havea 
detailed breakdown of all flying costs, for the three phases of preflight, 
primary and basic. The total cost of that is estimated to be $44,800. 

Of course, you realize we do not, at that time, issue a pilot to a 
using commander. We are not through with him if he is going to be 
one of our first-line pilots. We must then put him through combat- 
«crew training. 

I have cost figures covering most any type of pilot. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Will you put those in the record, General? 
General CARMICHAEL. Yes, sir. 

(The tables referred to follow:) 


Pilot training costs 


RIE ALT II RSE TRU KES CS PES Lys 5 ee $1, 820 
Re ek. teesncbenandesow hos 17, 800 
pg ee Sl LIES ted de Beem A TE GREE aoe oe 25, 180 
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General CarmicHarEL. The subject of dollar cost has been quite con- 
troversial before the House. Mr. Talbott has been our principal 
speaker in the matter. I reviewed his testimony of last spring, wherein 
his dollar cost figures were subject to a certain degree of challenge. 
He has had an outside audit, by the firm of Lebrand, Ross Bros. & 
Montgomery, certified public accountants of New York City. I have 
their audit, too, on the cost figures. 

Correction No. 3, sir, I said yesterday that in the event we had 
approval and went ahead, we would go ahead initially in 90 institu- 
tions and that the cost of that would be $1,831,000. That is incorrect. 
That figure is the overall cost, were we to go ahead in 188 institutions. 
The correct figure for proceeding in 1956, for example, in 90 institu- 
tions, would be $1,357,000. The Army first-year costs for 400 would 
be $165,000. 

Next, may I address myself to the desirability of affording military 
status to all members of the ROTC programs. 

Such status is now enjoyed by regular Naval ROTC students and 
by Marine Platoon Leaders Corps members. In this regard, the same 
issue was raised during the extensive processing of proposed officer 
training corps legislation last introduced as H. R. 6769, 83d Congress. 
The position of the Department of Defense on that legislation was that 
full military status for nonsubsidized ROTC members would defeat 
one of the primary objectives of the ROTC program. That is, we 
wish to inject into the officer corps of each service levelings of junior 
officers representative of the unregimented life of colleges. Ma£litary 
status would do much to change the environment and life of ROTC 
members. True, there are roughly 6,000 students under the Naval 
ROTC program as midshipmen, United States Naval Reserve, for 
example. But the magnitude of the issue is realized when you under- 
stand that there are some 260,000 college students enrolled nationwide 
in the ROTC programs of the military services. 

I do not believe that it would be desirable to change such a large 
segment of our collegiate population from civilian to military status 
purely for the purpose of providing military benefits to all members. 
Full military status complicates pay, retirement, obligatory service, 
disciplinary action against the members. It would immediately 
raise issues as to housing and caring for members and dependents, 
plus providing Federal facilities for their classroom and training 
requirements. 

Well, H. R. 5738 basically provides beneficial coverage only whole 
engaged in military training, a small portion of the member’s day, 
active duty type military status would afford coverage from time of 
enrollment as a freshman, to the date of commissioning as a senior. 

In substance, Mr. Chairman, I am not in a position to support such 
an extensive change to H. R. 5738. 

Yesterday a question was raised as to why the Department of 
Defense was recommending the use of FECA to provide beneficial 
coverage rather than civilian insurance. I believe there may have 
been a general impression that H. R. 5738 deals only with those 
ROTC cadets who undertake flight instruction. On the contrary, 
this proposal pertains to all ROTC cadets, Army, Navy, Air Force, 
ROTC programs. While civilian insurance might be obtainable and 
feasible for the relatively small number of ROTC cadets who might 
engage in flight training, adequate civilian insurance coverage for 
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the balance of the ROTC cadets would undoubtedly cost the Govern- 
— far more than would be entailed under FECA benefits as pro- 
posed. 

There is, no doubt, general agreement that beneficial coverage 
should be afforded to ROTC cadets while .enaged in flight instruction. 
It would seem also that the Government has an obligation to the 
student who is injured on the campus in a military training accident 
or during an orientation flight. Therefore, it is the position of the 
Department of Defense, as recommended by the Bureau of the 
Budget, that the beneficial coverage contained in H. R. 5738 be 
afforded to ROTC students under the provisions of the Federal 
Employees Compensation Act. 

Sir, that ends my corrections and rebuttal. 

Mr. Devereux. Am I to understand from your last statement 
there, that you do recommend that all ROTC students are covered 
by this provision on the Federal Employees Compensation Act, while 
they are engaged in institutional training, as well as when they are 
at summer camp? 

General CARMICHAEL. Yes, sir, General Devereux. You might con- 
sider this bill in: two parts, or having two primary objectives. The 
first portion is authorizing flight legislation, or authorizing the secre- 
taries to conduct flying training as a part of ROTC, the second por- 
tion, the financing of that, goes far beyond just protecting the people 
who are flying. For the first time, it cleans up all previous legislation 
and discharges the obligation to the Government to protect anybody 
who is participating in any type of ROTC program. It is far broader 
than just providing protection to the people engaged in flying training. 

Mr. Devereux. Do you have any idea of the cost? 

General CarmicHAEL. Well, sir, we tried to get some cost figure. 
It was like pulling numbers out of a hat. The one that I can give you 
that has been estimated is $35,000 total for the Air Force and about 
$2,500 for the Army. I would like to qualify that, however. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. That is an annual cost? 

General CarmMicHaEL. That is an annual cost that is being con- 
jectured. What we did was to assume an average, on the pessimistic 
side, of what would happen during 1 year. We assumed that we would 
lose or have killed, 4 Air Force ROTC students in flying training, 
another 4 disabled because of accidents. Then, we assumed 80 others 
to and from or. classroom situations, and we arrived at that figure of 
$35,000. We had no figures to go upon. Last year the Air Force lost 
1 ROTC cadet killed, and the summer before, 1. I do remember, 
however, several years back, an accident that the Navy had, wherein 
27 naval ROTC cadets were killed. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. That was an aviation accident, was it not? 

General CARMICHAEL. Yes. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Price. Were you finished, Mr. Van Zandt? 

Mr. Van ZaAnprT. Yes. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. Then, you are not in favor of H. R. 5738; is that correct? 

General CARMICHAEL. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Bray. You are in favor of that? 

General CarmMIcHAEL. We are very much in favor of it. 








4516 


Mr. Van Zanpt. Would you object if we were to write into this 
bill the language that would make it mandatory on the part of the 
Army—the Air Force and the Army—to distribute this program among 
your 10 ROTC areas of the United States? 

General CarmicHagEL. No, sir; we certainly have a geographical 
distribution plan based on several possibilities. 

Mr. Van ZANnpDT. So many times, we fellows who live in the North 
see all these aviation programs go south. This time we want to make 
sure that the distribution is nationwide. 

General CarmicHarEL. Well, sir, my native State is Texas and I can 
attest to the large number of flying facilities in the good weather belt 
but I have also flown many times out of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. We want to make sure that Pennsylvania gets 
in there. You see, I have no navy yard, no army camp, no airfield, 
or anything else. 

Mr. Devereux. On page 6, line 13, in view of the fact that the Navy 
midshipmen, or United States Naval Reserve is there, why don’t you 
include the marines in there, for these benefits? 

General CarmicHarL. The marines use the Marine Platoon Leaders 
Corps, as I understand it, in lieu of an ROTC program. However, 
they are enlisted reservists. However, I see no objection of inserting 
marines in there for protection if they ever do decide, or have any sort 
of an ROTC program. 

Our intent was to give full coverage to all ROTC students, regard- 
less of service. 

Mr. Devereux. The midshipmen are also in the service. 

Mr. Ducanpsr. This alludes to the other program of the Naval 
ROTC, rather than to the Holloway plan. 

General CarmMIcHAEL. May I commend Commander Edwards from 
the Navy who can more adequately speak to the Navy aspects of this. 


STATEMENT OF COMDR. ALFRED C. EDWARDS, UNITED STATES 
NAVY 


Commander Epwarps. I am stationed in the Bureau of Naval 
Personnel. 

In regard to the Marine Corps participation in the Navy ROTC 
program, we have students in the last 2 years of study, midshipmen, 
USNR, who are studying toward Marine Corps commissions, but they 
are strictly in Naval ROTC, and are midshipmen, USNR. The other 
type students we have are the contract students, very similar and in 
fact identical to the Army and Air Force ROTC. Once again our 
contract students in the last 2 years may participate in Marine Corps 
training leading to Marine Corps commissions but they are, even 
though they are studying for the Marine Corps, in the Naval ROTC 
program. 

Mr. Deverrevux. May I clarify one thing? 

Commander Epwarps. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. Are your contract students reservists or not? 

Commander Epwarps. No, sir; they are the same category as the 
Army Air Force. They are civilians under contract with the Navy. 
However, there may be, incidentally, a few members who are also 
members of the Naval Reserve, drilling with Naval Reserve units. 
Basically, they are not. 
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Mr. Deverevx. Is there anybody here from the Marine Corps? 

Commander Epwarps. I believe I can speak for the Marine 
Corps, sir. The Marine Corps Platoon Leaders Corps, members of 
that are members of the Marine Corps Reserve. They are different, 
in that they have military status, whereas in the Navy ROTC pro- 
gram, contract students fo not have military status and the regular 
students, the midshipmen, USNR, do have military status. 

Mr. Devereux. You see no objection to putting the marines in 
here in the event they wanted to open up some additional programs, 
to alleviate the necessity of coming back and amending this bill? 

Commander Epwarps. I am not prepared to answer that, sir. 

Mr. Deverevx. It has no application now, but it might in the 
future. That is simply my point. I say it apparently has no appli- 
cation now. 

Commander Epwarps. It possibly could, except that ROTC 
students going into the Marine Corps come from the Naval ROTC 
program. That is Public Law 729, of the 79th Congress. 

Mr. Devereux. Yes; I realize that. 

Mr. Pricer. Section 5, page 6, what is the application of that section, 
General Carmichael? 

General CarmicHaEL. May I present Colonel Bradburn on that, sir. 


STATEMENT OF LT. COL. GORDON F. BRADBURN 


Colonel Brappurn. Last year a bill was passed to include under 
the Servicemen’s Indemnity Act, ROTC cadets who were on duty 
for a period of 14 days or longer. This provision, here, would repeal 
that act, or the provision of the act that applies to the ROTC, 

Mr. Price. That is the $10,000? 

Colonel Brapsurn. That is the $10,000. ; 

Mr. Price. Which is outdated now, or will be, with the passage of 
the Survivors’ Benefit Act? 

Colonel BrapBurn. That is correct. 

Mr. Price. Then is this section any longer necessary in the bill? 

Colonel Brapgurn. I think it would be a matter of which bill was 
passed first. If the survivors’ benefit bill passes, there is no necessity 
for this provision in this bill. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. I think probably this bill will be passed first. 
That is, it will probably become a law first. I think the Senate will 
want to look at the survivors’ benefit bill. 

Mr. Pricer. General Carmichael, is the Department firmly sold on 
the future success of this program, to the extent which would now 
make it a permanent program rather than put on some time limitation 
to start with, so that in about 4 years we could have another look at it? 

General CarmicHarEL. Whether it is enacted into law, or not, we 
intend to proceed with caution. I think, however, it is reasonable 
for you to build in some assurance that we are not going to go off 
full throttle before we know exactly where we are going. We have 
thought along those lines. As a matter of fact, our university com- 
mended does not intend to go into 188 institutions, initially, anyway. 
He, on his own, has decided to proceed with only 90. 

We feel that in any of these institutions within the 90, that we pro- 
ceed with, or any others that we select later, will meet very rigid 
criteria, and the first of those criteria will be that they are going to 
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be a permanent part of the ROTC program, and there is no question 
or doubt about their ever being disestablished. 

I feel that those of us in the Air Force are competent enough in the 
motivational powers of the airplane, and flying, to guarantee its suc- 
cess on any scale. It is my professional opinion that people are going 
to be brought into the Air Force and are going to love to fly, first, 
when they get into an airplane, and stay with it for a while. I think 
the underlying logic of that motivational feature is enough for me 
to be confident of it in the future. There is no substitute for flying, 
like getting in an airplane. 

I would prefer to see the bill passed as is, and for each department 
to proceed on its own. 

Mr. Price. General Devereux. 

Mr. Devereux. I guess we all agree that the airplane is here to 
stay. 

1 wonder whether or not this specialization will be in contradiction 
to the programs that are now being tried in, I think, 2 or 3 of the 
universities, to give our ROTC students basic military education with- 
out specialization? 

General CARMICHAEL. Well, sir, we came off of what we called a 
specialized ROTC program in 1953. At that time we were channeliz- 
ing people toward being supply officers or administrative officers or 
maintenance officers. We completely revised and reoriented the 
ROTC program back in 1953. The command structure was transfered 
from Continental Air Command to headquarters of the area university. 
We created the commandant and the headquarters staff of the ROTC. 
At the same time we put in a generalized curriculum. The graduates 
for this year, for instance, are the first ones who have received the full, 

2-year advanced generalized curriculum. We do not feel that this 

particular aspect, flying, is specializing, other than what we want 
every Air Force officer initially to be, a flier. That would be the 
hypothetically most ideal condition. 

Mr. Devereux. How much additional time or how much diver- 
sionary time would it be from the general course to carry out the 
program that is suggested in this bill? 

General CarMicHAEL. The actual time in hours I don’t have at 
my fingertips. Colonel Bradburn, perhaps, could speak to that. 

Colonel BrapBuRN. We already have a basic ground school within 
the generalized curricula. This would entail an additional 35 hours 
of flight instruction, with a possibly slight addition in ground school, 
of approximately 5 hours within the Air Force curriculum. 

Now, the course would be more or less tailor made to suit the 
individual’s needs and requirements. It would largely be accomplished 
on weekends, after school, and things of that nature. 

Mr. Devereux. You do not anticipate taking away from the 
general program—— 

Colonel BrapBuRN. This is in addition to what is now being given. 

General CarmicHaEL. We already teach a course in meteorology, 
we teach navigation, global navigation. We would add to this some 
5 hours or more specialized training, for that 35 hours of flying. 

Mr. Devereux. Thank you. 

Mr. Price. Is there any other question? 

Mr. Van Zanprt. General, would you object if we would write a 
termination date into this bill? Say 4 years from now? 
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' General CarmicHarL, Do I understand, Mr. Van Zandt, that you 

would be saying, “It is good for 4 years, unless we further justify it’’? 

Mr. Van Zanprt. No, just for the purpose of review, so that we 
can correct defects, and through these corrections we could further 
strengthen the program. There are many programs that we look at 
periodically. We Rave no intentions of curtailing them, but rather 
strengthening them. 

General CarmicHakEL. I think that is a fair proposition. If we 
haven’t proven to ourselves and to you within 4 years that this is 
worthwhile, I think we should account to you for it. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Take the National Reserve training program 
which the Senate passed yesterday. There is a termination date in 
that bill, and it is there for the purpose of permitting Congress to 
review the overall program. 

Mr. Devprevx. Mr, Chairman. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Devereux. 

Mr. Deverevx. In that Reserve bill that was just passed, we pro- 
vide for an annual report by the Secretary of Defense, to the Congress, 
‘as well as to the President, on the progress. I trust that this program 
will be included in that annual report, so that you will not have to 
wait 4 years to determine whether or not you feel that it is a good 
program. 

General CarmicuareL. I am not sure whether this is specifically 
included in the wording of the National Reserve Plan. However, | 
would suggest that it be included here. We would be very happy to 
report on this annually. We certainly are not going to hang on to 
something that is not doing us some good. I think it is only fair that 
we should report annually, if you care to write that in the legislation. 

Mr. Deverevx. If it could be thoroughly understood, because 
these are a part of the general Reserve and Reserve forces—1I believe 
it could be included—do you think it should be written into the bill? 

Mr. Ducanper. I think it should be written in here, General 
Devereux, because that is a report on the strengthening of the Reserve 
forces which are defined as the Ready Reserve and the Standby 
Reserve. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman, we have a lot of people who 
champion the idea that the civilians should control the military and 
this, in my opinion, would give civilian control over this particular 
program. 

General CarmicHar.. I would be very happy to have that written 
into the bill. As I say we are intending to watch this ourselves. Iam 
personally very confident about the power of the airplane to lure the 
student to an Air Force career. 

Mr. Price. Did I understand you to register an opinion that the 
Department would not oppose a termination date in the bill? 

General CaRMICHAEL, Yes, sir; I can say that the Department will 
not oppose a termination date. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Ducander. 

Mr. Ducanper. No further questions. 

Mr. Pricer. Do you have anything further to add to your thinking, 
General? 

General CARMICHAEL. No, sir. 

Mr. Price. Any further questions? 

Well, thank you very much, General. 
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STATEMENT OF CHARLES LOWEN, DEPUTY ADMINISTRATOR, 
CIVIL AERONAUTICS AUTHORITY AND WILEY WRIGHT 


Mr. Price. You have some information to offer the committee in 
connection with insurance? 

Mr. Lowen. Yes, sir. Mr. Wright made an erroneous statement 
yesterday that he wanted to correct in today’s meeting. Outside of 
that, if there is any general question you might have in mind, that is 
all we have to submit, sir. 
an Price. We will be delighted to have your statement, Mr. 

right. 

r. Wricut. Mr. Chairman, I would like to clarify for the record 
a statement made by me yesterday, July 14, in regard to the insurance 
coverage carried on the trainees and the civilian pilot training program, 
and the trainees under war training service program. 

This insurance procedure was changed after I was called into mili- 
tary duty. 

When this program was conducted on civilian pilot training aspects, 
the Government required that the ground facilities, which in most cases 
were the universities or colleges carrying insurance on the trainee. 

The flight operator or contractor was required to carry public 
owen f and property damage insurance. The contract reads as 
ollows: 


Liability of the insurers hereunder for damages with respect to any one aircraft, 
any one accident or series of accidents, arises from one and the same cause involv- 
ing bodily injuries, or death resulting therefrom, shall not exceed $100,000, subject 
to a limit of $50,000 for any one person. 


The civilian pilot training program and the war training service 
was in three phases: 

First phase: June 26, 1939, to June 30, 1942, the trainees were not 
required to be in the military. 

Second phase: After July 30, 1942, all trainees were required to 
enlist either in the Army Air Corps or Navy Reserve. 

Third phase: Beginning December 15, 1942, the trainees of the 
Navy were on active duty. 

In the summer of 1943, the Army trainees were Army Air Corps 
reservists on active duty. 

When the program became the War Training Service, the insurance 
was covered by the Government. That is, if they were Navy enlisted 
reservists or Army enlisted reservists on active duty, they received 
the same benefits as any other military personnel. However, there 
was a transition period of approximately 6 months in which though 
the trainees were in the military and covered by Government insur- 
ance the contracts with the institutions had not yet been rewritten 
and they were also carrying the insurance coverage. 

I quote for your edification a paragraph of the contract covering 
the insurance aspect prior to Government coverage instituted when 
War Training Service became effective, as follows: 

Art. 2. Insurance: The contractor shall provide each Army trainee with 
accident insurance coverage in the amount of $3,000 accidental death and dis- 
memberment plus $500 for expenses incident to burial and $1,000 hospitalization 
and medical reimbursement for injuries: Provided, That the contractor shall also 
provide each Army trainee who is on inactive duty status additional insurance 
coverage in the amount of $500 hospitalization and medical reimbursement for 


sickness. Such insurance shall be in effect for such period and shall be in such 
form as the Administrator may prescribe. 
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That was in order to bring up to date what transpired in the period. 

It was required that copies of the insurance contracts be presented 
to the committee today for any perusal you may see fit, and I have 
had photostatic copies made for you. 

Mr. Lowen. I want to make one other point: This is the way it 
was handled in the past. 

The CAA at this time does not desire to take any particular stand 
on oe insurance. Whatever way it comes out is perfectly all right 
with us. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman, based on our own experience, 
now, which involves the civilian pilot training program and so forth 
during the course of World War II, and up to date, could you recom- 
mend that the coverage provided for now in this bill, be included in 
the bill that we hope to report out of this committee? 

Mr. Lowen. I do not know enough about the terms of the insur- 
ance coverage to make a recommendation. I do not know enough 
about the detail. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. I am inclined to wrap it up in one package, as 
does the language of this bill, by putting it under the Federal Em- 
ployees Compensation Act. 

Mr. Lowen. I would certainly agree with you on that. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Let me ask you this, now, as a representative of 
the CAA: 

This operator is going to have to meet the requirements that you 
people lay down, such as type of aircraft, type of supporting facilities, 
the maintenance, and the training? 

Mr. Lowen. May I say this, Mr. Van Zandt, that before the war, I 
personally operated four schools under the civilian pilot training pro- 
gram of the type you are talking about now. In other words, I was 
on the other side of the picture, and we had to follow strict criteria 
set up by the CAA, for their requirements, just what they wanted, 
and they checked it out continuously. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Will this operator have to carry any type of insur- 
ance whatsoever? 

Mr. Lowen. Yes, sir; he carries insurance on his equipment, he can 
carry insurance on his own personnel, and depending upon what you 
write in the bill determines how much further he goes into the insurance 
program. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Suppose there is an accident that involves an 
ROTC student and the accident is attributed to a faulty motor that 
can be traced to lack of maintenance, and so forth: Would the 
operator then, of the school, have to pay 

Mr. Lowen. The operators have liability insurance on that, Mr. 
Van Zandt, or did in the past. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Well, then, would the student, we will say, if he 
was disabled, or if he dies as a result, would his dependents draw the 
benefits or receive benefits under the Federal Employees Compensa- 
tion Act, or would they be compensated through the liability that the 
operator provided for in his insurance? 

Mr. Lowen. I have been advised it has been both ways. If there 
is negligence on the part of the operator, they can collect on both 
counts. 

Mr. Devereux. That would have to be settled in civil court; 
would it not? 











4522 


Mr. Lowen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. I wanted to establish the liability, there. 

Mr. Wricur. Mr. Van Zandt, may [ elaborate a little further on a 
part of the question that you asked: I have worked very closely with 
the Air Force and the Army on this particular proposal. We, together, 
have drawn up a curricula that is over and above the minimum 
requirements of the Civil Aeronautics Administration, for their private 
pilots’ certificate. We have advised the Air Force and the Army, and 
anyone else participating from the military, that we will give close 
cognizance and supervision to those schools that are conducting its 
flicht training. We will see that their flight instructors are reevalu- 
ated, the aircraft will be properly inspected from time to time periodi- 
cally, and as I say, the minimum requirements of hours are more 
than met in the proposal by the Air Force and the Army. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Now, I have this question: As far as the operator 
is concerned, will you require that he be a Reserve officer? 

Mr. Lowen. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Will you require that the instructors be Reserve 
officers? 

Mr. Lowen. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Will the Air Force or the Army have representa- 
tion at the school, to constantly check operations? 

Mr. Lowen. The PM and ST of those schools will be the cognizant 
ones. The professors of military science and tactics, at those colleges 
that are selected. 

Ir. Price. Mr. Devereux. 

Mr. Devereux. You will require more personnel in your depart- 
ment to carry on such a program? 

Mr. Wricut. No, sir. 

Mr. Deverrvux. The Air Force gave the figures a little while ago, 
that their estimate was, they might lose four students a year. Last 
year you lost one, and the year before you lost one, and one time the 
Navy lost quite a few. 

What were they doing? Was that summer training? 

Colonel Brappurn. Yes, sir; that was during summer training, 
in orientation flights, in all three instances. 

Mr. Devereux. Do you think that the pulling out of the hat, 
four-people-estimate is a sound one in view of the fact that you 
anticipate increasing this whole program to the extent that you do? 

Colonel Brapsurn. I might say in answer to that, sir, that the Air 
Force recently compiled over 200,000 hours in light plane flying, in 
connection with the normal pilot training program, There were no 
fatal accidents during that period. The number of four was purely 
a number of, shall we say, magnitude for budgetary purposes, to show 
some expenses incident to an accident, if it oecurred. 

Mr. Devereux. Would your estimate be the same as that of the 
Air Force? 

Mr. Lowen. Generally, based on the fact that in 3 years of train- 
ing with hundreds of students we did not have a fatal accident in this 
same type of program before the war, in the light plane. I would 
agree with the colonel and the general on that. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Bray. 
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Mr. Bray. Now as to expense of this program, did the Government 
contemplate in any way maintenance or assistance in airfields that 
might be involved? 

Mr. Lowen. No, sir; I would assume they would make the con- 
tracts with the base operator—the base operator deals with the com- 
munity in which he is operating, either his own private field or the 
municipality. 

Mr. Bray. It would be up to him to see that the facilities were 
kept up from what he received through this training? 

Mr. Lowen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Just so this information will be in the record, can 
anyone give us some of the details of the accident that involved the 
27 Navy, ROTC group? I want it in the record in the event that we 
are asked about it on the floor of the House. 

Commander Epwarps. Mr. Van Zandt, that accident occurred in 
connection with a flight of midshipmen, USNR, from Corpus Christi, 
to Little Creek, Va. Each summer we give our midshipmen who have 
just finished their sophomore year of training, 6 weeks of training, 
partly at Corpus Christi and partly at Little Creek, Va. It was in 
connection with a flight between these two, that the unfortunate acci- 
dent occurred. 

Roughly speaking, we move around 1,600 midshipmen each summer. 
We plan to do it again this summer. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. This program has been going on for how many 
years? 

Commander Epwarps. The actual flights, sir, have been going on, 
I think this is the third summer, sir. Before that, it was done by rail 
transportation. 

Mr. Price. Any further questions? 

Thank you, Mr. Lowen and Mr. Wright. 

Are there any further witnesses? 

Mr. Ducanper. There are no further witnesses. 

Mr. Price. That concludes the hearing on H. R. 5738. 

The committee will adjourn subject to the call of the Chair. 

The committee stands adjourned. 

(Whereupon, at 11:30 a. m., the committee adjourned to reconvene 
at the call of the chairman.) 
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[No. 37] 
SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON H. R. 6725 AND H. R. 1516 


Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
SUBCOMMITTEE No. 1, 

Washington, D. C., Wednesday, July 13, 1955. 

The subcommittee met at 10 a. m., Hon Overton Brooks, chairman 
of the subcommittee, presiding. 

Mr. Brooks. The subcommittee will come to order. 

Gentlemen, this morning we have H. R. 6725 and H. R. 5738. 

Now, is Secretary Burgess a witness on one? 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes; H. R. 6725. 

Mr. Brooks. H. R. 6725, which is a bill to provide a lump-sum re- 
adjustment pay for the Reserve officers who are involuntarily released 
from active duty. 

Now, Mr. Secretary, would you have a seat, sir? 

Secretary Burcess. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. This is not an unusual sight to see you here and we 
are glad to have you back from your battles on the other side of the 
Capitol. 

Mr. Jonnson. I would like to add that we hope you can complete 
your work—— 

Secretary Burcess. I would like to get out in the field to see if the 
good work that you all have been doing is taking hold out there; 
that is what I would like to do, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, we don’t want to completely wind him up, 
I may say to my friend from California, because we want him back 
now and then. 

Secretary Burcess. It is always a pleasure to be here. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, Mr. Secretary, do you have a statement in 
reference to H. R. 6725? 

Secretary Burcress. I do, Mr. Chairman. It is a very brief one. 
Would you like for me to give it, sir? 

Mr. Brooks. Proceed, sir. 

Secretary Burcess. Mr. Chairman, and members of the committee, 
I am here today on behalf of the Department of Defense, to urge the 
enactment of another important item of personnel legislation, readjust- 
ment pay for Reserve officers. The Department of Defense considers 
this bill to be another major step in our efforts to equalize the essential 
features of existing law pertaining to release or separation of Regular 
and Reserve officers. 

During hearings on the Career Incentive Act earlier this year, the 
need for a lump-sum payment for Reserve officers who are involun- 
tarily released from active duty before they have qualified for retire- 
ment with pay was discussed in some detail. 

Members of your committee expressed concern about these officers, 
many of whom have devoted years to the service of their country and 
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for reasons beyond their control, suddenly find themselves released 
from military service. 

Present law provides severance pay for Regular officers whose 
careers are terminated prior to qualifying for retirement. However, 
no provision is made for similar severance or readjustment pay for 
Reserve officers. This is wrong. Under present and foreseeable cir- 
cumstances, our national security is dependent on sizable augmenta- 
tion of our Regular forces by Reserve officers. 

We depend heavily on them to maintain our military effectiveness. 

Personnel requirements of the Armed Forces are not static. Many 
considerations dictate what the size of our Armed Forces shall be at 
any time and our officer personnel requirements contract and expand 
accordingly. It is not possible to avoid these fluctuations. With 
the stabilized end strengths and the new Reserve program, we are 
working toward it will be the policy and effort of the entire Depart- 
ment to keep these fluctuations to the irreducible minimum. This is 
in accord with our desire to have a sound personnel program with a 
maximum career concept. However, the enactment of H. R. 6725 
would make it possible to provide a fair financial adjustment to the 
individual concerned, in this case, the Reserve officer, when circum- 
stances require his — to be terminated after a minimum number 
of years of service through no fault of his own. 

In this respect, the problem is comparable to that of industry with 
its fluctuating periods of increased and decreased productivity. with 
attendant changes in personnel requirements. Industry is meeting 
this problem by the growing practice of granting severance pay to 
workers who have completed a specified minimum number of years 
in a company’s employ if the worker’s employment is thereafter 
terminated without fault on his part. This practice promotes stability 
by recognizing prior faithful service and by its promise of financial 
aid to the individual during the period in which he is seeking other 
and new employment. 

For these reasons among others, the Department of Defense urges 
the enactment of H. R. 6725. 

The Assistant Chief of Staff, G-1, Department of the Army, Maj. 
Gen. D. P. Booth, will represent the Department of Defense in pre- 
senting the detailed justification of the bill. 

Mr. Brooks. Thank you very much, Mr. Secretary. 

I was just asked in reference to the severance pay that we*have in 
the contracts for Reserve officers, does this in anyway clash with the 
arrangements we have got in the law at the present time? 

Secretary Burcess. I don’t think there is any clash, is there, 
General Booth? 

General Boorn. If they have a contract that will permit their 
severance pay they may elect to come under the provisions of this 
readjustment pay rather than the severance pay of the contract. 

Mr. Brooks. What provision in H. R. 6725 covers that? 

Mr. Jounson. Isn’t that (c) on page 3? 

General Boorn. Page 4, if you go down to the 18th line. 

Mr. Brooks. 18th, it is "ttgh_— 

General Boor. On page 4. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes; that is just what I was reading. 


May elect in lieu of separation payment under thac section to receive readjust- 
ment pay under this section. 
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Secretary Buraess. It will be whichever is greater. 

Mr. Brooks. That gives him the option. 

Well, in summarizing what this bill does, it provides, as I under- 
stand it for severance pay for the Reserve officer who is released from 
active duty at the end of—provided he has been there in excess of 5 
years. 

Secretary Buraess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. And what does it do, speciiically, Mr. Secretary? 

One month’s basic pay 

Secretary Burcress. They have got a chart to show you, Mr. 
Chairman. It will give you the amount of money for each man 
based on his term of service. 

Mr. Brooks. Let me ask you, General, then: How does this com- 
pare with the severance pay that is received by a Regular officer? 

Secretary Burcsrss. Well now, the difference—I will give you the 
answer to that point, Mr. Chairman. But the principal difference 
is that, of course, when the Regular officer is terminated that separates 
him from his retirement rights. 

This would not separate the Reserve officer from his eventual 
retirement rights. That is one of the main distinctions. Now, in 
the question of the difference between the amounts, I would like to 
ask General Booth if he would speak to that point. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, wait till we get to him. 

Secretary Burcrss. All right, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. One more question, then. 

This does not make any effort to cover enlisted personnel? 

Secretary Burasss. No, sir; that is the officer situation. Because 
the enlisted man is on a set term, sir. I mean he enlists and reenlists 
for set periods of time. 

Mr. Brooks. He is given a reenlistment bonus. 

Secretary Burcess. That is right, sir, it is a different situation. 

Mr. Brooks. Where the officer does not. 

Secretary Burcess. His situation is sort of an indeterminate one 
when he is not on this contractual arrangement. So this is a normal 
thing. I know the last company I was with before I came here we 
had severance pay to meet the changes in productivity and times 
when we had to adjust executive payloads, and we gave severance 
pay to those individuals but they lost their rights to their retirement 
benefits with the exception of that which they had contributed into 
the retirement fund. 

But we do need to provide this man with this money to give him the 
chance to adjust from one termination until he can get started in 
another enterprise. 

Mr. Brooks. Any questions, gentlemen? 

Mr. Jounson. Could you explain that other law? I sat in the 
hearings but I have forgotten just what it provided. General Booth, 
would you explain? 

Mr. Brooks. Let’s wait until we get to General Booth, then. 

Mr. Jonnson. Why can’t he explain it now? 

Mr. Brooks. Well, he is going to have to go over his full statement 
again. 

Mr. Jounson. All right. 

Mr. Brooks. If that is all right then, we will wait then. Any 
questions of the Secretary? 
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(No response.) 

Mr. Brooks. If not, we thank you so much. 

Secretary Burcess. Thank you so mucit. 

Mr. Brooxs. Are you going to stand by for this other bill, or are 
you going to participate? 

Secretary Burcsss. I am not acquainted with the other bill. 

Mr. Ducanprr. ROTC flight training. 

Secretary Buresss. I will be glad to stay, but I am afraid I haven’t 
brushed up on that one. 

Mr. Brooxs. I think you have your hands full. 

Secretary Burcsss. I am going to head over to the Senate and I 
will be before you in the gallery when you take up survivor benefits. 

Mr. Brooxs. Thank you, sir, goodby, sir. 

Secretary Burcess. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Now General Booth, you have a prepared statement. 
Won’t you sit over there in the witness chair? 

General Boorn. Mr. Chairman, I have a prepared statement, and 
accompanied by some Vu-graph charts that I want to display here. 
If I sit in the center seat I am afraid I might block your view. 

Mr. Brooxs. You are going to view the charts at the same time 
with your prepared statement? 

General Boorn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. All right. 

Do you need any preparation in this room for the charts? 

General Booth. Yes, sir. We have the Vu-graph behind the 
screen so that it won’t block your view. 

Mr. Brooks. Fine. 

Will you proceed then, with your statement? 

General Bootn. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, 
I appreciate this opportunity to appear before you on behalf of the 
Department of Defense in support of H. R. 6725, a bill to provide : 
lump-sum readjustment payment for Reserve officers who are involun- 
tarily released from active duty. 

With me this morning are representatives of each of the military 
departments, and from the Offic ‘e, Secretary of Defense. These officers 
will assist me during the presentation to your committee of the pur- 
pose and content of “the bill before you. 

With your permission, I should like to present several Vu-graph 
projections of charts which illustrate some of the more important 
factors. 

I know I do not need to emphasize to you how essential it is to 
have our Active Forces commanded by the best qualified and pro- 
fessionally competent officers. Without such leaders, we imperil our 
combat readiness, our operational efficiency, and our ability to 
mobilize effectively. 

In the Armed Forces Reserve Act of 1952, the Congress declared 
that the Reserve components are maintained for the purpose of pro- 
viding trained units and qualified individuals to meet the require- 
ments of the Armed Forces of the United States at such times as the 
national security may require in excess of those of the Regular com- 
ponents. 

While the law provides the authority for keeping Reserve officers on 
active duty for long periods of time, and also for releasing them when 
their services are no longer required, existing law makes no provision 
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for readjustment pay or other monetary cushion to ease their transi- 
tion back to civilian occupations. We consider such provision 
essential to good personnel management. 

Our Active Forces may be maintained at approximately 2,859,000 
for some years. The number of officers needed to staff the Active 
Forces we intend to maintain indefinitely is estimated in excess of 
222,000. To meet this requirement, the Armed Forces will need to 
maintain on active duty approximately 150,000 Reserve officers. The 
exact figure will, of course, be affected by any future legislation which 
may increase the numbers granted regular commissions. 

The Reserve element of our active officer corps consists of both 
volunteers and nonvolunteers. 

The nonvolunteer groups are for the most part the newly commis- 
sioned Reserve second lieutenants serving their 2-vear obligation which 
they assumed in order to complete their college education and ROTC 
training. 

While we need the inherent flexibility which the Reserve element 
affords, we also need to retain on active duty over extended periods 
sufficient numbers of these junior officers to provide a balanced officer 
structure. This means that we must provide reasonable compensation 
for the individual who serves several years, and is then separated 
before gaining eligibility for retirement benefits. 

The two principal objectives that readjustment pay will accomplish 
are: first, provide more security for deserving individuals, and second, 
provide incentive to enable the services to maintain a reasonably 
stable Reserve element. 

Here on this chart, we represent the heart of the professional non- 
Regular officer’s problems as economic security. Pay and allowances 
while on active service are the same for both Regular and Reserve 
officers. 

The long-term Reserve officer, with over 5 years active commissioned 
service, whom we seek to retain on active duty indefinitely, must be 
protect ted against economic dislocation during the critic al earning 
period of his life, principally between the ages of 27 and 40 years of 
age. Beyond 18 years of service, he is reasonably protected until 
eligible for retirement. Early release defeats the natural desire for 
security. There are several reasons why the services must release so 
many Reserve officers; paramount among the reasons are: 

The great majority of the releases are the ROTC graduates who are 
completing their 2 years of obligated service and do not desire to 
remain in the military service. 

The second group in size are those officers who voluntarily request 
relief or decline to apply for a new active duty category. The services 
have no control over these two groups except to encourage them to 
remain on duty. 

The third, and smallest group, are those who are released involun- 
tarily by operation of law, failure to meet required standards for active 
duty, or because of strength limitations. 

So long as our national policy requires, Reserves for augmentation 
of the Active Forces in peace or war, the provision of compensation to 
assist them in readjusting to civilian life, during this critical period 
in their lives, is a justifiable element of the cost of national defense. 

The problem is of considerable magnitude. At the beginning of 
fiscal year 1953, there were 271,400 non-Regular officers on active 
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duty. During the year, 79,400 were released from active duty for all 
causes. 

This represents a turnover of 29 percent. 

This chart illustrates the services estimates of the number of 
Reserve officers who are to be released during fiscal year 1956. 

These are expected to total 49,400. However, there are a large 
number of these officers who have not earned or do not require 
economic readjustment protection and, under this plan, would not 
receive readjustment pay. 

These include those released by (1) voluntary separation, (2) vol- 
untary nonrenewal of categories, (3) resignations, (4) deaths, (5) dis- 
ciplinary reasons, (6) retirements, and (7) ineligibility because of lack 
of service needed to qualify, 268,000, of which 94,000 were released. 

Mr. Brooks. Do those figures cover all of the branches? 

General Booru. All, the Army, Navy, Air Force, and included in 
the Navy are the Marines. 

Mr. Brooks. All right, just proceed. 

General Boorn. For 1955, the figure is 244,500, of which 56,300 
were released over a turnover of 23 percent. 

Mr. Devereux. What do you mean by lack of service? 

General Boorn. At least, one of the services has the policy that if 
they haven’t a certain amount of service, and can’t qualify for retire- 
ment by a certain age, they will then be released for their own benefit 
so that they can get readjusted into another occupation. 

Mr. Devereux. Wouldn’t that be involuntary? 

General Booth. No, sir. 

The Army, for example, comes under the Army’s policy. For 
example, if a man never can qualify for 20 years service for retirement 
benefits by age 60, he is separated now so he can adjust early enough 
to get into civilian pursuits rather than to continue on. 

Mr. Devereux. Wouldn’t you consider him as eligible for any 
separation benefits? 

General Bootu. He would be eligible, involuntarily, yes, sir, he 
would be eligible under this provision, you are right. 

Mr. Brooks. That is due to the fact that he was made an 
officer-—— 

General Boot. What we mean by that is less than 5 years of 
service. 

Mr. Jounson. What does the word ‘qualify’? mean, to qualify for 
a promotion or qualify for 20 years? 

General Booru. In the last one, you mean, sir? 

Mr. Jounson. Well, it says—in your statement, you say among 
various reasons “ineligibility because of lack of service needed to 
qualify.” 

What does the word ‘qualify’? mean? 

General Booru. To qualify for the readjustment pay proposed in 
this legislation. 

Mr. Brooks. That is what I was trying to get at. Is it because 
the officer comes into service at an advanced age that he can never 
reach retirement? 

Mr. Jounson. No, sir. In this area here [indicating] he doesn’t 
meet the qualifications until he has reached 5 years of service. 

Therefore, that covers that span of the first 5 years. He is not 
eligible by length of time to qualify for this readjustment pay if he has 
not had 5 years of service. 
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Mr. Van Zanpr. It applies only to this readjustment rate? 

General Boorn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. I was thinking you had to have 5 or more years 
of service before you were eligible for selection for promotion. 

General Boor. No. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. That doesn’t enter into it? 

General Booru. No. 

As a matter of fact, in many of the services the first 18 months makes 
them eligible for the promotion from the first 

Mr. Van ZanpbT. Promoted en bloc, aren’t they? 

General Bootu. No, individually. 

Mr. Brooks. Why would an officer who is taken into the service 
voluntarily be in the status then that he cannot hope to qualify for 
retirement in any way? 

General Boorn. We do not take any in the service now that can’t 
hope to qualify for retirement. 

Mr. Brooks. Why were they ever taken into the service? 

General Bootn. The ROP Act of last year that went into effect the 
Ist of July was passed giving the requirements for retirement after 
a number of officers who didn’t meet those qualifications were already 
in the service. 

Mr. Brooks. Have we corrected that by a recent bill that we put 
through the House? 

Mr. Ducanper. Extended it for another 5 years. 

Mr. Jounson. What about Public Law 810, when he gets 60, if he 
has had 20 years of service, he gets a certain amount of retirement 
pay. Does that apply to that kind of a case? 

r. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, he is talking about the first 5—— 

Mr. Van Zanpt. First 5 years. 

Mr. Brooks. We are getting him confused. What about the man 
you say that has been taken in service, and can’t hope ever to qualify? 

He is an officer, what about him? You say ROPA prevents him 
from ever qualifying for retirement? 

General Bootn. No. The ROP Act was passed after some of those 
men were in the service. You asked me why they were taken into 
the service. They were taken into the service before the conditions 
of ROPA were known. 

Mr. Brooks. What conditions in ROPA now prevent them from 
retiring? 

General Bootn. They have to have 20 years of service before they 
reach age 60 in order to qualify. Because they are separated at age 60. 

Mr. Brooks. That is what I asked you a while ago. 

General Bootn. Yes; but that has nothing to do with this act. 

Mr. Brooks. It has something to do with your statement here, 
doesn’t it? 

General Bootu. No; those people, if separated will get the benefits 
of this act. 

Mr. Brooks. But you say here, ‘No. 7, ineligible because of lack of 
service needed to qualify.” 

General Booru. That is the first 5 years, to qualify for this par- 
ticular benefit. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Rather than to qualify for retirement? 

General Booru. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Brooks. Mr. Johnson, you had some questions. 

Mr. Jounson. Just one I wanted to settle about the length of 
time to qualify for that retirement pay under Public Law 810. 

General Boor. Anyone that is separated from the service that has 
over 5 years of service will get the benefit of this proposed legislation. 

Mr. Brooks. General Devereux? 

Mr. Devereux. No, sir; I am cleared up on that. The general 
got me off—— 

General Boorn. I was in errer on that. 

Mr. Brooks. Go ahead, if you will, General, with your statement. 

General Booru. To just cover the question of the 7 cases where the 
49,500 expected in 1956 are not eligible for this. 

Now, that leaves us 2,400 of professional non-Regulars whom we 
seek to protect by this proposed legislation. We have given this 
problem careful study. 

This study included participation by the Reserve Forces Policy 
Board. The principles involved are fundamental to our basic pur- 
pose of improving stability of the entire officer corps. Here are the 
basic principles on which this recommended legislation is based. 

First, it must provide decided inducements for the best Reserve 
officers to remain in the active service following conclusion of their 
legally obligated service. That is, such officers must be assured that 
if after extended service, their active-duty career is terminated prior 
to qualification for retirement, some financial assistance will be pro- 
vided to facilitate their conversion to civilian pursuits. 

Second, such emolument must provide adequate and just, but not 
excessive, compensation for those officers who, in fact, are involun- 
tarily released after extended periods of active duty. 

Third, it must not be so attractive as to deter Reserve officers from 
striving for Regular appointments, nor must it influence officers re- 
leased to inactive duty to terminate their Reserve affiliations. 

And last, it must not penalize an officer who received benefits 
thereunder in the matter of acquiring retirement. It must not permit 
an officer to receive other emoluments for the same period. 

Again, let me refer to the chart representing an officer’s active 
service. As an example, to be eligible for readjustment pay he must 
be involuntarily released from active duty. He must have served 5 
years and less than 20 years of active commissioned service, and not 
be eligible for retirement. Ordinarily, if he has 18 years of service 
he will be retained until he can qualify for retired pay. 

Let us look at the basis on which the readjustment pay is to be 
computed. 

Payment would be based upon the basic pay of the grade held at the 
time of release from active duty. The number of months of readjust- 
ment pay would be determined by the total years of active commis- 
sioned service. 

An eligible individual would receive one-half of one month’s pay 
for each year of service, up to and including the 10th year and 1 
month’s pay for each year of service beginning with the 11th year, and 
ending with the 20th year. 

The number of months of readjustment pay to which the individual 
would be entitled would be based upon his years of active commis- 
sioned service is indicated by this chart. 
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The dotted line indicates the point at which the rate changes from 
one-half month’s pay for each year of service to 1 month’s pay for 
each year of service. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, one question there? 

That is your total commissioned service, not the time on active 
duty? 

General Bootu. The total commissioned service. 

Mr. Bray. Total commissioned service, and not the time that you 
have been on active duty. 

General Booru. That is right. 

Mr. Van ZaNnpt. You were an enlisted man for 5 years. 

General Boorn. He gains no credit for that. 

Mr. Bray. Let’s say he was an officer and 5 of his years were 
inactive Reserve, but not on active duty, does that count? 

General Boorn. No, 5 years of active commissioned service. 

Mr. Bray. I mean it is only that time where your—you can be an 
active reservist, yet not on extended active duty. I am a little con- 
fused as to what you refer to there. 

Mr. Devereux. He must be on active duty. 

General Booru. Beginning with 

Mr. Jounson. This only applies to men on active duty, full time 
active duty, as a career reservist. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Plus it has to be continuous. 

Mr. Brooxs. Let’s proceed with the statement. 

General Booru. No, it need not be continuous. 

Mr. Van Zanvt. In other words, an officer could have had 3 years 
in World War I, then he could have been called up to active ‘duty 
in 1942, and remained on, and the 3 years he had in World War I 
would count toward the service that he had accumulated since he 
was called to active duty in the beginning of World War IT; is that 
right? 

General Booru. That is right. 

Mr. Ducanper. The bill says continuous active duty. 

Mr. Brooks. How do you organize that, General? 

General Boorn. It certainly is our intention that anybody on 
active duty today that is going to be separated gets full credit for 
every bit of commissioned active service that he has had, commis- 
sioned, active service. 

Mr. Devereux. We may have to make a change. 

Mr. Ducanper. I point out, Mr. Chairman, on line 1, page 1, it 
says at least 5 years of continuous active duty. 

General Booru. That is for qualifying, isn’t it? 

Colonel BRENNEMAN. The qualifying period is 5 years immediately 
preceding his release. 

Mr. Ducanprr. That must have been continuous. 

Colonel BRENNEMAN. Continuous immediately preceding his release 
but you go back and count all active commissioned service. 

Mr. Van Zanpvvt. To be eligible he must have had 5 years of con- 
tinuous active service prior to the date that he is entitled to these 
benefits. 

Colonel BRENNEMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Can we go back to the chart previous to this one? 

I am trying to get caught up. Pardon me, I missed some of the 
testimony. 
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Now, under rates there, explain that again. 

General Boorn. The pay is—you mean just the No. 3? 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Yes. 

General Booru. For the first 10 years of service every year com- 
pleted gives the man credit after he has received 5 years continuous 
service for one-half month’s pay times the number of years of com- 
pleted service, where half a year or more is counted as one, less than 
half a year is dropped. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. I see. 

General Boorn. After he reaches his 10th year of service, every 
credit after that, he gets a full months pay added to the previous 
half months for the first 10 years. 

Mr. Van Zanpv. Is this based on base pay plus fogeys or base pay 
alone? 

General Booru. The pay that he would get is at the rate he would 
get at the time he is separated. If he has fogeys in his base pay at 
the time he is separated, he gets credit for that. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. That is base pay plus fogeys plus commutation 
of quarters and subsistence. 

General Boorn. No commutation of subsistence and quarters. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. That is what I wanted to bring out? 

General Booru. Just base pay. 

Mr. Van Zanpvt. General, you have only a_ short statement, 
let’s proceed, and finish your statement; you are down to the bottom 
of page 5. ‘‘For an example,” is where you stopped. 

Colonel BrRENNEMAN. He is reading from a different speech. 

General Booru. As an example, a lieutenant who completes his 2 
years of obligated service, and remains on active duty a minimum of 
5 years qualifies for readjustment pay. If he is separated any time 
beyond the fifth year, the number of months of pay to which he is 
entitled is shown on this chart. 

Thus, when he has served 7 years and has attained the grade of 
captain he would be entitled to 3% months of readjustment pay of 
$1,419. This is computed as one-half month’s pay for each of his 
total 7 years of active service. 

If he serves 17 years, and has attained the grade of lieutenant 
colonel he would receive 12 month’s readjustment pay of $6,926. 
Other periods are represented by this table. 

The maximum number of months of readjustment pay to which an 
individual may be entitled is 15. 

Certain additional features of the plan are shown on this slide. 

Readjustment pay shall not deprive a person of retirement eligi- 
bility. However, retirement benefits will be reduced by fixed monthly 
percentages until the readjustment pay is fully recovered. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Just a minute. Say that again. 

General Boor. Retirement benefits will be reduced by fixed 
monthly percentages until the readjustment pay is fully recovered. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Then all you do is make advancement here, then 
when he retires under the provisions of public law 810, there is a 
percentage deduction from his monthly retirement check until the full 
amount advanced is recovered, is that right? 

General Booru. Or until the death of the officer, yes. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Or until the death of the officer. 

Mr. Brooks. If he is eligible to retirement why wouldn’t he just 
be retired? 
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General Bootn. He would, but he would be eligible for retirement 
at a later date. 

To qualify for this readjustment, he would not be immediately 
eligible for retirement. 

Mr. Brooks. I understand that. 

But now suppose ’ man is severed from service. How 
is he ever going to be eligible? 

General Boor. He retains his status in the Active Reserve, and 
he attends his drills and he qualifies under title V. 

Mr. Brooks. You understand Reserve retirement? 

General Boornu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Public Law 810. 

General Booru. Yes. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. A few more questions, because this is becoming 
complicated. 

Mr, Brooks. Why not finish the statement: he only has half a 
nage. Let him finish. It is complicated; that is the reason I think 
he ought to finish his statement. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Just another question here, because I want to 
finish this line of thinking. 

All you are doing then, as I see it, is advancing this officer moneys 
that he would otherwise earn after he retired under Public Law 810, 
because you are going to deduct from his monthly retirement check 
the percentage, are you not, until the entire amount that was advanced 
to him is recovered? 

General Boorn. That is the rear that is the intent of the 
proposal, 

Mr. Van Zanpt. What percentage do you anticipate that you 
would apply to his retirement check? 

General Boornu. It depends with different individuals based on the 
longevity expected of that individual at the time of his retirement. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, will you proceed with your statement? 

General Boortn. If an officer is within 2 years of qualifying for 
retirement, he shall not be involuntarily released before he qualifies 
for retirement unless approved by the appropriate Secretary. Broad 
authority is provided service Secretaries in the administration of 
this provision. The plan provides that Reserve officers serving under 
contract agreement authorized by section 235 of the Armed Forces 
Reserve Act, and who are involuntarily released before completing 
the agreed term of service, may elect, in lieu of separation under 
that agreement, to receive readjustment pay under this plan. 

Officers who receive readjustment pay will not be entitled to 
mustering-out pay under the Servicemen’s Readjustment Act. 

Based upon the estimates previously shown, it is computed that 
the cost of this program for fiscal year 1956 is approximately $5,601,000 
for the Department of Defense. 

In summary, this proposal will, first, eliminate the present inequity; 
second, help stabilize the Reserve Officer Corps; third, compensate 
deserving individuals for services rendered. 

Mr. Brooks. Now General, the cost of the program for the fiscal 
year 1956 is $5,601,000. 

Is we any way to figure what the cost is going to be for the years 
ahead? 
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General Booru. The size of the officer corps and the number of 
separations that far in advance is dependent on so many variables that 
we haven’t been able to make any estimate of that at all. 

But you could predict by the stabilization that has been effective, 
if you notice that chart from 1952, 1953, 1954, and 1955, and the 
projection of 1956, that it is becoming less and less of a problem all the 
time. 

Mr. Brooks. If you reach a disarmament conference overseas, 
the high-level conferences that are going on, or will start very soon, 
the cost may be rather heavy; is that true? 

General Booru. Well, if there is a sizable reduction in the Armed 
Forces, which requires a change in the national policy that requires 
the separation of all the officers on active duty from the Reserve 
components of the military services, | would say yes, it would be quite 
a sizable cost. 

Mr. Brooks. Of course, if you did that you would have a scaling 
down of your overall cost of the national defense at the same time, 
would you not? 

General Bootu. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Van Zandt? 

Mr. Van Zanpt. What percentage of this annual cost, this 
$5,601,000 that you estimate for 1956; what percentage of it do you 
anticipate will be returned to the Government? 

General Booru. I don’t believe anybody has made an estimate 
of that. : 

Mr. VAN Zanpr. Well, actuaries should be able to tell you. 

Mr. Puiisin. Aren’t you getting all of it back through what you 
take out of the retirement benefits? 

General Bootn. Those that don’t have any—don’t ever earn retire- 
ment, those that drop out of the program, for example, won’t ever pay 
a cent back. 

Mr. Puruern. It will be just a windfall for which the Government 
has to pay? 

Mr. Bray. Some of them die before they finish paying. 

General Boorn. Yes. 

Mr. Puttarin. This $5 million represents the full amount that you 
would have to pay for carrying out this program. 

General Boorn. For 1956. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. I notice in your statement, you say there are 2,500 
officers involved. 

General Booru. 2,400, yes. 

Mr. Van ZAnptT. 2,400. All right, now can you estimate the num- 
ber of the 2,400 who are going to take advantage of Public Law 810, 
the number who might die? 

General Bootu. No, sir—— 

Mr. Van Zanpt. A number might not take advantage of Public 
Law 810. 

General Boorn. Although we know and, remember, these are esti- 
mates made a year in advance of the happening; we don’t have the 
names or haven’t estimated who will be the separated ones. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Am I correct in saying then that the $5,601,000 
truly does not represent an out and out expenditure to the taxpayer 
of the country, because a percentage of it may be returned? 

General Bootu. That is correct. 














4537 


Mr. Jounson. Won't the fact that that change you made in Public 
Law 810, where when a man has been in there 18 years you allow him 
to coast out, won’t that increase it? 

General Booru. I am not sure I understand your question, Mr. 
Johnson. 

Mr. Jounson. Well, the contemplation of Public Law 810 was that 
a man should have 20 years of service. In here, isn’t it in this act or 
somewhere you have a provision that if he has served 18 years, then 
they allow him to coast out and get the 20 years that he doesn’t other- 
wise make? And that will add some more members. 

General Boorn. If he has reached his 18th year of service, he is not 
separated; say, if he is a two-time passover, he is not separated; he 
remains in the service ordinarily until he has 20 years of service, at 
which time he is then eligible for retirement, and then doesn’t get any 
payment under this bill. 

Mr. Jonnson. But there will be more paid in retirement then? 
You will have a larger group for retirement under that law than was 
contemplated when the law was passed? 

General Booru. No, sir; I believe in the passage of that act it was 
the intent of the Congress to protect people who were close enough to 
20 years—— 

Mr. Jonnson. There wasn’t any such intent at all in this com- 
mittee; I will tell you that. We sat here for months over that, and all 
of us met officers by the dozens that had served 18 years, 18%, wanted 
to know if they couldn’t go on. We had to tell them, “No, you have 
to be in there 20 full years.” 

Some of them were officers overage in grade, they were dropping 
them and all that. 

Mr. Brooks. They would be carried on now. 

Mr. Jonson. Yes; they would be carried on now, but you will 
have the same problem; they will say we served 17% years; why can’t 
we get up there? 

Mr. Devereux. That comes—it is the same provision for the 
regulars as it is for the reserves. Now, under this proposal a regular 
who is passed over, and does not have 18 years’ service must be 
separated and he gets severance pay, separation pay. Am I correct 
in that, General? 

General Boorn. If he gets 18 years: 

Mr. Devereux. Less than 18 years of service. 

General Boor. Yes; he gets severance pay. 

Mr. Brooks. General, let me ask you some questions that are 
coming through my mind. You may have an officer who has 20 
vears’ total service but a part of it inactive service. He would be 
eligible for retirement. Isn’t that true, under 810? 

General Bootu. He would be eligible for title TI] retirement, 
under 

Mr. Brooks. 810. 

General Boorn. When he reached age 60. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, you could conceivably have a case where an 
officer with less than 18 vears of service, I mean with 20 years of 
service, who would get retirement benefits which may be much less 
attractive to him than the benefits of 6725; isn’t that true? 

General Booru. It would be conceivable. 
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Mr. Brooks. Well now, have we provided in H. R. 6725 to that 
career of that man equitably? 

General Booru. I don’t understand the implication. 

Mr. Brooks. You see, what I am talking about: suppose a man has 
5 years of active service, the last 5 years before he actually is severed, 
but the prior service would be in the Reserves under 810, building up 
to retirement, he would have a total of 20 years of service. 

Isn’t it conceivable that his retirement benefits under 810, plus his 
active duty service would be less than the amount of the severance pay 
under 6725? 

General Bootru. The payment on the severance pay is a lump sum 
payment. 

Mr. Brooks. That is correct. 

General Booru. The retirement is monthly payment and it all de- 
pends—the amount of it in gross depends upon his longevity. So that 
if he figured that he had a very short life ahead of him after age 60, he 
might stay—— 

Mr. Brooks. Is he going to have the election then of taking the 
severance pay under 6725 of the retirement under 810? 

If he has 20 years of service, eligible to retire. 

General Boorn. He can refuse this readjustment pay and then he 
doesn’t have to pay anything back out of his retirement pay. 

Mr. Brooks. But suppose he says “I prefer H. R. 6725, rather 
than retirement under 810”? I don’t think you follow me exactly. 

General Boorn. Well, that would mean then that he would have 
to—that he would separate himself from the Reserve and not qualify 
for retirement. 

Mr. Brooks. Would not qualify for retirement. Well now, does 
H. R. 6725 include a man who is eligible for retirement but doesn’t 
qualify? 

General Boorn. Everyone—no; I say the bulk of the people that 
this will apply to will be eligible at the proper time for title III retire- 
ment benefits at age 60. There is no retirement that he has to take 
that. But if he does take it he will have to reimburse the Govern- 
ment at a regularly monthly rate for this readjustment pay that he 
has accepted. 

Mr. Brooks. Do I understand you to say that a man who is eligible 
for retirement under 810 because of 20 years’ service does not have to 
accept that, but he may elect to take the benefits under H. R. 6725? 
That is true, isn’t it? 

General Boorn. The elective is under 810. He doesn’t have to 
accept that retirement pay. 

Mr. Brooks. So this would take care of people with more than 20 
vears’ combined service, with 20 years or more of combined service; 
is that right? 

General Booru. This bill, Mr. Chairman, isn’t designed for any- 
body that has 20 years’ service. It includes those who will attain 
ultimately 20 years’ service toward retirement benefits. But it obvi- 
ously is to pay the people who have not vet attained the retirement 
20-year benefit. 

Mr. Brooks. Correct. 

General Bootu. For readjustment. 

Mr. Brooks. You don’t follow me through. If you do, then you 
haven’t provided in your bill for it, because you haven’t told us where 
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it is. Where is it in the bill that a person cannot if he is entitled to 
retirement for 20 years’ service—where is it in the bill that he can 
reject the retirement and take the benefits under 6725? 

General Boots. There is no provision in this bill on that. 

Mr. Brooks. Then we had better look into that. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question on that? 

This is designed to take care of those people who are involuntarily 
separated from the service; is that not true? 

General Bootn. That is right. 

Mr. Devereux. Now, if they reach 20 years’ service then they are 
entitled to the regular retirement that a Regular officer gets under 
title 111? 

Mr. Ducanper. No; title II. 

Mr. Deverevx. Title II of public law 810; is that right? 

Mr. Ducanper. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. My point is this, you may find a man with 20 years’ 
combined service in the Reserve and active establishment who would 
draw much less pay under the actuarial statistics, much less pay than 
the man who gets under severance under 6725 if he has less servic e. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Brooks. You don’t follow me. 

Mr. Devereux. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. I think I know what the chairman has in mind. 
Let me try to describe it. 

Take Mr. Smith, Mr. Smith is a veteran of World War I and he is 
on active duty today in the Army. But his 

Mr. Brooks. Five years. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. He has been on duty for the last 5 years. He 
probably had a couple of years duty in World War I, he had, we will 
say, a couple of years duty i in World War II, and what the chairman 
is ‘driving at, he has an overall credit from World War I up to the 
present time, we will say, of thirty-some years of Reserve duty, some 
of which is active, some of which is inactive. 

And under Public Law 810 he is entitled to retire when he reaches 
age 60. 

Mr. Brooks, That being the case. A man is eligible to retirement 
under 810, can he reject that retirement and take his benefits under 
6725? 

You can find a lot of men that want to do that. 

General Booru. Yes, sir, he can. But there is nothing in this law 
that prescribes that, because Public Law 810 makes it a voluntary act 
on the part of the individual to get the retirement under the provisions 
of that act because he must request the retirement, the retirement 
payments to start. 

So if he fails to request benefits under—retirement benefits under 
810, he then will have—he will be secure in accepting this without 
anything —— 

Mr. Brooxs. What is coming into my mind, it is just forming here, 
is the thought that you are undermining the terms of 810 in some 
respects because even if a man has actuarially an opportunity of get- 
ting more pay under 810 over a period of years, wouldn’t he be prone 
to take the cash benefits under H. R. 6725—even if they may be smal- 
ler over a period of time? 

Mr. Van Zanpr. He would have to elect to take one or the ether. 
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Mr. Bray. As I see it—— 

General Boorn. He could take both and pay back the other one on 
a very much reduced scale. He would be foolish to give up 810, I 
believe, no matter what they were, unless his payments required him 
to give up the entire thing. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. He could elect to take the retirement under Public 
Law 810 or the benefits provided under this program and accept a 
reduced annuity when he retires under the Public Law 810. 

General Boornu. Yes. 

Mr. Jonnson. You said he could take both. In other words, I am 
thinking of an officer that served on the border, then he served in the 
World War I, then he served out in Hawaii for 5 years in the Second 
World War, and he retired under Public Law 810; now in the event 
that he should be involuntarily separated before he left, say the last 
year of his service in Hawaii, could he take the 12 months readjust- 
ment pay and also qualify under Public Law 810? 

General Boorn. At age 60, he will then qualify and if he applies for 
retirement pay he will receive retirement pay and he will pay back a 
certain percentage per month. 

He still will be a gainer on it because 

Mr. Jounson. What I want to find out, the amount that he gets 
for retired pay, you don’t take that down, do you? He gets the same 
amount every month, under Public Law 810? 

General Booth. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jonnson. Now then, the lump sum, though, how do you figure 
out how much you are going to take away from him to get that lump 
sum? 

General Booru. It is known by the time that he applies for Public 
Law 810 retirement benefits—how much he got in the lump-sum 
readjustment pay. 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes. 

General Boorn. Then by administrative regulations that will be 
used to govern this, actuary tables will be used to determine for age 
60 the number of years remaining life expected of an individual of 
age 60. Then the payments per month will be apportioned on those 
actuary—the length of months expected to remain alive of that indi- 
vidual. And he will pay back that readjustment pay on that basis. 

Mr. Jounson. For that lump sum that he got? 

General Boorn. Yes. 

Mr. Puinein. For the balance of his life? 

General Booru. For the balance of his life. No, until it is paid up. 

Mr. Jonnson. Until it is paid up. 

Mr. Brooks. So what you would do really would be this: If he 
is approaching 60, he would resign or get out of the service before he 
reached 60, so as to get out the benefits of H. R. 6725, because that 
would be a larger cash amount. 

Then when he reached 60, he would accept the benefits of Public 
Law 810 and then you would make deductions back from it, that is 
the way it would work; wouldn’t it? 

(General Booth nods.) 

Mr. Ducanper. If he resigned he wouldn’t come under the bill? 

General Booru. No, if it isa voluntary resignment. But we are 
assuming the case where the officer will gain the benefit by the time 
he is now inactive, but approaching age 60, therefore he has not 
separated voluntarily under that case. 
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Mr. Ducanpsr. I understood the chairman to say in his hyno- 
thetical question that if the officer resigned and then applied for 
retirement at age 60? 

General Booru. I understood him to say that he resigned his Re- 
serve commission just before he was age 60, so that he didn’t come 
under Public Law 810, title ITT. 

Mr. Puitsrn. This bill applies only to involuntary separations. 

General Booru. Involuntary separations. 

Mr. Ducanper. And it requires persons who chose to elect either 
benefits to pay back through their retirement benefits whatever they 
get by lump-sum payments, so that the only group that doesn’t have 
to do that is the group that is not covered at all under retirement 
benefits. 

General Booru. That is right. 

Mr. Ducanper. Then as to those the Government bears the full 
cost of the lump-sum payment; is that right? 

(General Booth nods.) 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman? 

There is no interest on these payments, like the lump sum, say you 
get that at 50, there is no interest atall. Then perhaps No. 2—you 
perhaps covered this just before I came in, after you started—but for 
the fiscal year those that are forced out of the service in fiscal year 
1956, you mentioned that. 

How about those that are forced out of service in fiscal year 1955, 
are you going back to take care of them? 

General Boorn. No, we have no proposal to go back past the time 
that this legislation is enacted. 

Mr. Bray. But the boys I served with have sure been giving me 
some voluminous correspondence on this subject. 

Mr. Winsteap. Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Winstead. 

Mr. Winstgap. This applies to Reserve officers who are involun- 
tarily let out. What about the enlisted men, are they covered in the 
bill? I think this on mustering-out pay, we did it with officers and then 
came back to enlisted men. Are we going to run into that sort of 
thing? 

General Booru. There are no cases except disciplinary cases where 
there is an unvoluntary separation of an enlisted man, His term is 
usually for a fixed number of years and is terminated and there is no 
further obligation to take him, you see. 

However, there is in most of the services quite a drive to get the men 
to reenlist and we are actually paying reenlistment bonuses to get the 
continuity of their enlisted services. So the problem isn’t the same 
at all. 

Mr. Winstzeap. If it is not, though, would some type of language 
including them be appropriate? I just raise that “‘if,’”’ because that 
will be raised and we had better thrash that our now. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Van Zandt? 

Mr. Van Zanpr. In regards to the number of officers who have in 
excess of 18 years of active duty and as you say here the Secretary 
has the authority to keep him on until he reaches the 20 years of 
service. Can you give us an estimated number, for say, fiscal 1956? 


55066—55—No. 37——_3 








4542 


General Boor. I will have to furnish that; I do not have that 
information. Do any of my colleagues from Air Force and Navy have 
any of those figures? 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Could you furnish that to the committee? 

General Booru. Yes, I will be glad to. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. All right. 

We say there are 2,400 of these officers who have less than 18 years 
of service who will be involuntarily separated and come under the 
provisions of this bill if it is law. 

How many officers of the same classification would you have for 
fiscal 1957, 1958? 

General Boorn. We have not made any estimate of that. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Can you give us an estimate? 

General Booru. I tried to get an estimate from the services. The 
imponderables, the—first the size of the forces, the size of the officer 
corps in 1957——— 

Mr. Van Zanpt. It is contingent on promotion and so forth, isn’t 
it? 

General Boorn. And the strength of the services. We don’t know 
the end strength of the services for 1956, 1957, or 1958, we don’t 
know the size of the officer corps. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Could you give us an estimated cost for fiscal 
1957? 

General Booru. No, sir; not without knowing 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Couldn’t do it? 

General Boornu. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. These are the questions we are going to be asked 
on the floor. 

Now, the question is in regard to life expectancy, after this officer 
has been involuntarily separated and he has collected say $6,900 as a 
muster-out pay or bonus as someone mentioned over there a moment 
ago, you say that you will take into consideration the life expectancy 
as it is applied to that individual. 

Would you give consideration to that man’s physical condition and 
his responsibilities? Say he has a wife and the dependent parent or 
a crippled child or something, will that be taken into consideration? 

General Bootn. The answer to that question is dependent on the 
administrative instructions that are put out. But it is not the intent 
now to differentiate between individuals of the same age, that is the 
60-year-old, 59, 57, and so forth. The intent now in our concept of 
the administration of this that we would use the same actuary tables 
regardless of the physical condition of the individual. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. In other words, you are going to apply across- 
the-board a table of experience as far as life expectancy is concerned. 

General Bootu. That is the way we feel about it. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. And you are not going to consider the individual’s 
responsibilities as well as his physical condition. 

General Bootu. We have no intent to do that. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Van Zanpr. I have a couple of more questions. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. In regards to this—we will say this mustering-out 
pay, is it taxable? 
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General Booru. I don’t see how we can avoid having it taxed. It 
would be taxable. It is a salary. It would be a compensation that 
would come under the law. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. It is a mustering-out pay. Is the mustering-out 
pay of enlisted personnel today taxable? 

General Bootru. Can you answer that, Colonel Brenneman? 

Colonel BRENNEMAN. No, sir, it is not taxable. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. I think we ought to check on that to be sure. 

Colonel BRENNEMAN. It would be taxable. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Is the mustering-out pay of enlisted personnel 
taxable? 

Colonel BRENNEMAN. NO, sir; it is not. 

Mr. Jounson. That is because of the statute. 

Colonel BRENNEMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Do you have any Enlisted Reserves on active 
duty? 

I think this is in connection with the question put by the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

General Booru. I couldn’t give you an answer in numbers, but I 
am sure there are both in the National Guard and Enlisted Reserves 
on active duty. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. On active duty. Now, if you have Enlisted 
Reserves on active duty and they find themselves faced with the 
same situation as these officers find themselves faced with, first say 
they have 18 years of active duty, are they being kept on active duty 
until they can complete 20 years of service? 

General Boorn. Not a blanket thing like that. Because you see, 
their terms of service are either 3, 4, 5, whatever their term of 
enlistment is. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. But they may find themselves in that 4-year 
hitch there that would finish out the 20 years of service. 

Mr. DucanpeEr. They don’t retire under 20. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. They don’t? 

Mr. Ducanper. They retire under 30. Title II of Public Law 810 
is for officers retirement, which may be a combination of enlisted with 
the last 8 or 10 years, whatever it is, having been in a commissioned 
status. 

Mr. Winsteap. What about a man who has 5 years as an enlisted 
man and 12 years as an officer. How would he be dealt with; would 
he get credit for that 5 years? 

General Boots. Under this compensation? 

Mr. Winsteap. Under this. 

General Boot. No. 

Mr. Winsteap. In other words, that 5 years would be blanked, 
as far as he is concerned—just the 12 years as an officer? 

General Boorn. (Nods.) 

Mr. Brooks. We just corrected a bill the other day I had on the 
floor, where a case of an enlisted man becomes an officer in the Marine 
Corps; he was discriminated against. 

Would you discriminate against an enlisted man who becomes an 
officer and who is severed? 

General Boorn. No, sir; because the enlisted man that becomes an 
officer, say he is a Reserve officer but a Regular Army enlisted man, 
if his commission is terminated not voluntarily on his part, involun- 
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tarily, he can revert to his enlisted status and is protected in his 
readjustment. 

It is expected his readjustment will be back to his enlisted status 
not as a civilian. 

Mr. Brooks. Wait just a minute. In the Army the enlisted man 
must give up his enlisted status before he can become an officer; isn’t 
that true? 

General Booru. No, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. He steps from the enlisted status to commissioned 
officer. 

General Booru. He can revert to his enlisted status. 

Mr. Brooks. How would he be paid as an enlisted man. 

General Bootn. Depending upon what service he had, when he 
reaches his 20-year retirement as an enlisted man he then can receive 
retirement benefits for the highest grade held honorably for 6 months or 
longer. 

Mr. Brooks. If part of that time of the 20 years has been as a 
commissioned officer, what about that? 

General Booru. If he has had 6 months or more as a commissioned 
officer, say as a major, he gets retirement pay of major. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. How about these benefits? 

Mr. Winsteap. Let me go on with this 5- and 12-year man just a 
little further. 

Just what would happen, say if he was 5 years as enlisted man, 12 
years as commissioned officer, and then forced out of the service, 
what would his compensation be under this bill? 

General Boorn. He would get the 5 months’ pay of the grade that 
he was holding there for the first 10 years, plus 2 months for his——— 

Mr. WinsteAp. Would that take his 5 years of enlistment? 

General Boorn. No. 

Mr. WinsteAp. Just as commissioned officer? 

General Booru. Just as commissioned officer. 

Mr. Winsteap. Why would not this 5 years be included in there 
somewhere? He would have 17 years’ service. I just don’t see 
quite why he shouldn’t get credit for that 5 years. 

General Boornu. He is already covered because he can go back to 
enlisted status and gain his 20 years. 

Mr. Winsteap. But he can’t draw this that we are talking about 
and go back and do that; can he? 

General Booru. No, no. 

Mr. WinstTEAp. In other words, he can choose between drawing 
his lump sum under this bill or reverting back to 

General Boorn. That is right. 

Mr. Winsteap. Is he guaranteed under present law? 

What if he can’t find a place that they will accept him? These are 
some of the problems we have got to thrash out, some of the questions 
that will be raised. 

General Bootn. Many of the former noncommissioned officers, 
depending upon what periods they held their service as noncommis- 
sioned officers, are required by law to be permitted to go back unless 
there is some moral terpitude involved in their separation or something 
like that. 

Mr. Brooks. I think this: After an enlisted man has been an officer 
a_certain number of years he ought to be allowed to consider the whole 
service as commissioned service, for this purpose. 
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I think that would be a fairer arrangement. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman? 

I agree that the chairman is right. Here is another thing that even 
emphasizes that: Many of your Reserve officers are serving as enlisted 
men and they have a dual status, they are serving as a sergeant or in 
another grade as an enlisted man, and they also have a Reserve 
commission during that time. 

And on the allotment of time of 20 years’ service under 810 your 
enlisted service counts, you are first enlisted and then become com- 
missioned. 

I agree with the chairman, I can’t quite justify your leaving these 
people out altogether in this legislation. 

General Bootn. What we are trying to do is cover people for 
adjustment, the shock of the involuntary adjustment back to civilian 
status after a long term with the military forees as an officer. 

Where by the mere act of the involuntary separation their commis- 
sions and their connection with the military service is terminated. 

With respect to the former enlisted men there is no—necessarily 
any termination of their services. 

Mr. Winsteap. How would this man be who had 5 years as an 
enlisted person, and then 12 years as commissioned officer? 

General Boorn. Many of them reenlist on their termination and go 
back as master sergeants, or E-7, E—6 grades and finish out the number 
of years in that grade to get them the title II retirement benefit. 

Mr, Winsteap. Do they make us good reservists, what we have 
been talking about here for months and months is to build a Reserve 
of young persons. Would it not be better to let him count his 5 years 
and get it over with, rather than refer back to this Reserve Organiza- 
tion we are talking about. We are going to more or less force each one 
of them if he receives benefits comparable at all to go back into the 
Reserve whether he desires to do so or not in order to get his retirement 
benefits, if we ignore totally the 5 years as an enlisted person, it seems. 

Mr. Brooks. General, let me ask you a question, if I may. You 
are severing a good many officers from the service now, as of July 1 or 
August 1. There are a good many going out. I have gotten com- 
plaints from a good many of them that are being released. What are 
you going to do to take care of them, if anything? 

General Booru. Well, we have no provision of law that permits us 
to do anything now, and that is why we are—— 

Mr. Brooks. Wouldn’t it be fair to go back a reasonable distance? 

Suppose this goes through before we adjourn, we adjourn on August 
1, and a man is released after 15 or 16 years commissioned service, as 
a reservist on active duty, I know a man that has got 12 years now on 
active duty. He is being released as of August 1. Why shouldn’t you 
go back and take care of them within a reasonable period. Certainly 
those that are being processed during the course of this bill being put 
through Congress, 

I know an Air Force officer who is being released now, within the 
next 30 days, and he has got 12 years service. 

General Booru. Well, one factor involved, of course, is the cost. 
The estimated cost of the enactment of this bill for fiscal 1956 is over 
and above anything that has been appropriated for the military 
departments this year. 

So that it will have to have a pack of money to even pay for this act. 
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Mr. Brooks. But you will get a good part of it back under 810? 

General Booru. If we intend to go back and remedy all of the 
inequities of the past it will cost a tremendous amount. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. Say for fiscal 1955? 

You say 23 percent represents the turnover. What does that 23 
percent represent in bodies? 

General Booru. 23 percent represents 56,300. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. How many of that 56, 000 would actually be eli- 
gible under the provisions of this law—this bill, if it becomes a law, 
for benefits? 

General Booru. 5,081. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. So then we would be adding 5,081 to the 2,400 for 
fiscal 1956. That is what the chairman has in mind, taking care of 
that 5,000. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. Maybe not go back the full year, but maybe 
90 days, because this law will go into effect a certain day. Well, 
you sever a man the day before the law goes into effect, it is hardly 
going to be equitable, after he has had 12, 15 years of service. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman? Are those involuntary releases—they 
didn’t become strong until fiscal 1954, isn’t that right? 

General Booru. Yes. 

Mr. Bray. I do know at that time many officers were—I 
remember specifically one in 1955 that I was rather interested in and 
followed the case through; he was told by the Reserve Officers Asso- 
ciation and also by certain officers in the Regular service, his superiors, 
that matters were being considered, just what you have here now. 

I know that was told to the officers all during fiscal 1955, and—now, 
I am not opposed to this release of Reserve officers as soon as their 
services are not any further needed. Some people are. 

I realize that the purpose of a Reserve officer is to serve during the 
time he is needed. It is not a profession, although the services have 
made it almost a profession by asking him to stay on. It is going to 
cost a little money. I am pretty Scotch on spending money. But I 
will still believe that a fair treatment of these men is worth what it is 
going to cost, considering other money I know that we have spent. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooks. General Devereux. 

Mr. Devereux. General, how about those officers who cannot 
qualify for the 20 years retirement, who are involuntarily separated 
from the service? Now, under this provision they woul get their 
readjustment pay; that is right; is it not? 

General Booru. Yes. 

Mr. Devereux. Would it take in very many people if we went 
back a year or 2 years to bring in, to give them some sort of benefit, 
just that small group, who by reason of age cannot qualify for the 
normal Reserve retirement? 

General Booru. I have no estimate here of the numbers involved 
there. I presume you want to go back through to 1953 for that? 

Mr. Devereux. Yes. 

General Boorn. I can get you those figures. 

Mr. Devereux. I mean we do have a group of those people, older 
officers most of whom are in their 50’s, and who cannot possibly qualify 
for Reserve retirement and still they have been separated? 

General Bootru. That is right. 
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Mr. Devereux. And many of them are on their uppers? 

Mr. Brooks. Will the gentleman yield? 

I want to say this: You can’t say this bill isn’t retroactive because 
it is. If a man has been in as a commissioned officer for 12 years, 
and next, year he is severed, he is retroactive for 11 years. So it is 
retroactive already in large part. 

General Devereux? 

Mr. Deverevx. There is another question I would like to bring 
UPi Supposing a Regular officer 

he ge ZanvtT. Get your figures. 
, Mr. Devereux. You don’t have those figures that I asked you 
or? 

General Bootu. For those who can’t qualify for retirement because 
of their relative age with respect to the short amount of service they 
have had. I will get those figures for you. 

Mr. Devereux. Cannot qualify for the Reserve retirement, who 
are presently in the service and who were in the service and have 
been separated. 

General Booru. I will get those figures for you. 

Mr. Devereux. If we can get those for 1953, 1954, and 1955. 

General Booru. I will get them. 

Mr. Brooks. Anything further? 

Mr. Drverevx. Yes, sir; I have a couple of more questions if I 
may, please. In the case of a Regular officer who is involuntarily 
separated from the service, after less than 18 years, he gets his read- 
justment pay, I think we should call it readjustment pay. 

Now, can he then go into the Reserves, and if so, go ahead and 
qualify for his Reserve retirement at age of 60, and should he do so, 
is there any provision whereby he would pay back the advances that 
are made, the proposed advances that are made to the Reserve officer? 

General Boorn. I can only answer part of that from personal 
knowledge. I will have to ask some of my colleagues to look up the 
provision for paying back. But there is nothing that would prevent 
him from going into the Reserves unless it was in itself the act that 
forced him out of the Regular service, such as moral turpitude or 
something like that. 

I am informed that that has been a question that has been put up 
to the Judge Advocate General in the services as to the legality of his 
drawing any retirement pay as a result of his title III qualification, if 
he has drawn the severance pay earlier. 

Mr. Deverevx. I think we should have an answer to that question 
because it certainly will arise. 

General Boortn. I will get you the answer. 

Mr. Brooks. I want to supplement this, too, with the thought 
that concerns me a little bit: If he does go back and go in the Re- 
serves, working toward retirement, what is going to be the incentive 
to stay in the Reserves and work toward that retirement at age 60, 
if you are going to take a large part of it away from him to pay back 
the preexisting obligation built up by paying him this mustering-out 
pay? 

Do you see the point? 

General Booru. Yes, sir. 

What we wanted to make sure, that the severance pay wasn’t so 
large as to preclude his continuing on in the Active Reserve 
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Mr. Brooks. That is right. 

You are going to make your deduction so heavy that he is going to 
say, What is the use for me to work toward 810? 

Because the deductions would get it all. 

Mr. Devereux. Have you all any kind of guesses as to how much 
he would have to pay back? 

Supposing he got $5,000 for separation, if he got that much, what 
would be the tops that a person may get? 

Colonel BRENNEMAN. I think it is around $7,000. That would be 
a pretty good round figure. 

Mr. Devereux. I mean tops. 

Colonel BrENNEMAN. That would be less than $60 a month for 10 
years’ longevity. I don’t know how long he would be expected to 
live at age 60. 

Mr. Devereux. If we said 7 more years, then he would be paying 
back a thousand dollars a year out of his retirement. What might 
his retirement, a person in that category, be? 

Mr. Ducanprr. About $125 a month. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Would that be based on 30 years, Colonel? 

Mr. Ducanper. That is just a guess. No;about 20. It might not 
even be $125. 

Mr. Brooks. What grade? 

Mr. DucanpeEr. Colonel. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. And it is contingent 

Mr. Devereux. Would there be any provision in this bill that 
would allow him to take part of his separation so that if he felt that 
he could get reestablished with a $1,000 or $2,000 and then work on 
to pay back the rest afterward? 

General Boorn. There is nothing specifically stated to that effect; 
no. 

Mr. Deverevx. Do you think that would have some merit? 

General Boorn. Yes, sir; it would, I think. 

Mr. Devereux. I mean we emphasize that what we are doing is 
giving this officer an advance payment on his retirement so that 
then he can readjust, and then go on and work for his retirement. 

Mr. Brooks. We don’t want to encourage them not to participate 
in the Reserves when they get off. That is exactly what we have been 
trying not to do, to encourage him to stay in the Reserves. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. We could in this bill, couldn’t we, 
take and say that in no instance should the amount charged be over 
30 percent of the gross, or 20 or 50 or something like that? That 
would be within the province of this legislation. 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Johnson? 

Mr. Jounson. What do you think of a situation where a man—the 
one I am thinking about is where this man got $6,000, $6,100, this 
lieutenant colonel. Why couldn’t we put that in the same category 
as mustering-out pay? 

Do you have any ideas on that? We don’t want to give him the 
money and then have the Government go right in there and take a 
big bite of it right away. 

He is in the same category as a mustering-out enlisted man it seems. 
Why not make that tax free? 

General Bootu. You mean why do we reduce his retirement pay 
at all? 
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Mr. Jounson. The tax problem is not yours. But I think it ought 
to be in the same category as the other one. 

General Boot. We have no objection to that. I think it would 
be fine to write it right into the bill. 

Mr. Jounson. You have no objection to such an amendment? 

General Bootu. We have no objection to it. 

Mr. Winsteap. Well, now 

«Mr. Jonnson. May I ask one more question, please? 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Johnson. 

Mr. Jounson. He said that the pay of a colonel was $125 after 
30 years’ service. 

Mr. Ducanper. No; it would be more than $125 after 30 years’ 
service. But 20 years’ service, which is what is necessary to qualify 
for Public Law 810 at age 60, I was just guessing. 

Mr. Jounson. What is the pay of a major general at that age, 
that retires under Public Law 810? 

Is it about $250 a month? 

Mr. Bray. Leroy, it all depends upon the number of your active 
duty. The active counts the same as in the regular amount. So 
that no two will be quite the same. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. It is active duty and satisfactory years as a 
Reserve. 

Mr. Brooks. That is right. 

The Reserve is 5 to 10, and the active service is 2% percent a year. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. That is right. 

Mr. Jonnson. What was the answer there? 

What does a major general get? 

General Boor. It would be three quarters of —— 

Mr. Jonnson. No; you are talking about the Regular now; aren’t 
you? 

I am talking about Public Law 810. 

General Boorn. I haven’t got those tables with me. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. I don’t see how you could arrive at it, because it 
depends on the amount of active duty and amount of satisfactory 
years as a Reserve. He could be a Reserve and not attend drills and 
that would affect his retirement pay. 

Mr. WrinstEap. May I ask a question in that connection with 
the tax? 

What is the situation on taxing retired pay for military personnel 
at the present time? 

Do we tax that? 

General Boots. Yes. 

Mr. WinstEap. Now, the point I am making here is we talk about 
letting this go untaxed. I don’t think you could answer that question. 
But now we have this Reserve bill that calls for a strength of 2,900,000. 
We have a strong Military Establishment, which Admiral Radford 
and Secretary Wilson told us they could not see much change in for 
the next 10 to 50 years. 

I am wondering about 1980, just what retired pay will be. I am 
not opposed to it; I think something should be done here, but we 
might just as well stop and figure out how to pay the bill. 

We should get people tax-conscious in realizing this money has 
got to come from somewhere. I don’t know whether I would favor 
making it tax free or not. If you are going to tax pay of enlisted 
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personnel, and this is a part of retirement, call it mustering out or 
whatnot, it seems if we make this tax free, we may be inviting some 
more tax-free considerations. 

That is just something I want to give some thought to, whether 
we ought to make it tax free or not make it tax free. 

Mr. Brooxs. Any further questions? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Brooks. If not, General, do we have any more witnesses? 

Mr. Ducanper. Colonel Boyer wants to talk on this bill. 

Mr. Brooks. Thank you very much. 

Now, you will get the committee the data, the information that the 
committee requested? 

General Booru. Yes; I will get it and furnish it for the record. 

Mr. Brooks. Could you do it in the morning; we could meet in the 
morning and perhaps take this bill up. I don’t think we can dispose 
of it until we do get the data that you have. 

General Booru. Most of it we can get. There may be one question 
that General Devereux mentioned that he won’t be able to get by 
tonight. But I ought to get most of it over here before dark. 

Mr. Brooks. Fine. Thank you very much then. 

Colonel Boyer, will you have a seat, sir, at the witness stand? 

Colonel Boyer. Thank you. 

Mr. Chairman, before I start my prepared statement I believe I 
might be able to clear up a little confusion with reference to this 
retirement that seems to exist in the committee. 

Under Public Law 810 we have title II and title III for retirement. 

Title II as you know provides for retirement of Regular officers, but 
it also provides that any Reserve officer who accumulates 20 years 
Federal active duty can be retired, 10 of which is as an officer. And 
the reference that General Booth had in here about the 18 years was 
those individuals who have accumulated 18 years Federal active 
duty, 10 of which was as an officer. 

If they are permitted to complete their 20, as the ROP Act provides, 
and as the Officer Personnel Act for Regular officers provides, then 
they get their retirement immediately, they don’t wait until age 60. 
They get their retirement starting at once. 

Now, title III is the Reserve retirement where you accumulate 20 
years of satisfactory service and the retired pay under title III does 
not start until an individual reaches age 60. So that these officers 
who are being separated at the present time and receive this severance 
pay or readjustment pay are receiving this to let them readjust 
themselves into civilian life and then later on they receive their retired 
pay. 

So it has nothing to do with receiving retired pay under title ITI. 

Mr. Brooks. They get the retired pay when they reach the age 60. 

Colonel Boyer. That is right. 

The only time they wouldn’t get it would be those on 

Mr. Brooks. Under this bill we begin to collect back when they 
reach the age of 60, we begin to collect back what we had already 
paid them? 

Colonel Boyer. That is those who had qualified—who had been 
relieved from active duty prior to age 60 and who had already qualified 
to receive the retired pay, they pay it back. 
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I will cover that in my statement. But I thought if I could clear 
up this difference between title IIT and title IIT it might be of some 
help to the committee. 

Mr. Brooks. Can you follow that point, though, in reference to the 
case where a Reserve officer might actually elect not to stay in service 
because 

Colonel Borer. He couldn’t do that. 

Mr. Brooks. Because a percentage of his retirement pay at the age 
of 60 might be taken away from him would be out of proportion. 

Colonel Boyrr. He couldn’t do that because he is not eligible to 
receive this readjustment pay unless he is involuntarily released. 

Mr. Brooks. But when he gets back in the Reserves and he has 5 
more years to go for 60, he may find it not to his financial interest to 
stay in. 

olonel Borer. I don’t think so, Mr. Brooks, because he would 
increase his pay by participating. 

Mr. Brooks. By what? 

Colonel Boyer. He would increase his retired pay be participating. 
Therefore, it would be to his interest to stay active. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. At that point may I just point out that this officer 
you speak of, if he is involuntarily separated and accepts this readjust- 
ment pay, say, at the age of 55, he can come back and affiliate himself 
with the Reserve unit and he can build up five satisfactory years, where 
he reaches the age of 60. 

In so doing he has increased his retirement. Therefore, many of 
these officers will come back and say to themselves “‘Well, I had better 
build up my retirement annually by participating and make my 
retirement a greater amount so when the deduction comes I will have 
a sizable amount left.’ 

Colonel Boyer. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. Will you proceed, sir. 

Colonel Boyer. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, 
as always the Reserve Officers Association appreciates the opportunity 
of appearing before your subcommittee. The bill, presently before 
you, is one which from the standpoint of equity and fair play is most 
worthy of your favorable consideration. 

The need for this legislation stems from the fact that we now have 
a situation within our active force structure which, in peacetime, is 
unparalleled in the history of our country. 

By far the largest number of our officers on active duty are non- 
regulars. We expect to find such a condition existing in wartime but 
not throughout extended periods of peace. 

The Armed Forces today cannot function without the presence of 
these full-time reservists. In many ways they are just as much a 
career officer as those who from the very start of their career have 
been called Regular. They have had the same education, the same 
service experience, and have served on active duty as long or longer 
than most Regular officers. 

If a Regular officer is separated from the Regular Establishment 
due to failure of selection he is given what is called severance pay. 
Under present law, a Reserve officer who is separated for any reason 
is given nothing. 

hen a reduction-in-force comes along those who go first are the 
nonregulars irrespective of their relative ability or efficiency. The 
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regular does not have to compete, even though less competent or with 
less experience, with the Reserve officer for retention. Such retention 
is assured to him. The reservist, who in many cases may have 
already lost considerably when ordered to active duty, lives under 
the shadow of separation even when his performance is outstanding. 

Accordingly, as Korea ended and it was clear that the services 
would start to reduce in size the Reserve Officers Association ap- 
proached the Department of Defense with the need to make available 
to separated reservists some type of payment to tide him over the 
period of time it takes him to again become gainfully employed in a 
civilian occupation. 

We did not suggest that he be given as much as a Regular because 
his services would ultimately count toward his Reserve retirement. 
The Department of Defense supported this position. 

However, it has taken them 2 long years to draft the legislation 
and submit it to the Congress. In the meantime, many qualified 
reservists have been separated. We have withheld asking our friends 
in the Congress to introduced legislation in this area because we felt 
it highly desirable that whatever plans be developed be acceptable 
to the executive branch of the Government. 

The bill before you is the result of their planning. We are heartily 
in favor of the plan established by this bill. We are, however, offering 
two specific amendments to meet what, in our opinion, are great 
weaknesses in their plan. First of all, this bill, to meet the conditions 
which required it finally to be introduced should be made effective as 
of the end of the Korean conflict, following which the reductions-in- 
force were started. 

This should be July 27, 1953. 

We have had many cases called to our attention of officers who 
have served as long as 16 and 17 years who were separatec in spite of 
excellent service records and have been literally destitute for a year or 
so following their separation. 

To us, it is incredible that reservists, who in many cases were penal- 
ized severely when ordered to active duty, have been given even worse 
treatment when their service is no longer needed. Therefore, our 
first suggested amendment is to make the bill effective as of July 27, 
1953, and those who have been separated be given retroactive pay. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. May I ask a question at this point? 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Van Zandt? 

Mr. Van Zanpt. You bring up a very interesting point when you 
talk about these officers recalled to active duty for the Korean war 
and that they are now being treated worse than they were treated 
when they were just involuntarily, we will say, arbitrarily called up 
for the Korean war. 

Do I understand you to mean that there are officers who will enjoy 
benefits under this bill if it should become a law who are on inactive 
duty at the beginning of the Korean war and who are among those 
arbitrarily called up by the Department of Defense for active duty? 

Colonel Boyer. I think it is across the board. It not only includes 
those, but those who came on duty in 1940 and 1941 and suddenly 
released. It has caused a great amount of hardship and injustice to 
these people. 

A great many of them are up in their early fifties where it has been 
almost impossible to relocate themselves in the civilian economy. 
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Mr. Jounson. As a matter of fact, Colonel, didn’t they call up just 
single officers, they didn’t call up units for a long time. That is 
why they got this terrible treatment. 

olonel Boyer. That is true, there was a justification for that 
which I won’t go into. In a great many cases, though, these young 
officers were, as well as enlisted men, had come off duty in 1945, 1946, 
or 1947, had gone to college and were just getting started in their 
business career and—wham—they were back on. 

So a great many of those felt that now under these circumstances 
“T might as well make a semicareer” and elected to do so and then, 
of course, the reduction in force came along. 

The first big reduction was the Air Force in August and September 
of 1954 and—wham—they were off duty. 

Then, the Navy and the Marines had a reduction and the Army’s 
big reduction was this past fiscal year 1954. So these people were 
let out irrespective of the fact that at the time some of them came out 
business was in a little bit of a recession where it made it very difficult 
for them to find a civilian occupation. 

Mr. Winsreap. Isn’t it true that a lot of these you speak of are 
men who fought in World War II and Korean war and unless you 
make this retroactive you are not going to touch many of the deserving 
men that this legislation, I assume, is trying to reach? 

Colonel Boyer. I think that is true. 

At the time we were getting the services to consider this type of 
legislation I appeared before the Reserve Forces Policy Board, I made 
a statement somewhat along this line: That in 1945, 1946, and 1947, 
when each of the services decided they must keep these officers on 
active duty for long periods of time, that the individual who inter- 
viewed them told them that as long as they did a good job they could 
stay on indefinitely. 

So I pointed out to the services at that time that they failed to do 
things. 

No. 1, they failed to lay out a long attrition program so each 
Reserve officer who stayed on could see what he was facing. 

No. 2, they failed to realize that when you take 5, 10 or more years, 
you have given a man an economic kick in the teeth from which he 
will never recover. 

Therefore, they should seek readjustment pay legislation. Well, it 
has taken them a long time to get around to it. I might point out 
for the committee that this is not new legislation. Back in the 
middle thirties, the Air Force, as some of you may recall came to 
Congress and said we cannot build the air defenses of this country 
with a limited force of 25,000 in the Regular service. 

But we can build this defense if we can get Reserve officers to stay 
on active duty for long periods of time. Therefore, we recommend 
that you put on the statute books a law to permit us to pay a $500 
a year bonus to each air Reserve officer who will stay on active duty 
from 1 to 5 or 10 years. 

And that was done. There was one little slip in it, they failed to 
have a cutoff date because of war. 

Nevertheless, that was nothing under the sun except readjustment 
pay. It did enable the Air Force and Navy and Marine Air to build 
an air force so that we had a pretty good nucleus. 
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Mr. Brooks. You are selling me an argument there which I think 
is very good. But aren’t you getting closer to the point where you 
are going to have to consider enlisted men, if you put it on that basis 
that you disrupted the lives of these people to go to Korea and then 
came out and severed them because Korea was over, doesn’t that 
parallel the enlisted personnel? 

Colonel Boyer. You are getting into aseparate question. There isn’t 
any question of separating enlisted men at the present time involun- 
tarily. They are encouraging them to stay on because they are trying 
to build a force of active duty personnel. 

So if he comes up he comes off voluntarily. 

Mr. Brooxs. That wasn’t the case back in 1953. 

Colonel Boyer. Yes, sir; as far as coming duty is concerned it was 
true. 

In other words, they were all encouraged to stay on active duty and 
make a career. Then when you put the bonus law in, you gave them a 
further incentive. 

Mr. Winsreap. If it is not affecting them, then wouldn’t you simply 
7; a lot of conversation on the floor of the House just to cover them 
all? 

Mr. Devereux. No. 

Colonel Boyer. I don’t suppose it would make too much difference 
because unless he was involuntarily separated, he wouldn’t get any- 
thing. So you are bolding up a hollow shell to him. To me it would 
be complicated to put it in. 

I think it would be better to leave it out. And a brief explanation— 
he is encouraged to stay on. 

We are trying to build a force of enlisted personnel. 

| ane Winsteap. If it had that explanation, it probably would be all 
right. 
oR Brooks. Mr. Van Zandt? 

Mr. Van Zanpt. At this point, is it not true that the enlisted man 
who was called up, if his enlistment expired while he was on active 
duty under existing law his enlistment was extended for 1 year; 
is that right? 

Colonel Boyzr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. At the expiration of that 1 year or if for the con- 
venience of the services he was released. 

Colonel Boyrr. He wasn’t released involuntarily. He was given 
the opportunity to stay on active duty. Then the services couldn’t 
get sufficient numbers, so they asked for the bonus law to encourage 
them. So your enlisted man is not involuntarily relieved. 

Mr. Brooks. An enlisted man is under a certain term of enlist- 
ment. Whereas, the Reserve officer, unless he is under contract had 
an indefinite term of recall on active duty. 

Colonel Boyer. That is true. 

Mr. Brooks. That is his complaint that he didn’t know in advance 
how long he was going to be there. 

Colonel Boyer. That is true. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question? 

Mr. Brooks. General Devereux. 

Mr. Devereux. You brought up the question of Reserve officers 
who served during World War II. When they went to inactive duty 
were they given any sort of separation pay? 
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Colonel Boyrr. No, sir. The only 
the payment called of $200 a month? 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Mustering out pay. 

Colonel Boyer. Mustering-out pay if they were in company grade 
or under. 

Mr. Devereux. If they were in company grade, they received the 
mustering-out pay. 

Colonel Boyrr. That is right. 

Mr. Devereux. So that all of them were not just absolutely 
ignored. 

Colonel Boysr. No, sir, no, sir. 

The higher ranking officers got nothing. His loss sometimes was 
even greater than the other, because he may have lost his business. 

Mr. Brooks. Colonel, how much will it cost to provide for what 
you suggest there, go back to July 27, 1953. 

Colonel Boyer. Approximately 30 million. 

Mr. Brooks. Thirty million? 

Colonel Boyer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Brooks. Go ahead. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. At this particular point, because I think it is very 
important, I have reference to the questions put by the gentleman 
from Maryland, these enlisted men and officers who were separated 
from the service after World War II were entitled to GI benefits. 

Colonel Boyrer. That is right. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Were they not? 

Colonel Boyer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. This officer who today is being involuntarily 
separated, has he lost his right to GI benefits? 

Colonel Borger. Well, 1 believe your Korean GI bill of rights takes 
care of him except that older officers, as far as schooling and things 
like that, is concerned is something that he is a little past age to-—— 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Does he lose that right by reason ef age or just 
assumed that 

Colonel Boyer. If he wants to go back to school he could, he could 
get it under the Korean GI bill of rights. 

Mr. Van Zanopr. But it is assumed by reason of age, family 
responsibility, and so forth, and job, that he probably couldn’t take 
advantage of the benefits under the GI bill. 

Colonel Boyrr. That is right. 

Mr. Winstgap. Do you advocate this be tax exempt, Colonel? 

Colonel Boyer. My personal opinion might be in favor of it, but 
I am afraid that that is a type of legislation you never get through 
Congress because it is class exemption, and I think it would be best 
to forget it. 

Mr. Price. How could you advocate tax exemption for anything 
except disability retirement. 

Mr. Winsteap. The only tax exemption is disability retirement. 

Mr. Pricn. Yes. How could you advocate tax exemptions for any- 
thing else unless you made it general for every walk of life? 

Colonel Boysrr. As I said, I don’t think it would be practical to do 
so. 

Mr. Devereux. Will the gentleman yield? 


they come under—what is 
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Are there not some retirements that are tax exempt, other than 
medical retirements from the service, I mean in civilian life? 

Annuities and that sort of thing. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Railroad retirement. 

Mr. Devereux. Railroad retirement. 

Colonel Boyer. Getting into this tax law, on annuities, they are 
exempt up to a certain time—if you buy your own, it is exempt up to 
the time you have—let’s see, the amount you paid in, until you have 
exhausted that, then after that the interest on it is taxable. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Devereux. Yes. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. I might say that we passed H. R. 4474 last week 
which mentioned the fact that all benefits paid under the Railroad 
Retirment Act shall be tax exempt. And also shall not be subject to 
attachment in any way. 

So we have established that. 

Mr. Devereux. There is a definite precedent here all right. I 
think we will have to go into that sometime later on. 

Mr. Wrinsteap. They pay in their own money to buy their benefits. 
You are just involving this bill when you start this tax exemption. 

Mr. Brooks. You haven’t finished your statement yet. You had 
better do it before we leave. 

Colonel Boyer. I will finish that. 

I think it would be too controversial to bring that in. We need 
this legislation. 

The second proposed amendment really requires no explanation. 
If there is any merit to this bill, it would certainly appear completely 
inequitable for the Government to give the man readjustment pay by 
making him a non-interest-bearing loan repayable upon his retire- 
ment, age 60, at a time when his earning capacity would be greatly 
reduced. 

Remember, gentlemen, that a great many of such officers sacrificed 
much when th®@y left their civilian occupations back in 1940-41 to come 
on active duty. They have served long and faithfully. They cannot 
retire under any provision of law until they reach age 60 and then it is 
a relatively small retirement. Therefore, it appears the amount paid 
in the form of the readjustment pay should not be collected back and 
we recommend the bill be amended accordingly. 

With these two amendments, even though we might feel that some 
of the other restrictions border on the edge of sharp practice at the 
expense of such reservists, we earnestly urge that the committee favor- 
ably report this legislation. 

Thank you for your courtesy. 

Mr. Brooks. Thank you very much, Colonel. 

Are there any further questions of the colonel? 

(No response.) 

Mr. Brooks. If not, we thank you kindly for your help on clearing 
up some things. 

Now, there is only 10 minutes left there this morning. And I would 
suggest that this second bill, if it is all right with the committee, which 
is a bill to authorize flight instruction during Reserve Officer Training 
Corps progrems, be postponed, we will take it up tomorrow morning. 
Because we are going to have a vote in just a moment. 

Mr. Brooks. In the meantime, we have 10 minutes here. 

















4557 


Mr. Wickersham has a little bill that we could dispose of in 10 min- 
utes, if the committee has no objection. 

So hearing no objection, Mr. Ducander, will you read the bill to 
the committee? 

Mr. Ducanper. This is a bill—— 

Mr. Brooks. We are going to take this up only on condition Mr. 
Wickersham attends the meetings tomorrow. If we get his bill out 
of the way, we still want him back here. 

Mr. WickersHam. Yes, sir. 

(H. R. 1516 is as follows:) 


[H. R. 1516, 84th Cang., Ist sess.] 


A BILL To authorize the President of the United States to present the Distinguished Flying Cross to 
Colonel Bennett Hill Griffin 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the President is hereby authorized to present 
in the name of the Congress the Distinguished Flying Cross to Colonel Bennett 
Hill Griffin in recognition of his meritorious achievements and contributions 
toward the advancement of the science of aerial flight. 


Mr. Ducanpsr. This is a bill we had reported in this committee 
last year which was favorably reported by the full committee, and 
passed the House; during the last Congress and during the rush of 
business over in the Senate at that time they could not get to it. 

The President is hereby authorized to present the Distinguished 
Flying Cross to Col. Bennett Hill Griffin, in recognition of his meri- 
torious achievements and contributions toward the advancement of 
the science of aerial flight. It has a favorable departmental report. 

Mr. Brooks. With an amendment to it. Read the full report to 
the committee so the committee will get the suggested amendment. 

Mr. Ducanoper. All right, sir. 


Hon. Cari VINSON, 
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, 
House of Representatives: 


Reference is made to your request for comments of the Department of Defense 
on H. R. 1516, 84th Congress, a bill to authorize the President of the United 
States to present the Distinguished Flying Cross to Col. Bennett Hill Griffin. 
The Secretary of Defense has delegated the responsibility of reply to the Depart- 
ment of the Air Force. 

The bill, if enacted, would authorize the President to present in the name of the 
Congress the Distinguished Flying Cross to Col. Bennett Hill Griffin in reeogni- 
tion of his meritorious achievements and contributions toward the advancement of 
the science of aerial flight. Colonel Griffin has had a long and illustrious career 
in both civil and military aviation. An especially noteworthy feat was his 
pioneering, record-breaking flight from America to Berlin, Germany, in 1932. He 
is, at present, the administrator of the Washington National Airport. 

The Department of the Air Force concurs in the desire to award the Distin- 
guished Flying Cross to Colonel Griffin. This Department does, however, suggest 
that the proposed bill be amended by striking out all words following the word 
“Cross”’ in line 4, and substituting the words “, with accompanying ribbon, to 
Col. Bennett Hill Griffin in recognition of his extraordinary achievements in 
aerial flight.’’ The reason for the suggested change of language is that this medal 
is awarded for “extraordinary achievements in aerial flight’’ as distinguished from 
contributions to aviation not as a result of an actual flight. The Department of 
the Air Force is of the opinion that Colonel Griffin’s 1932 transatlantic flight fully 
warrants the award of a Distinguished Flying Cross. This Department recom- 
mends enactment of H. R. 1516 with the proposed amendment. 

The Bureau of the Budget interposes no objection to the submission of this 
report. 

Sincerely yours, 
Davip 8S. Suri, 


Assistant Secretary of the Air Force. 
55066—55—No. 37——5 
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Mr. Price. I move that the bill be favorably reported to the full 
committee. 

Mr. Brooks. You have heard the motion duly made. Any objec- 
tion? 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Brooks. On the record. 

No objection. 

The bill is favorably reported. The committee adjourns until 10 
o’clock tomorrow morning. 

(Whereupon, at 11:51 a. m., the subcommittee adjourned, to recon- 
vene at 10 a. m. of the following day, Thursday, July 14, 1955.) 





House or REPRESENTATIVES, 

CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
SUBCOMMITTEE No. 1, 

Washington, D. C., Thursday, July 14, 1956. 

The subcommittee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Overton Brooks, chairman 
of the subcommittee, presiding. 

Mr. Brooks. The subcommittee will please come to order. 

Will the other members be in? 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir; they have been called. 

Mr. Brooks. The first thing that we have up this morning is to 
ascertain if the information that the subcommittee wished in regard 
to H. R. 6725 has been made available to the committee. 

Mr. Ducander, you have checked into that? 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir; I have it, Mr. Chairman. And perhaps 
we could have somebody from the Army come up and read it, and 
then if there are any questions you can ask them. 

Mr. Brooks. Is there anyone here from the Army who would like 
to present that information? 

Colonel Jonzs. Lieutenant Colonel Jones, James O. Jones. 

Mr. Brooks. Colonel, you have the information now that the 
Subcommittee wanted? 

Colonel Jonus. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. If you will present it to the committee. 

Colonel Jonss. ‘I'he first question I have listed here which was 
brought up yesterday that required further information was: [s muster- 
ing out pay taxable? The answer is “No.” 

Mustering-out payments due or to become due shall not be assignable and any 
payments made on account of a veteran hereunder shall be exempt from taxation, 
shall be exempt from the claims of creditors, including any claim of the United 
States, and shall not be subject to attachment, levy, or seizure by or under any 
legal or quitable process whatever either before or after receipt by the payee. 
(See sec. 5 (a), act February 3, 1944 (58 Stat. 10: 38 U. 8S. C. 691e (a)) and see, 
505 (b), act July 16, 1952 (Public Law 550, 82d Cong.).) 

Mr. Brooks. So this pay is not taxable? 

Colonel Jones. That is right. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. That is, we amended the bill. 

Colonel Jones. That was written into the bill. 

Mr. Brooks. It was written into 6725? 

Colonel Jonrs. No, sir; that was written into the bill which provided 
for mustering-out pay. 
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Mr. Brooks. I mean as to this? 

Colonel Jones. Mustering-out payment would not be subject to 
taxes. 

Mr. Jounson. If you wrote a provision similar to that in here then 
this separation pay would be in the same category; wouldn’t it? 

Colonel Jones. Apparently so. 

Mr. JOHNSON. ake the one that you recited there was a bill per- 
taining to enlisted men only. 

Colonel Jonrs. No, sir; mustering-out pay is also applicable to 
company grade officers up through the grade of captain. 

Mr. Jounson. You put that provision in there to be sure that they 
would not have that money taken from them? 

Colonel Jones. As I understand it. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Are there any company grade officers involved in 
this H. R. 6725? 

Colonel Jones. Yes, sir; the bill we are now considering on read- 
justment pay does include all grades of officers who might be involun- 
tarily seperated, many of whom would be company grade officers 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Would any of these officers be entitled to mus- 
tering-out pay? 

Colonel Jonzs. No, sir; there is a provision in the bill that specifi- 
cally excludes mustering-out pay to them. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Then we are safe, we are not paying dual benefits? 

Colonel Jones. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. Unless it is retroactive then, of course, you would 
have to provide for that. 

Colonel Jones. I am not sure I understand, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, if you pay back a man who has already drawn 
mustering-out pay you would have to make a deduction. 

Colonel Jones. Yes, sir; that is right. And there is a provision in 
the bill that would provide for taking back pay that might already 
have been paid, in a provision like that. It is rather broadly worded. 
I am not sure I am prepared to explain the details of it. 

Mr. Jonnson. I hope you have the amendment that I suggested. 

Mr. Brooks. It seems that an amendment better be drawn up here 
because that is going to be technical. I don’t think it should be sub- 
ject to process, I mean to levy or execution by somebody else. 

Is there a stipulation in the bill regarding the assignability of any 
of these claims? 

Yolonel Jonzs. No, sir; speaking now of readjustment pay the bill 
we are now considering. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, mustering-out provision is under 6725, is there 
anything in the bill that would make any of that assignable? 

Colonel Jonzs. No, sir; it doesn’t go into that at all, other than 
that 6725 specifically provides that an officer who takes advantage of 
the proposed readjustment pay is not then entitled to mustering-out 
pay. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. You refer to this language, Colonel— 
any payments accruing to an officer under this section shall be reduced by the 
amount of any payment previously received by that officer under this section, 
unless he has already refunded the prior payment to the United States. 

Colonel Jonss. That is right. 


Mr. Van Zanpt. In other words, that is a saving clause for the 
Government. 
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Colonel Jones. As I understand it. 

Mr. Jounson. What about ROA, do they have any advice on this 
particular suggested amendment? It is still nebulous, but we hope 
it gets into the bill. 

Mr. Brooks. Let’s finish with the Colonel. 

Colonel Jones. I thought you were finished. 

Mr. Brooks. I want to ask a few more questions about any of these 
claims accruing—what would be the status, suppose a man after he 
is eligible for severance pay died, or something, what is the status of 
the claim? 

Colonel Jones. If the man should later die after he has received 
severance pay then, of course, he does not have to pay back or his 
survivors do not have to pay back anything or anything of that type. 

Mr. Brooks. Suppose he dies after this accrues but before he 
receives it, what happens? 

Colonel Jongs. There is no specific provision in this law so far as 
I know. I should think that in a case like that he has already become 
entitled to it and it would accrue to his survivors or his estate. I 
should think so. I am not prepared to expound on the legal angles of 
that, however, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. I think if it is accrued then it is an inherent right 
there, even if it hasn’t been paid, and if it is accrued, it should go to 
the survivors. 

Mr. Jounson. You mean it becomes a part of his estate? 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Mr. Devereux. What do you mean by having been accrued? 

Mr Brooks. I mean if he has actually been severed but it hasn’t 
been paid. 

Mr. Devereux. Wouldn’t he get his rehabilitation check as he 
was given orders? 

Colonel Jonrs. Yes, sir; normally that would be true. It would 
be very exceptional cases, it could happen I suppose that a man could 
be—his separation orders will be already cut and before he actually 
draws the pay he might die or be killed ia an accident. 

But in that case I should think it is just a matter of pay that is 
already due him, accruing to his estate. 

Mr. Brooks. To his estate? 

Mr. Van Zanprt. That is already covered by existing law. 

Colonel Jones. Yes, sir. 

One thing I would like to make clear ia regard to this mustering-out 
pay, the Army is not proposing an amendment to this particular bill 
that would exclude severance pay from taxation. That was a question 
which came up yesterday and one of the questions was whether or 
not mustering-out pay as we now know it is subject to taxation. We 
were simply answering the question that mustering out-pay is not 
subject. 

Mr. Brooks. It is a question of whether it would be wise to exclude 
this from taxes. But for this reason the tax can’t be very heavy on 
these termination payments, because they are earned over a period of 
years and it can be redistributed over a period of years, so your tax 
can’t be very heavy on it. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. You mean this readjustment pay? 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. I don’t know, Mr. Chairman. $6,900 is the 
imit, 
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Mr. Brooks. All right. But that is earned over a period of years. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. No, this is a readjustment pay. 

Mr. Ducanper. He has an example. 

Colonel Jones. Yes, we have two examples prepared by our per- 
sonnel who are familiar with taxation. 

One question that bears.on that is what amount of income tax 
would be paid by two married officers, this is a hypothetical example, 
of different grades in service, involuntarily released from active duty 
on September 30, 1955, and paid readjustment pay as proposed in 
H. R. 6725. 

First, if such pay were taxable, or secondly, if it were exploring 
those two alternatives. The first example, it is assumed that an 
officer is an Army captain, having 7 years of service, having 2 depend- 
ents, and entitled to 3% months of readjustment pay. His taxable 
active-duty pay, on an annual basis is some $3,500. The readjust- 
ment pay that he would be entitled to under this proposal is $1,419. 

The two combined amount to $4,919. Of that, if his total pay 
including readjustment pay is made taxable, the income-tax deduc- 
tion would be $527, out of a total of $4,919 that he drew. 

On the other hand, if readjustment pay is not subject to taxation, 
his total tax would be $275. 

The difference between the two there is roughly about $252, then, 
of this $4,919 readjustment pay. 

Mr. Van Zanpvt. Does this readjustment pay throw him into a 
higher bracket? 

Colonel Jones. Yes, sir; it would. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. That is the catch. 

Mr. Brooks. You placed all that tax in the same year, wouldn’t 
you come under the provisions of the income-tax laws that permit 
you to distribute that gain, that income over a period of years? 

Colonel Jonrs. I do not know, sir. I am not prepared to explore 
that. 

The indication is we believe not. But I wouldn’t indicate that as a 
positive answer. 

Mr. Brooks. I got another opinion early this morning that believe 
that it could be. So that we are about even now. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Jounson. Sounds like the Supreme Court. 

Mr. Brooks. I do know of-.a lawyer earning a fee on cases worked 
on over a period of years being distributed. And I can’t see why this 
couldn’t be distributed over a period of years since the statute says it 
is earned so much a year. 

Colonel Jonss. It would seem there is some parallel. 

Mr. Brooks. If that is the case, of course, your tax would be lower. 

Mr. Jounson. What is the other case you have? 

Colonel Jones. The other example is simply similar circumstances 
but an officer in a higher grade, lieutenant colonel, whose pay would 
be high and, of course, a larger amount would be taxable. 

Mr. Jonnson. You have the same general outcome. 

Colonel Jonrs. The same general outcome; yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. It doubles his tax? 

Colonel Jonrs. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Well now, what is the law in reference to taxation on 
Severance pay for warrant officers? 

Mr. Ducanper. It is taxable. 
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Colonel Jones. I do not know, sir—I will withhold. I have an 
opinion but unofficial. 

Mr. Brooks. What is your unofficial opinion? 

Colonel Jongs. I should think that it is taxable. 

Mr. Brooks. It is taxable. 

Colonel Jones. Unless that law specifically exempts it, I would 
certainly think so. 

Mr. Brooks. I understand that the pay for warrant officers is 
taxable. 

Mr. Ducanper. I am sure it is. 

Colonel Jones. I should think so. 

Mr. Brooks. If that is the case we certainly should not tax warrant 
officers and we ought to be the same all along. 

Mr. Jounson. The amendment 

Mr. Brooks. Would this repeal the statute covering warrant officers’ 
severance pay? 

Colonel Jones. That could be written into it, I should think. 
However, the warrant-officer bill is governed by an entirely different 
bill. 

Mr. Ducanprr. Warrant officers regular pay. This is reserves. 

Colonel Jones. That is right. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. May | ask a question at that point? 

Maybe I am wrong, but a regular, including a warrant, he is 
separated from the service, having been passed over and so forth, 
does he collect the severance pay? 

Colonel Jongs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. All right. 

Colonel Jonzs. He is entitled to severance pay under current law. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. That is right, you are dealing with regulars there 
who collect a severance pay because they have not met the require- 
ments of promotion. But here you are dealing with a readjustment or 
we will say a separation bonus that concerns Reserves. 

Now, we treat the enlisted personnel in this way, we give them a 
separation bonus, a mustering-out pay that is not taxable. And I 
think there is the precedent. Therefore, we can make this nontaxable 
following that precedent. So I think you are dealing with two differ- 
ent classes of military entirely. 

When you speak of severance pay and taxes it is regulars, when you 
speak of readjustment and mustering-out bonus it concerns Reserves, 
nontaxable. 

Mr. Brooxs. Now, do we tax any other severance pay except the 
warrant officers in the regular establishment? 

Colonel Jonss. Yes, sir; as I understand it the regular officer who 
is separated by reason of substandard performance or promotion 
passover, he is entitled to certain severance pay and that severance 
pay is taxable under current law. 

Mr. Brooks. Is taxable? Of course, that officer gets no retire- 
ment, but here your Reserve officer will get this severance plus the 
retirement, and this will be nontaxable and the regular one taxable. 

Colonel Jonrs. If that provision should be made to exclude read- 
justment pay from taxation. 


Mr. Brooks. I am just exploring it. I have no fixed convictions 
on it. 
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Mr. Devereux. But it was brought out yesterday in testimony 
that a Regular officer who has been passed over and as a result of 
which is ordered off of active duty may join a Reserve unit and 
qualify, then, for Reserve retirement. 

Colonel Jones. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. There is some provision of the retirement act that 
says he must be a Reserve officer for so many years? 

Colonel Jones. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. I remember when we wrote it we didn’t want the 
Reserve to be the ground for dumping off officers from the regular 
service that couldn’t made the grade. And I think that is a good law. 

Colonel Jones. A provision of title II] of Public Law 810, the 
Reserve retirement provision, does provide that in order to be entitled 
to retired pay, an officer must have been in the Reserve for the 8 years 
preceding that which he became qualified to retired pay under that 
provision. Thus a regular officer then who might be separated from 
his regular status and later commissioned in the Reserve, assuming he 
is otherwise qualified, would have to put in at least 8 years in the 
Reserve during which he earns sufficient points for those years to have 
been considered as satisfactory service in the Reserve. 

Mr. Devereux. Then the people we are talking about are those 
who have less than 18 years service and they could certainly qualify 
by reason of the 8 years, because then he would have a total of 26 
years service. 

Colonel Jones. By and large, sir. You might have some officers 
who are separated under overage provisions, and who at the time they 
are separated are not yet quite overage so far as the law is concerned, 
but would become overage and thus would have to be separated from 
the Reserve under the provisions of the Reserve Officers Personnel 
Act, before they would qualify for title III retirement. 

You have a relatively small percentage of individuals in that cireum- 
stance, but there are a few. 

Mr. Brooks. Most of them could save themselves by getting into 
the Reserves, provided there is suitable billets for them in the Reserves. 

Colonel Jones. Right, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. And working for 8 years until they are 60 to be in 
retirement. 

Colonel Jones. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Or 62. They could go on to 62 in order to acquire 
the necessary number of years for satisfactory years’ retirement. 

Colonel Jones. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. May I ask a question? 

This Regular officer now who has been passed over twice and receives 
severance pay, is he not entitled to retirement pay, also? 

Colonel Jones. No, sir; he is not. The Regular officer is not en- 
titled to severance pay if he is qualified for retirement. 

Mr. Van Zanpvt. That is what I wanted the record to show. 

Colonel Jonres. The only circumstance under which he might later 
become entitled to retired pay would be his becoming commissioned 
in the Reserve and later earning Reserve retirement credits. 

Mr. Bray. Isn’t it a fact that that Regular Army officer accepts 
severance pay, say he had 15 years’ Regular Army, and then he goes 
into the Reserves—let’s say he had 12 years and then served 8 vears 
in the Reserves, he still could not count that Regular Army time unless 
he pays back that severance pay; can be? 
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Colonel Jonres. There is a legal question on that, sir, which our 
Judge Advocate has looked into and we are unable to come up with a 
clear opinion. 

Their feeling is that that would require Comptroller decision, a test 
case, which has not yet been tested. 

Mr. Bray. I know in the National Guard we had a situation like 
that, an officer who had about that much service, he figures he was not 
entitled to retirement because he said that his accepting that precludes 
him. I wasn’t qualified to answer. That was his opinion on the 
matter. 

Colonel Jonres. There is a question as to whether he could count 
that service for which he drew retirement pay.toward title III retire- 
ment. 

Mr. Bray. There hasn’t been a permanent decision on that ques- 
tion? 

Colonel Jongs. No, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Do you expect one? 

Colonel Jones. We do not. It would require a test case to be sure. 
They have looked into the situation. 

Mr. Ducanper. It is in the law for warrant officers, Mr. Bray. 
It is in the law for Regular warrant officers who accept severance pay. 
They have to pay it back. 

Mr. Bray. But for officers it does not state? 

Mr. Ducanper. No, sir. 

Mr. Bray. He was of the opinion he could not. 

Mr. Devereux. With that precedent established for warrant 
officers it seems it would have application to officers. 

Mr. Ducanper. It would seem so. 

Mr. Brooks. I think we ought to get it straight and I don’t think 
we ought to be more severe with warrant officers than we are with 
officers. Don’t you agree on that? 

Mr. Devereux. It should be the same. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Now, do you have any more information to give us? 

Colonel Jonrs. Yes, sir; there was an additional question yesterday 
pertaining to our provision for retention of officers as an exception 
to certain release programs provided they are within 2 years of quali- 
fications for retirement. As it stands now an officer who has com- 
pleted 18 years of active service by and large is thus within 2 years of 
qualification for retirement under title Il of Public Law 810 and we 
would exempt him from release programs now in effect. The question 
was, Were it not for our policy of providing an exception for those 
people, how many other people would be involuntarily separated 
during 1956? 

The answer is, an estimate of 80 officers are being retained under 
our current provisions who would otherwise have been separated, 
and those are all Army. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. In other words, it would up your number to about 
2,500 instead of 24? 

Colonel Jones. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. All right. 

Do you have some more information? 

Colonel Jones. Another question asked yesterday was, What are 
the estimated costs and personnel involved if H. R. 6725 were modified 
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to provide for retroactive payments for fiscal years 1952, 1953, 1954, 
and 1955? 

Mr. Devereux asked that question, as I recall, and we have the 
answer to that question. It is quite involved. I can read it if the 
committee wishes. 

Mr. Brooks. All right. Will you do it? 

I think that is very important. 

Colonel Jones. Right. [Reading:] 

A. The retroactive cost estimates are as follows: For fiscal year 1951, none; 
fiscal year 1952, the total cost, dollarwise, if we made it retroactive, would be 
approximately $16,000; in fiscal year 1953, the total estimated retroactive cost 
would be $653,196. That is distributed as follows among the three services: 

For the Army, $48,000; for the Navy, $581,196; and for the Marine Corps, 
$24,000. 

For fiscal year 1954, the estimated retroactive cost would be $20,094,224. 
That is distributed among the three services as follows: For the Army, $6,009,000; 
for the Navy, $5,691,224; and for the Marine Corps, $109,000; for the Air Forces, 
$8,285,000. The Air Force would not be affected in any of the other years except 
1954, when they did have considerable recess program. _ For fiscal 1955, the total 
retroactive cost would be $12,674,088, distributed as follows: For the Army, 
$10,209,400; for the Navy, $1,764,688; and for the Marine Corps, $700,000; 
none for the Air Forces, 

Mr. Brooks. So your total cost for all of it would be about $33,- 
437,000? 

Colonel Jones. That is right, sir; $437,508. 

Mr. Brooks. All of it retroactive? 

Colonel Jones. If it were made retroactive for that entire period to 
go back to the beginning of fiscal 1952. 

Mr. Brooks. Didn’t this program of attrition, didn’t that start 
sometime this year? 

Colonel Jones. During fiscal year 1954, up until that time the 
number of people involuntarily separated that would be affected by 
this proposal was relatively small. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Except the Navy; they started theirs in 1952. 

Colonel Jonrs. That is right, and in 1953 most of that cost was 
Navy. But in 1954, the total as you will recall was some $20 million 
of this entire $33 million. 

Mr. Brooks. This year did you have a program? When did that 
start if you did have? 

Colonel Jonss. Yes, sir; we have had a continuing release program 
for this year, throughout the year, in which officers are separated in 
the Army involuntarily by reason of denial of their category renewal 
request—they would be affected by this program, certain overage 
officers are being separated and would be provided, and those who 
have been passed over for promotion would have been affected. 

However, we did not get any actual separations during fiscal 1955 
under that provision. 

Mr. Jonnson. Could you give us the total again, the grand total? 

Colonel Jones. Yes, sir; if we went all the way back to the begin- 
ning of fiscal 1952, the total retroactive cost would be $33,437,508, 
estimated of course. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. How many officers are concerned there? 

Colonel Jonrs. That concerns a total of 14,484 officers. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. All services? 

Colonel Jones. For that entire period for all services; that is right. 
I have a detailed breakout of the numbers if you desire it. 
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Mr. Brooks. Suppose you went back 90 days, say to about April 1, 
what would it involve during that period? 

Colonel Jones. I cannot answer for the other services on that. 
The other service representatives are here, perhaps they can. One 
moment, sir, I can get pretty close in the case of the Army. 

I do not have a breakout within fiscal year 1955 as to exactly how 
many were separated in any particular period. 

However, of all our people who would be entitled to this severance 
pay that were separated in 1955, they went out for two causes, one, 
denial of category, the other cause was the overage program. 

All the officers who were separated under the overage program were 
separated after the Ist of April. The total number affected who 
would be entitled to severance pay under this proposal is 600 officers 
there. So that would go back and pick up all of those officers. Of 
the category denials it would be a proportion of approximately 2,700. 

Mr. Brooks. Suppose you went back to January 1, what would it 
involve? 

Do you have any figures on that? 

Colonel Jones. I do not know exactly, sir. Except that we have 
a total of some 3,211 Army officers separated in fiscal year 1955 that 
would be entitled to readjustment pay under this proposal. 

If we went back to the 1st of January we would pick up absolutely 
more than half of that total, sixteen or seventeen hundred, in a broad 
way. 

Mr. Brooks. Going back to January you had—you’d take up about 
half of the 12,674,000 for fiscal 1955. 

Colonel Jonzs. Yes, sir; that is right. Because most of the 1955 
retroactive costs are Army separations, some 10 million of the total 
of the 12 are Army. 

Mr. Brooks. 10 of the 12 are Army? 

Colonel Jonzs. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Van Zandt? 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Colonel, give us those figures again. For 1953, 
1954, and 1955, total number of officers concerned. 

Colonel Jones. All right, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Fiscal year? 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Fiscal year now. 

Colonel Jonzs. All right, sir. For fiscal year 1952, to go al] the 
way back to get the sin thing. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. All right. 

Colonel Jones. We had 14 officers who would be affected, fiscal year 
1953, 57 officers total, for fiscal year 1954, a total of 1,996 officers. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. 9,296? 

Colonel Jonss. Right, sir. 

And for fiscal year 1955, 5,081, or a total of 14,448. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Now, in fiscal 1954 is the bulk of your officers 
there Navy? 

Colonel Jonzs. I am sorry, sir, which year? 

Mr. Van ZanptT. 1954, 9,296. 

Colonel Jongs. No, sir. 

In fiscal 1954 it is pretty evenly divided between Army and the 
Navy. They break out of the 9,296 as follows: For the Army, 2,672, 
for the Navy, 2,210, Marine Corps, 75, and for the Air Forces 4,339. 
They had almost half of the total. 
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Mr. Van Zanpt. Now, in 1955 there, give us a breakdown. 

Colonel Jones. Right sir. 

For 1955, of the 5,081, the Army had 3,916, the Navy had 654, the 
Marine Corps 511, and the Air Force is 1. I would like to correct 
one thing on those figures: In fiseal 1953, we have no figures included 
in this total for the Navy. Those figures are not available. The 
number would be fairly large as indicated by the high cost up in the 
other period. But the exact number are not available. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. If my memory serves me correctly it was during 
fiscal 1953 that the Navy separated a lot of officers. 

Colonel Jones. I understand so, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. That is right. Then you can see here it is Army 
and Navy, the bulk of the officers released is Army and Navy in 1954, 
and 1955, the bulk of it is Army. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Devereux. 

Mr. Deverevx. I asked a question yesterday: How many people 
were separated back to 1952 who could not qualify for Reserve 
retirement? 

Colonel Jones. I am sorry, I didn’t get that question yesterday, 
sir, and I do not have the data available on it. 1 could only speak in 
generalities. Most of the officers separated during that period 
certainly may earn title III retirement privileges provided they remain 
active in the Reserve and earned their required number of satisfactory 
points each year. 

There are a small percentage who cannot because of age or so on. 

Mr. Drverevx. I wonder if we could get that. Because I think 
those are the people that deserve very definite consideration, Mr. 
Chairman, because many of these others could go ahead and qualify 
for Reserve retirement. 

Whereas some of these people could not, by reason of age, qualify 
for Reserve retirement. 

There is another question that I would like to ask: How many 
enlisted men are being separated from the service involuntarily? 

I want that thought over thoroughly because the testimony yester- 
day was to the effect that an enlisted man was allowed to continue his 
enlistment contract, and then if there was nothing on his record, 
performance record, he would be allowed to reenlist. 

However, it has come to my attention that in the reduction of forces, 
that at least one case of an enlisted man, 15 years service, 51 years old, 
and I might say a Pfc, I think, or may be a corporal, was involuntar ily 
released from the Army because of his I. Q. (Laughter. ] 

Well, it seems it took a long time for the Army to catch up on him 
so far as his I. Q. is SARA § |Laughter.] 

Even if he does have a low [. Q. with good personnel management 
the Army could find a job for him. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Was he a Marine? 

Mr. Devereux. No, sir. [Laughter.] 

I said Army all along. 

Mr. WickersHamM. He didn’t ruv for Congress, did he? [Laughter.] 

Mr. Jounson. That is a terrible reflection on the Army. [Laughter.| 

Mr. Brooks. Coming back to this problem, if we went back to 
April 1 retroactively, what percentage of those in fiscal 1955 that had 
been severed from service would be covered? 
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Colonel Jones. What percentage would become 

Mr. Brooks. Be covered by this severance pay. 

Colonel Jones. If I get the question: Of those if we made this 
retroactive to the Ist of April, what percentage of that might we later 
recover under the payback provision? 

Mr. Brooks. No, no. 

How many men and how much money would it cost us to go that 
far back? 

Colonel Jones. We don’t have it broken out that way, sir. 

So I couldiu’t answer in detail, other than as we put it a moment 
ago, that so far as the Army is concerned, and the majority of those 
55 involuntarily releases are Army personnel—— 

Mr. Brooks. As I understood there was a program begun this 
year about the first of April, sometime along there. 

Colonel Jones. Our overage release program did initially become 
effective so far as actual separations were concerned on April 1, of 
this vear. So if we made this program retroactive to the Ist of April 
then all those separated under the overage provisions would become 
entitled to this type of pay. 

However, that represented only 600 officers of the overall total of 
some 3,200 in the Army that were separated involuntarily in 1955 
that would be affected. 

The remainder, then, of that 3,200, roughly 2,600, were separated 
by reason of denial of category. They fell below the minimum stand- 
ard required for renewal of category. And many of those—assuming 
an even flow of category denials, then approximately 75 percent of 
those occurred prior to the Ist of April. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Wickersham? 

Mr. WickersHam. Colonel, I would like to ask you one question: 
What is the attitude of the President and the Secretary of Defense 
and the Bureau of the Budget on the bill, itself, as written? 

Colonel Jones. I have only had unofficial reactions there. The 
Bureau of the Budget, of course, approved the bill. It was referred 
to the White House, the White House was favorable. I am speaking 
in broad generalities. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Is this not a conception of the Department of 
Defense, this bill? 

Colonel Jonrs. Yes, sir. Sponsored by the Department of Defense, 
was referred of course, through those agencies in the normal procedure. 

Mr. Brooks. Let’s get that straight, then. 

Colonel Jones. In the letter accompanying this bill to the committee 
it is stated that the Bureau of the Budget has advised that there 
would be no objection to its transmittal to the Congress for considera- 
tion. And they, of course, in their normal procedure clear that with 
the White House before it is submitted. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Isn’t it true that this legislation results from the 
tremendous pressure that has been applied to the Members of Congress 
by the individuals concerned, the Members of Congress in turn con- 
veyed their feelings to Mr. Burgess of the Department of Defense, and 
this legislation is before us? 

Colonel Jonns. I cannot say exactly who deserves the credit for it. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. We are the fellows who receive the letters; we 
know. 

Colonel Jones. Certainly that has had its influence. 
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Mr. Devereux. We brought that up in previous hearings. 
Mr. Van Zanprt. That is right. Count Boyer can tell the story 
also. 

Colonel Jones. The Department of Defense and Budget has been 
studying this question for a long time. It was referred to a number 
of ad hoc committees for over a year. 

Mr. Brooks. You have some more information? 

Colonel Jones. No, sir; I do not. Other than I would like to 
address myself to Mr. Devereux’s question on the release programs 
and correct an impression yesterday that we had no enlisted personnel 
who are involuntarily separated. By and large that statement was 
correct, except so far as the Army is concerned we have had one 
involuntarily release program affecting enlisted personnel that grew 
out of the reduction in the strength of the Army, wherein we had to 
generate more losses than could be procured through normal means, 
after all other adjustment of procurement and losses and so forth 
were fully explored. 

In keeping with that same idea of a reduced strength Army, still 
having a job to do, and a rather modern Army at that, with modern 
equipment and so forth, we had to give considerable attention to at 
least maintaining the quality of the manpower that we had on board. 
We found that we were topheavy in people in the lower bracket of 
mental ability as indicated by their various intelligence tests. Cer- 
tainly many individuals in the lower mental qualification brackets 
can do a job in the Army and I am sure in the other services, too. We 
have many places that they may perform quite acceptable. 

But there is a limit in a reduced strength modern Army as to the 
number of those people that you can economically absorb. With that 
in mind—and we were forced into releasing certain individuals in the 
lower levels of intelligence—in 1954 we released several thousand 
individuals under that provision. And we went further in view of the 
further reduction in strength this year and released other individuals, 
specifically all those Regular Army individuals who had completed 
3 years of service, active service, and thus had fulfilled any service 
obligation, active service obligation they might have, and who fell in 
what we refer to as mental group 4. 

They had an A. F. Q. T. percentile score of 30 or below. Those 
individuals then were separated involuntarily with certain exceptions: 
Noncommissioned officers in the top three grades were excepted 
[laughter] and surprise [laughter}—— 

Mr. Devereux. Colonel, you are not making out a very good case 
for the Army. 

Colonel Jones. Surprisingly we do have them, of course. Of 
course, a test is only a test, we all recognize that. There are certain 
exceptions to it. So we felt that certainly the mere fact that a man 
had gotten to be an NCO demonstrated in his case the mental test was 
not a full measure of his ability, he had some value, so he was retained. 

Secondly, individuals who had been decorated for valor in the combat 
zone were excepted. Individuals who had been continuously in the 
service since World War II were excepted, provided their unit com- 
manders felt they were doing an acceptable job. 

By and large, we released involuntarily those individuals who would 
not be eligible to enlist or reenlist under our current standards. 
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Our standards for reenlistment have been raised as time went along 
and the Army reduced its size. We simply made retroactive the stand- 
ards to those individuals that were considered excess to our require- 
ment, excess to what we could profitably use. 

We do not anticipate further programs of that type in the future. 
We anticipate no involuntarily release programs affecting enlisted 
people. We recognize that it was a serious thing to release an in- 
dividual 

Mr. Devereux. Are they given any sort of severance pay? 

Colonel Jonrs. No, sir; they are not, other than the normal muster- 
ing out pay that they are entitled to upon separation. 

Bearing in mind, of course, at the time that they had enlisted they 
received certain reenlistment bonuses for that. So we have somewhat 
of a different problem there. They enlisted not for life but for a defin- 
ite period of service. We were simply separating them with just 
1 or 2 years before their enlistment ended. 

Mr. Jounson. Didn’t the educational program help those people? 

Colonel Jonrs. Yes, sir; we have an extensive education program 
which does help in many cases. 

Mr. Jonnson. Of course, you are talking just about enlistees, not 
about inductees. 

Colonel Jonrs. That is right, only Regular Army people are affected 
here, plus certain reservists who had fulfilled their obligations. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Van Zandt? 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Can you break down the 2,400 for fiscal 1956, 
Colonel? 

Colonel Jones. I have only an Army breakout here before me. Just 
a moment. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. While he is looking for that information, Colonel, 
can you tell me whether or not you will have a similar group for fiscal 
1957, 1958? 

Colonel Jones. I cannot answer in terms of exact numbers of people. 
There are so many intangibles, possible reductions in strength, or 
other things that would affect that. We know, however, that we may 
expect continued involuntary releases of people who become overage 
or who are passed over for promotion or who fall below acceptable 
standards for renewal of the category. The number we cannot 
estimate exactly, except we know that it will be as high as it was in 
1956. 

We can reasonably anticipate slight increase—and I emphasize 
slight—in 1955 and 1956. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. This will be an annual reoccurrence, then? 

Colonel Jonss. That is right. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Until all of your reserves on inactive duty are 
separated? 

Colonel Jones. You might expect that, sir; as long as you have to 
expect some. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. So this bill here will be permanent law and will 
be in effect to take care of those groups as they develop? 

Colonel Jones. Correct, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Another thing I want to explore if you are finished 
with that. In reference to the retirement under Public Law 810, I 
worked nearly 10 years on that 810 before it became law, and I am 
interested. There, we provided a retirement system and we provided 
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a certain amount. Under this bill, though, you are going to in effect 
reduce that retirement. Now, do you have any suggested amendment 
that we could tie on to this bill which would stipulate that that 
retirement should not be reduced more than a certain percentage a 
year? 

My interest in it is this: if you reduce a man’s retirement after he 
reaches, say, the age of 51 which Mr. Devereux mentioned, you 
reduce his prospective retirement when he gets to 60 to the point he 
may lose incentive to stay and he may properly figure that he is 
not being treated exactly right. 

It seems to me that we could come to some arrangement to stipulate 
that not more than a certain percentage of that retirement shall be 
taken out of his pay every year. 

Colonel Jones. The Army, and the Defense position on that, sir, 
I should think, would be that that would be at the pleasure of the 
committee. We have not, in this proposal, proposed setting a mini- 
mum percentage that would be paid back each year, other than stating 
that we anticipate on the basis of actuarial tables and life expectancy 
distributing that over a period of time, so that it wouldn’t occur at 
any one time. 

Mr. Brooks. That is true, but I don’t know what the actuarial 
figures will show. 

Do you know what they are going to show how much deductions is 
going to be taken out of the retirement that these men earn? 

It seems to me that we ought to stipulate not more than a certain 
percentage should be taken yearly out of the retirement. 

Colonel Jongs. It could be done, sir. 

I do not know exactly what actuarial tables would provide, they 
would change some and it is somewhat different for officers in the 
Army as compared to the Air Force or for the Army as compared to 
a civilian at that age, but not a great deal of difference. We did 
explore one example. For an officer who is 60 years old at the time 
he becomes entitled to title III retired pay, that he might have a life 
expectancy of about 14 or 15 years. Thus, that severance pay that 
he might previously have drawn would be spread over that 14 to 15 
year period, a relatively small percentage, then. 

Mr. Brooks. Life expectancy of 72 years of age, then. 

Colonel Jonzs. Right, sir. 

And the retired pay that he would draw would be large compared 
to the severance pay he might have drawn. Yesterday there was some 
discussion that the severance pay might very well be more or so much 
that he would have very little left. However, he cannot lose under 
this proposal, he can never pay back more than he received in severance 
pay. We have an example or so here that might be helpful to the 
committee as to how much retired pay a man would be entitled to 
under title 3. 

Mr. Brooks. Put the examples in the record. 

Let’s hear them. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. If he got $6,900 and you spread that over 14 
years, in round figures, it is going to be, say, $500 a year? 

Colonel Jones. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Spread that over 12 months, it doesn’t amount 
to too much. 

Colonel Jongs. No, sir. 
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Mr. Van Zanpt. Why not say, ‘‘not exceeding 10 percent a year.’’? 

What is that? 

Mr. Brooks. Not exceeding 10 percent a year. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman, my thinking is that we shouldn’t 
expect him to pay it back. We don’t expect the enlisted man on 
mustering-out pay to pay it back. Let’s not forget there are a lot 





of enlisted men who are 

Mr. Brooks. You are cutting down the provisions of 810 by the 
provisions of this legislation. 

Mr. Van Zanpvt. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. Those men have stayed in the Reserves, some of 
them go in with the hope that they get the ultimate retirement, 
now you say yes, “I will pay you some of this in advance,” but you 
are actually cutting down your retirement incentive. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. This bill is a relief measure, as I see it, to relieve 
Reserve officers who had ideas of a career and found themselves 
passed over and for other reasons, and now they are out in the street. 
This bill is designed to provide them an income to readjust themselves. 
I don’t think we should destroy a man’s planning where he looks to 
old age, and he reaches out to Public Law 810 for security. I don’t 
think we should destroy that. 

Mr. Brooks. When they are released they are disheartened and 
discouraged and they are frustrated, they have to start out anew 
again. 

Well now, Colonel, you are going to give us some examples. 

Colonel Jonzs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. May I ask a question, first? 

The question I presented yesterday, a Regular officer passed over 
gets his severance pay, if he goes into the Reserves and qualifies for 
retirement, would he have to pay back his severance pay? 

Colonel Jongs. I know of no provision in the current provision of 
the law that sets up severance pay for the Regular officer that re- 
quires that he later pay it back. 

It wasn’t visualized at that time, I am sure, that he would become 
entitled to retirement pay under some other law. But we know that 
it could happen under title ITI. 

Mr. Devereux. But it is a fact that you have a number of Regular 
officers who are currently Reserve officers? 

Colonel Jones. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Deverreux. And are working toward their retirement? 

Colonel Jongs. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. Those officers who have received severance pay? 
And as far as you know, there is no provision in law for them to pay 
back their severance pay? 

Colonel Jonzs. No, sir, I know of none. 

Mr. Devereux. What we are trying to do in this bill is to create 
in general the same sort of conditions for the Reserve officers you 
have for the Regular officer, taking into account the Regular officers 
had that for his normal career, that is the reason we give him—the 
Reserve officers less credit, years credit than we do the Regular officer 
on the severance pay. 

Mr. Ducanper. Of course, the Regular warrant has to pay it back. 

Colonel Jonzs. That is right. 

Mr. Bray. I don’t believe the colonel understood what General 
Devereux referred to. The Regular Army officer, to give a hypo- 




















thetical case, who served 12 years, you know, in the Regular Army 
and then got his severance pay then takes a commission in the 
Reserve: he cannot count that 12 years of previous Regular Army 
time toward his retirement. That is a matter you said never has 
been firmly decided. 

Colonel Jones. That is right. 

Mr. Bray. So he may have to pay it back or may not, as yet we 
do not know. 

Colonel Jones. That is correct. 

Mr. Bray. But as a warrant officer, he would have to pay it back. 
Let’s say he served 12 years as a warrant officer, and then took a 
warrant in the Reserve, he would have to pay that back if he did 
want to count this 12 years of time as a warrant toward his retirement. 

Colonel Jonrs. To go back to this example of the Regular who sep- 
arated after 12 years of service and later becomes entitled to title IIT 
pay, there is no provision that would require him to pay it back. 
But there is a definite legal question as to whether or not he can draw 
retired pay for that same 12 years. 

Mr. Bray. Well, it is the same thing. 

He has either given that up toward his retirement, that is what I 
am trying to say. 

Colonel Jonrs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. I mean it is the same situation. It may be that 12 
years in which he was a warrant officer is out the window, it is gone, 
and he is going to serve his full 20 years as a Reserve officer before he 
can collect. 

Colonel Jongs. Right. 

Mr. Bray. But whether that is true of your officer, other than 
warrant, you are not sure. 

Colonel Jones. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Bray. So you see, there is a different situation than what we 
are confronted with here. 

Colonel Jonrs. To get back to the example of retired pay under 
title III of Public Law 810, to use a hypothetical question: What 
amount of retired pay under title III of Public Law 810 would a 
major receive with 15 years of active service, and 30 years for longevity 
purposes, and 5 additional years of satisfactory service during which 
he earned minimum points for retirement under title III? 

That is rather long. The example we are trying to say is a man 
serves 15 years on active duty, he is separated, he continues active 
in the Reserve for at least 5 additional years of satisfactory service. 
At the end of which time he would have accumulated we have assumed, 
a total of 30 years for pay purposes, some years back before this 
active service, we will say, that for some reason or other wouldn’t 
count. 

Most people at age 60, when they become entitled to retirement pay 
will have completed 30 years of longevity service. 

Mr. Brooks. How would he get 30 years? 5 years and 15 years is 
only 20 years. 

Mr. Ducanper. He is given credit for all time before Public Law 
810 is passed. ° 

Colonel Jonzs. That is true. 

So the example may be a little off there. More probably it should 
be 20 years. Using this example, however, the pay table for 30 years 








4574 


of longevity was used in this example, and the figure that he would 
be entitled to is $232.53 of retired pay per month under the title III 
provision. 

Now, if that same individual had had a life expectancy of approxi- 
mately 14 years, at the time he becomes entitled to the retired pay, 
and he had drawn readjustment pay under this proposal for a major 
with 15 years of service, he would pay back approximately, in broad 
figures, $60 per month. Sixty dollars out of that $232 that he is 
drawing. A pretty sizable cut out of it. But he still has a substantial 
amount left. 

Mr. Ducanper. Mr. Chairman, I submit that is a rather extreme 
example. 

Colonel Jones. That is true. 

Mr. Ducanper. You are taking the case of a person who has 30 
years. That is true for a lot of these people right now. But in the 
future, many of these people will be going out on 20 years, and the 
difference between the 20 and 30 makes a very sizable reduction in 
that figure. 

Colonel Jones. Longevity 

Mr. Brooks. Let’s take someone with 20 years: The one you gave 
that is 20 percent deduction is one. 

Colonel Jonrs. I don’t have an example run through for the man 
whose longevity would be on the basis of 20 years. 

However, it wouldn’t be so extensive a difference as we might 
expect, or as these figures would indicate. 

His base pay, for a major, with 30 years of service for longevity 
purposes, is $592 per month. That is his active-duty pay. By the 
same token the base pay for a man with 20 years of service is $577 
per month. There is not a great deal of difference. The longevity 
amounts to 2 more fogeys. So this would not be reduced too much. 

Mr. Ducanper. Doesn’t make a good deal of difference though 
between the amounts of active duty? You have used the case of the 
man with 15 years. Wouldn’t make a difference if the man had only 
7 years of active service? 

Colonel Jonzs. Yes, it would, because under the provision he would 
draw pay only for that 7 years and would have the 

Mr. Ducanprr. That is what I meant when I said that I thought 
your example was a little extreme. Because you have used 30 years, 
and a maximum of 15 years of active duty. So that is about as high 
as you could go for a major. 

Colonel Jonss. We considered it a happy medium. Certainly, you 
are going to have many extremes much lower. 

Mr. Brooks. So this would be a 20-percent deduction, the example 
you gave us. It could run to 30 or 40 percent; couldn’t it? 

Colonel Jonzs. No, sir. I would say that that is a little high, 
because his readjustment pay is also going to be on the basis of the 
active service that he would have completed. If he had a small 
amount of active service his readjustment pay would also be lower in 
the same token that his retired pay would be lower. 

Mr. Brooxs. Any further questions? 

Colonel Jonus. It will make a difference, however. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Have you given me a breakdown on your 2,400 
officers? 

Colonel Jonss. I will now, sir. The 2,400 officers for fiscal year 
1956 was distributed, using rounded numbers, for the Army 1,500, 
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for the Navy 700, for the Marine Corps 200, for the Air Force none, a 
total of 2,400. 

Mr. Brooks. Is that satisfactory? 

(No response.) 

Mr. Brooks. Any further questions? 

(No response.) 

Mr. Brooks. Colonel, you have made us a very good witness, you 
have the answers and you have given them directly. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Would it be in order if we were to ask the Colonel 
their attitude, that is the attitude of the Department of Defense if 
we were to amend this bill to tax exempt the readjustment pay? 

Colonel Jones. I am not prepared or authorized in my status this 
morning to speak for the Department of Defense on that. I would 
have to get an answer on that. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Are you in a position to tell us the attitude of the 
Department of Defense if we eliminate the provisions of the bill that 
requires the officer to repay this through deductions when he retires 
under the provisions of Public Law 810? 

Colonel Jonses. No, sir;I am not. Other than that, in the develop- 
ment of this proposal by the Department of Defense, of course, the 
pacer provision was inserted into the bill feeling that it was a good 
idea. 

One of the principles that we were considering of course, was not to 
make this readjustment pay so attractive as to make officers want to 
ei separated involuntarily in order to become entitled to this sort of 
thing, 

Mr. Van Zanpt. I would like to talk to one of those fellows. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. Brooks. You have been working about 2 years on this bill. 

Colonel Jonrs. Approximately, sir; not quite, but more than a year. 

Mr. Brooks. The main difficulty is what, making the money 
available? 

Colonel Jones. Pardon? 

Mr. Brooks. The main difficulty has been in finding the money 
available? 

Colonel Jonres. That would certainly be one provision. As stated 
in the presentation of this particular bill, the current budget of the 
Department of Defense does not provide for even this $5 million in 
1956. 

Mr. Brooks. You would have to get this money out of the amount 
budgeted already. 

Colonel Jonrs. That is right, sir, or it would require additional 
appropriations. And I am informed that it is most unlikely that even 
the $5 million can be absorbed within the current 1956 budget. It is 
being played awful close to the belt. 

Mr. Brooks. Thank you very much, Colonel. We appreciate it. 

Colonel Jonzs. All right, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Colonel Boyer, did you want to make a further 
statement this morning? We are running a little late here. 

Colonel Boyer. No, sir; I have no further statement. 

Mr. Brooks. We have respect for your judgment. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. May I ask Mr. Boyer—you don’t have to take a 
seat. As I understand it, the ROA would support an amendment to 
this bill making the readjustment pay tax-exempt? 
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Colonel Boyer. Well, no, sir. We have no mandate with reference 
to that. We leave that up to the judgement of Congress. We are 
very anxious to get this bill on the statute books, and we believe that 
by throwing in a controversial issue like that that it might cripple us 
in getting the bill enacted into law. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Now, the other question is, Does the ROA support 
an amendment to this bill that would eliminate the requirement that 
it be deducted from the retirement pay of the officers? 

Colonel Boyer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. You support that amendment? 

Colonel Boyer. 100 percent. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Thank you. 

Mr. Devereux. May I ask a question on that? 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Devereux. 

Mr. Deverevx. Supposing we decide that they would have to pay 
something back, in order to make it less attractive for a person to 
give up all of his Reserve status, or make it less attractive for an 
officer to qualify himself, if you will, for being involuntarily let out 
of the Army, what do you think might be a reasonable approach on 
that? Five percent a year, not over 5 percent a year, 7 percent, or 
10 percent? 

Colonel Boyer. Well, we, of course, would accept the decision of 
Congress on what you do. To us, it is rather unthinkable that the 
provision of this bill as outlined is to help a man readjust himself 
into civilian lif2, and by the repayment feature you are really not 
carrying out the intent of the bill; you are making him a loan without 
interest. So by a payback feature, you are in one case saying you are 
giving him readjustment pay, and in the other case, you say you are 
loaning it to him. 

Mr. Brooks. You take it out of his retirement. 

Colonel Boyer. Yes, in retirement; it is possibly more difficult 
to repay it than any other time. 

Mr. Devereux. You think it would have if we didn’t have 
payback feature that would encourage these Reserve officers not to 
participate? 

Colonel Boyer. No, sir. The individual that is on active duty 
wants to remain on active duty, if possible, because he doesn’t want 
to go out and try to readjust himself after being out of the civilian 
economy for years, and so therefore, he is not going to do anything 
to get himself separated if he could keep from it. He is going to 
deliver the goods and stay on if it is possible for him to do so. 

So I don’t think there would be encouragement whatsoever that 
he would try to get himself separated in order to get this readjust- 
ment pay. 

Mr. Brooxs. Thank you very much, Colonel. We appreciate 
your statement. You are going to be here in reference to the other 
bill, too? 

Colonel Borger. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. All right. There is no further witness on this bill. 
We will close the hearings on this bill. 

(Whereupon, at 11:10 a. m., the subcommittee proceeded to further 
business. ) 
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HovusrE oF REPRESENTATIVES, 

CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
SUBCOMMITTEE No. 1, 

Washington, D. C., Monday, July 25, 1955. 

The subcommittee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Melvin Price, member of 
the subcommittee, presiding. 

Mr. Pricer. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. Ducanpsr. Colonel Jones. 

Mr. Price. The purpose of this meeting is to get the thinking of the 
Department of Defense on suggested changes on the part of the sub- 
committee on H. R. 6725. 

Colonel, are you going to represent the Department of the Army, 
or are you appearing as a representative of the Department of Defense? 

Colonel Jongs. 1 am Lt Col. James O Jones; yes, sir, and I will to 
the best of my ability. There are other service representatives here 
from each of the services, Army, Navy, Air Forces, and Marine Corps, 
and from the Department of Defense proper. I happen to be an Army 
representative. I will carry the ball to the best of my ability, and we 
may have to call on other individuals for certain questions if they have 
the detailed answer to them. 

Mr. Price. You are appearing this morning as a representative of 
the Department of Defense? 

Colonel Jonzs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Price. You have been advised of the suggested changes in 
this legislation, reflecting the thinking of the subcommittee up to 
this point? 

Colonel Jones. In a very broad way only; sir. I have been ad- 
vised of the concern of this committee on the payback provisions of 
the bill, as to whether or not there should or should not be any change 
to the payback provisions as now written in, and also as to the pos- 
sible retroactive features that were under consideration. 

Mr. Price. You have a prepared statement to make on these 
points? 

Colonel Jonrs. No, sir; I do not have a prepared statement. I 
did not understand that it was to be firm enough; that we are to have 
an exact position. However, Lieutenant Colonel Benade, of OSD, 
does have a Defense position on the broad aspects of the payback 
provision and the retroactive features, and I am sure he can give us 
the official OSD position on those two points. 

Mr. Price. Well, will you proceed with whatever statement you 
desire to make this morning on the suggested changes? 

Colonel Jones. Mr. Ducander indicated just before the session 
opened that there was some concern or some consideration being 
given to revising the retroactive, or rather the readjustment pay 
scale. As the bill is now written, it is on the basis of an officer who 
is separated involuntarily being entitled to readjustment pay to the 
extent of one-half of 1 month’s active-duty pay for each year of 
active service he has up through the 10th year and then 1 month’s 
active-duty pay thereafter. 

As I understand the proposal, it is that that be revised to one-half 
of a month’s pay straight through, irrespective of his length of active 
service and cutting off at the end of the 17th year. 

Mr. Price. That is correct. 
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Colonel Jones. We have some very broad brush figures that we 
gathered together here in the last few minutes, to give only an approx- 
imation of the cost involved under that proposed change. 

Mr. Price. That proposed change, however, is tied with the further 
change that none of these funds would then come out of retirement 
pay? 

Colonel Jones. That is right, sir. 

The estimated figures, as best we have been able to come up with— 
and we certainly can verify this in detail if the committee would like 
and send them over to be read in the record—is that that proposal 
would save somewhere in the vicinity of $400,000 out of the total 
estimated cost for fiscal year 1956. That is only about $400,000, out 
of the overall estimated cost of $5,601,000. 

So that the savings of reducing that pay scale is not as great as 
might be anticipated. The reason is that in our 1956 separations, 
upon which we based our estimated cost, the number of individuals 
being separated with higher periods of service or longer periods of 
service are not too great. 

There are some. We do feel, however, that those individuals who 
do have longer periods of service have invested considerably more 
in a service career. They built up greater equity. They have a 
great deal more to lose. They are the individuals that we hear most 
from. A man who has been separated with 14 or 15 years of service, 
for example, we hear a great deal more from than we do the man 
with shorter periods of service. It is harder for that man with longer 
periods of service to readjust to civilian life. He has been out a lot 
longer. 

With those things in mind, it was the feeling of the Department of 
Defense when this bill was proposed that we should increase the rate 
of pay that the individual would be entitled to when he crosses the 
10-year point. That is recognized in certain other policies along the 
line of disability severance pay, for example, which entitles a man 
to no severance pay if he is released by reason of physical disqualifica- 
tion if he has less than 8 years of service. 

If he has over 8 years of service, however, then he gets a straight- 
line amount, to the extent of 2 months active duty pay for each year 
of service he might have, with an overall limit, however, of 24 months, 
or 2 years total active duty pay he would be entitled to. 

Roughly, the same provision is true with officers who are separated 
by reason of promotion passover, regular officers. 

So it would appear to us that perhaps the savings in money by 
this proposed change are not sufficient to offset the loss in good will 
that we might get from releasing these officers with long periods of 
service with lesser amounts of money than they otherwise would get. 

For example, to use an example on the figures: the way the bill is 
now written, a colonel who is separated with an average of 14 years 
of active service would be entitled to about $6,950, in round figures, 
of readjustment pay. By revising that scale to one-half month’s pay 
straight through, he would be entitled to only about $5,400, or about 
$1,500 less for that particular individual. Yet that is the man who 
perhaps has most to lose by being separated involuntarily. He has 
a lot invested in his career. 

I believe that is about all I could offer on that particular point. I 
am sure the committee would like to have the OSD position on the 
payback and retroactive clause. 
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Mr. Price. The committee thinking, however, was that we thought 
in the interest of the officer, to protect his retirement—how would 
you address yourself to that point, that we took or made this change 
in the immediate payments, taking a half-month across the board 
all the way through, with the idea of then protecting him on his retire- 
ment, so none of this would come out of his retirement pay. 

In the case of this colonel, how do you think that he would be 
affected in the overall picture, when he reaches his retirement age? 

Colonel Jones. The payback proposal in actual percentage of his 
retired pay at any one time would not be too great. 

We prepared some examples of retired pay that an individual would 
be entitled to if released at certain periods of service, and comparing 
that to the readjustment pay he would draw and how much he would 
have deducted from his retired pay if he paid back the readjustment 
pay as now proposed in the bill. 

I do not have an example for the grade of colonel. I do have an 
example, however, for an officer serving in the grade of lieutenant 
colonel, who is separated after 15 years of active service and who later 
becomes entitled to retired pay at age 60. His readjustment pay 
would amount to about $5,616. His retired pay, monthly, would 
amount to almost $218 per month. He would pay back this readjust- 
ment pay at the rate of $26.67 per month for so long as he might live, 
or paying back at the rate of a little more than 10 percent of his re- 
tired pay that he would be drawing. 

Officers who are separated in lower grades and who might later 
qualify under title II, based on active duty service—for example, a 
man who is separated involuntarily and stays on active duty as an 
enlisted man for a considerable period more and eventually qualifies 
for retirement on the basis of 20 years of active service, might be re- 
tiring at a younger age. He would have a greater life expectancy. 
He would pay his readjustment pay costs back over a greater period of 
time. And in the case of the percentage that he would have deducted 
from his readjustment pay, it would be much less. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Devereux. 

Mr. Devereux. Supposing in the case of that lieutenant colonel— 
you said his readjustment pay would be $5,000? 

Colonel Jonss. Yes, sir; $5,616 on the example we used. 

Mr. Deverevx. All right. Now, he would pay back, after the 
age of 60—— 

Colonel Jones. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. About how much per month? 

Colonel Jones. About $26—well, $26.67 was the exact figure we 
had here. That would be out of the $217.83 per month that he would 
be drawing retired pay. 

Mr. Jounson. How much would he get per month? Pardon me. 

Colonel Jones. He would be drawing in retired pay, sir, about 
$217, or $217.83, to be exact. 

Mr. Jounson. From age 60, on? 

Colonel Jonrs. From age 60, on. 

Mr. Devereux. What is his life expectancy? 

Colonel Jones. His life expectancy is approximately 174 years. 

Mr. Devereux. What does that amount to, then, that he would 
pay back? 
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Colonel Jonrs. Well, that is assuming that he pay back all of that. 
He lives for 17% years after he retires and thus pays back all the 
readjustment pay. 

Mr. Devereux. He would pay back all, then? 

Colonel Jones. That is right. In other words, if he lives, as the 
actuarial tables would indicate that the average individual would, 
then he would pay all of it back. Of course, if he should die at an 
earlier age, then he pays back only this $26.67 per month for so long 
as he lives. 

Mr. Devereux. Yes. Under the proposal of a half a month 
throughout the entire period, how much less would he draw for 
readjustment? 

Colonel Jones. I can’t answer that exactly, sir. However, the 
example was based on 15 years of active service. So under the current 
pay scale, he would be drawing 10 months active duty pay as the bill 
is now written. 

Under the proposed change, he would be drawing 7% months’ pay. 
So there is about 2% months’ pay less, readjustment pay, that he 
would be entitled to. That, using the current pay scales, for lieutenant 
colonel with over 15 years—over 14 years of service, is $561 a month. 

So we are running upwards of $1,300 less readjustment pay that 
he would be entitled to under the proposal that the committee is 
now considering. 

Mr. Devereux. Do you think that that would make so much 
difference to a man, at that period of his life, if he got $1,300 less? 
And wouldn’t that, looking forward to a greater retirement, where he 
did not have to pay anything back, be more encouraging to having 
him participate in a Reserve program so he would gain his points 
for retirement? 

Colonel Jonzs. I can only state a personal opinion, sir. It is my 
reaction that all too many people consider the old bird in the hand 
worth two in the bush idea; that he would prefer the larger amount 
now than a reduced amount later. 

However, on the other hand, a sound-thinking individual at that 
age and length of service should be thinking very seriously about his 
retirement. It depends a lot on the individual’s own reaction. 

Mr. Devereux. What would be the average age of the lieutenant 
colonel with 15 years service? 

Colonel Jones. That varies considerably because we have a large 
number of lieutenant colonels, officers of all grades, who have entered 
at relatively high ages during World War II. Statistically, I don’t 
know what the average age for a lieutenant colonel with 15 years of 
service is, but I would guesstimate, if I may qualify it on that basis, 
that somewhere in the vicinity of 40 to 45 would be the age. It is 
taking it across the board. You certainly have many that are 
younger and many that are older. 

Mr. Devereux. Well, I would just like to make the observation 
that it seems to me that readjustment pay of less than $5,600—as a 
matter of fact, it is about $300? 

Colonel Jongs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Deverevx. Is a pretty nice sort of a readjustment that you 
would not get in civil life, I do not believe, for that length of service in 
any organization. And then with this provision looking forward to 
those older men—and I think it is very sound to take care of them 
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even if they don’t think of themselves. Maybe they want the bird 
in the hand. And then of course the question of encouraging people 
to go ahead and work for their retirement and keeping up with the 
Reserves. 

Colonel Jones. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. Which I believe is a very important thing, Mr. 
Chairman, for us to consider. 

Mr. Price. That was the thinking of the committee. 

We appreciate the time of the Depariment on this. 

Colonel Jones. If I might suggest, sir, I think it might be well at 
this time for the OSD representative, on that particular point, to 
state what the OSD reaction would be toward this payback provi- 
sion, and perhaps the retroactive cost. I suspect it will come up 
more in detail in a moment. And then I will be happy to continue. 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman, I have a question of this witness. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Johnson. 

Mr. Jounson. As I figured it out, if this man goes to retirement, 
he would collect—I don’t know if my figures are right, and I want 
you to help me so we can get it in the record if we can. At $217 a 
month, that would be $2,604 a year retirement pay. 

Colonel Jonzs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. And at 17 years, it would be $31,268 that he would 
get. So assuming—— 

Colonel Jones. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. So assuming the man was in farily good health at 
60 and had a chance to live out his anticipated life according to the 
tables, he would fare very well, in my opinion. 

Colonel Jonzs. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Jonnson. Now, when we passed Public Law 810, what we 
had in mind, as I remember it—and I sat through all the hearings— 
the major thing that we wanted was to hold men in the Reserve over 
prolonged periods, because we felt their usefulness became accelerated 
if we kept them in long periods of time. Of course, the only difficulty 
with this thinking is that in the event that he should die, his wife gets 
nothing, as I understand it. Is that correct, Mr. Ducander? 

Mr. Ducanper. Under Public Law 810? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes. 

Mr. DucanpeEr. His wife gets nothing. Unless he has selected an 
option under the Servicemen’s Contingency Option Act. 

Colonel Jonss. That is correct. 

Mr. Jounson. We had that up. He could select that option. 

Mr. Ducanpsr. Yes. 

Mr. Jounson. Then his wife would get something. They would 
get a smaller amount, but it would go over the life of both of them. 

It seems to me if officers could get that in mind and make the 
selection, perhaps to stay in for a long time, until they qualified over 
the 20-year span, that the taking of retirement would be by far the 
preferable one. That would be my sort of outlook on it. 

What do you think about it? 

Colonel Jones. It certainly should, sir. And I believe with the 
high-type individual —he is going to weight his thinking more heavily 
in the direction of taking care of himself when he becomes eligible for 
retirement, and certainly it is the position of the Department of 
Defense—and it is one of the very basic principles that this bill was 
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based upon—is that we want to keep the longer service individual 
to continue this continuity of service and reduce this personnel turn- 
over. And it is this longer service individual—-of course it is with 
that thinking in mind partially that the higher pay scale of 1 month’s 
active duty pay for each year of service over 10 was based upon— 
that if the man stays with us that long, he is a very valuable man to 
us in many cases, and that by having more severance pay, he can 
earn by staying on active duty a few more years, we encourage that 
man to stay more so than we would if he accumulates readjustment 
pay at the same old rate. 

Mr. Jounson. Do you have any figures or any data that shows 
how many there are now getting retirement pay under Public Law 810? 

Colonel Jonrs. No, sir, 1do not. Iam sure that that information, 
however, could be made available. 

Mr. Jounson. Would it be possible to find out? 

Colonel Jongs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jonnson. And also whether or not it is building up? 

Colonel Jones. Of course, looking to the future, we can only supply 
estimates, of course. We know that the number of people who are 
going to become eligible under title 3 is certainly building up rapidly 
and will over a period of time as more and more people complete —— 

Mr. Jounson. I think the amendments in ROPA also help out a 
little bit. 

Colonel Jones. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Price. General Devereux. 

Mr. Devereux. As a matter of fact, from the purely dollars- 
and-cents point of view, you don’t want to encourage these people 
to continue with their Reserve obligations and give a higher severance 
pay to them and let them toss in the sponge and never work for retire- 
ment. Then we, as the Federal Government, would not be respon- 
sible for paying out something like an average of $31,000 in retired 
pay after they built it up. So it is not a completely one-way picture 
at all. 

Mr. Price. That is right. 

Colonel—— 

Colonel Jonrs. That is certainly true, sir. 

Mr. Price. Colonel, you commented now on the half-month pay- 
ment and the payback provision. Will you comment on the other 
two changes that the committee has been thinking about? 

Colonel Jongs. Yes, sir. I would like to ask Lieutenant Colonel 
Benade, who has a clearer OSD position on that point, because it was 
worked out over the weekend, than I do, to take the stand at this time, 
and I will be happy to return. 

Mr. Price. All right. Will you call the next witness, then? 

Mr. Ducanpsr. Colonel Benade. 

Colonel Benapre. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, my 
name is Lieutenant Colonel Benade, and I am from the Office of the 
Secretary of Defense. 

I am not sure that I can contribute much. But the last two ques- 
tions that were presented concern the position of the Department of 
Defense with regard to the possible elimination or revision of the bill 
to eliminate the payback feature of this readjustment pay. 

It is the view of the Department of Defense that the payback 
feature should be retained in the bill. It was not intended, however, 
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or desired that repayment in the manner provided for in the bill 
operate as a hardship on the individual. Neither was it intended nor 
expected that the repayment feature would militate against the 
individual concerned in continuing to participate in Reserve activities. 

The basis and mode of the repayment were considered fair and 
equitable. However, if the menbers of the committee feel that some 
additional safeguard should be inserted in the bill with regard to 
repayment, the Department of Defense would have no objection. 

I might clarify that point, sir, if I may. It is the view of the 
Department of Defense that the percentage feature, that the fact that 
the amount of repayment would be based on the actuarial scales, 
would insure that the amount being repaid by the individual was a 
small enough amount that no hardship would be imposed in the 
repayment of that comparatively small percentage. But if the com- 
mittee feels that something more specific should be spelled out limiting 
the amount that can be retaken from the man each month, the De- 
partment of Defense would have no objection. 

Now, with regard to the position of the Department of Defense 
with regard to making the bill retroactive to a date, sav, either of 
January 1, 1955, or April 1, 1955, both of which dates have been 
mentioned in previous hearings on this bill, it is the view of the 
Department of Defense that the bill should operate prospectively, 
that is, effective from the date of its enactment. 

As indicated to the committee by previous witnesses, no funds were 
provided for in the Department of Defense budget for fiscal year 1956 
to cover the additional costs that were to be made retroactive in effect. 
Accordingly, if the bill were to be made retroactive, it would probably 
be necessary for the Department of Defense to seek additional appro- 
priations to cover this cost. 

Mr. Price. Any questions? 

Mr. Devereux. What would the view of the Department be if we 
paid separation pay or readjustment pay in a lesser amount than in 
the future, such as supposing we said arbitrarily we will make it 
retroactive to July 1, 1954, and instead of paying the full amount, 
say we pay 50 percent of the amount that he might have been entitled 
to under the thinking of the bill today? 

Colonel Benape. I would like to state first, sir, that my answer to 
that would necessarily be a personal one, again, because that par- 
ticular point was not discussed in the Department of Defense. 

Purely as a personal opinion, sir, my thinking is along the lines of 
that already stated by Colonel Jones. I believe that the length of 
service that the individual has already served should be an important 
index to the amount that he receives, rather than a straight-line 
method such as has been proposed here, of one-half of 1 month’s pay 
regardless of the length of service that the individual has given. 

I would like to emphasize, if I may, sir, the fact that the scale was 
carefully calculated in the Department of Defense, for the reasons 
already given to the committee; that is, that the amount should be 
one which would neither encourage a man to look forward to being 
separated involuntarily, but at the same time it should be an amount 
sufficient to accomplish the intended purpose, which is to assist the 
man in becoming readjusted in civil life and to become—if he were 
to be a professional man, for example, the time that must necessarily 
elapse before he could build up, say, a practice or a clientele if he 
were a lawyer or if he were an engineer. 
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In the case of those officers who have no profession but who must 
seek employment, many times it involves a relocation in an entirely 
new part of the country, and it involves the attendant expenses while 
the man is seeking employment and he perhaps might have to start 
from the bottom and work up to a scale of living for his family which 
would begin to compare to what he was earning previously while he 
was a member of the military forces. 

A great deal «f consideration was given to that, sir, and a great deal 
of opinion was considered. And the scale as is now written into the 
bill represents the considered viewpoint of the Department of Defense. 
And, as I say, the opinion is purely a personal one with me, sir, but I 
would be inclined to think that the Department of Defense would 
favor, continue to favor the present features of the bill. 

Mr. Devereux. Without any retroactive readjustment? 

Colonel BENADE. No, sir. 

I would like to clarify that also. The position of the Department 
of Defense that the bill should operate prospectively is purely a 
budgetary one. The Department of Defense recognizes the merit in 
making the bill retroactive perhaps within a reasonable degree. But 
as I have indicated, sir, there were no funds provided for in the 1956 
budget for the Department of Defense and consequently the retro- 
active veature of the bill would present a problem, and it might be 
be necessary, depending on the amount of money involved, sir— 
probably would be necessary for the Department of Defense to seek 
additional funds to cover the additional cost involved. 

Mr. Price. Of course that only presents a problem as long as it 
would take to get a supplemental appropriation. 

Colonel Benape. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JoHNson. Compared to the total budget of the Department 
of Defense, it is just a speck on the horizon, isn’t it? 

Colonel Brenape. I realize the amount is a very small one overall, 
sir, but 

Mr. Price. What does the Department estimate the amount 
would be? 

Colonel BenapE. Well, sir, the committee, I believe, has already 
been provided figures, that if the bill were to be made retroactive to 
January 1, 1955, the amount would be in excess of $5 million. Is 
that correct? 

Colonel Jones. That is right. 

Colonel Benapr. And I have no idea, sir, what the cost of the bill 
would be if it were to be made retroactive, for exemple, to 1 July 
of 1954, as I believe Mr. Devereux has just proposed. 

Mr. Ducanper. I can put those figures in the record right now, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Price. I think it would be advisable to put those figures in 
the record. 

Mr. Ducanprr. The Department advises that if the bill is made 
retroactive to July 1, 1954, that the total cost would be $12,674,068, 
and would involve 5,081 individuals. 

Colonel Benapr. The figure I have I have here, sir, just given to 
me by Colonel Jones, which indicates that if the bill were to be made 
retroactive to 1 July 1954, that the cost would be $12,674,088, sir. 

Mr. WickrrsHam. Just the figure Mr. Ducander gave. 

Mr. Price. It is the identical figure. 
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Any further questions? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Price. Colonel, I don’t think you commented on the suggested 
change on page 2, line 8 of the bill, paragraph (2), where ‘‘one month’s 
basic pay’’—which of course would be changed to half a month—‘“‘of 
that grade for each year of active warrant or commissioned service 
beginning with the eleventh year and ending at the close of the 
twentieth year’’—according to the original bill, and the committee 
suggested changing that to the 17th year. Do you have any comment 
on that change? 

Colonel Benape. I believe, sir, that that would be acceptable 
because, as has been brought out in testimony before this committee 
previously, it is the policy of the departments to retain on service an 
individual who has completed 18 years of service, barring any moral 
or professional dereliction on the part of the individual, and the change 
proposed by the committee, as I understand it, would have the effect 
of providing coverage for the individual up to and including the 
completion of 17 full years of service. That would then move him 
into the 18-year bracket, and he would then be covered by the policy 
of the military departments not to release him, in the absence of 
professional or moral dereliction. 

I believe in those cases, if you were to assume an individual who 
would be released with service between 18 and 20 years, that the 
extra month’s pay, whatever might be involved, or 2 months of pay, 
would not be an essential. Because presumably the reason for his 
release in the first place was some action or actions on his part which 
made the military services feel that notwithstanding his long service, 
he should not receive the extra compensation. 

Mr. Price. Well, that corresponds to the reasoning and thinking 
of the committee. 

Mr. Devereux. Didn’t we have a question, Mr. Chairman, as to 
whether or not it would be a result of a board or a court-martial that 
he would be relieved of active duty involuntarily between—for his 
18 and 19—— 

Colonel Brenapr. 18- and 20-year? 

Mr. Devereux. Yes. 

Colonel Benapr. Well, there are several methods, sir, by which 
a man can be released between his 18th and 20th year. Of course, 
as a result of court-martial, that can happen at any phase of a man’s 
service. Otherwise, there are several other administrative methods 
by which an individual can be released. But I would like to remind 
the committee, if I may, that the bill provides a safeguard that such 
an individual not be released without the personal approval of the 
Secretary of the Department concerned. 

Continuing now as to the methods which might be followed, of 
course if the individual is on a category statement and his category 
were to expire, it would require the military services to renew his 
category. Otherwise, he would be involuntarily released. 

Or if his performance is substandard and does not measure up and 
is of such low caliber that the Departments feel that the officer 
should be released from service, then a board would screen the re- 
cords of the individual ard would make a recommendation for his 
retention or for his release, as the case might be. 
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Mr. Devereux. As a matter of fact, he would be better off under 
a board like that than he would be under a court-martial, would he 
not? 

Colonel Benapr. Oh, yes, sir; very much so. 

Mr. Deverevx. Because he would retain, then, his retirement and 
his service rights. 

Colonel Brenape. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. And all of that sort of thing. 

Colonel Benape. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Price. Do you have any questions? 

Mr. Ducanprer. Mr. Chairman, the subcommittee didn’t under- 
stand, either, when they met last, what was meant by the severance 
pay at the top of page 3. 

Mr. Price. Yes; that is right. 

Mr. Ducanper. Can you give us an example of that? 

Colonel Brenape. If the committee will pardon me for a moment, 
sir. I do not have a copy of the bill, and I would like to check the 
bill. 

Mr. Ducanprer. Maybe Colonel Jones can help us with that. 

Mr. Price. Here is a copy {hands}. 

Mr. Ducanper. Here is an extra copy, Colonel [hands]. 

Colonel Benave. If you please, sir, | would like to pass that ques- 
tion to Colonel Jones, who is the better qualified one to speak on the 
bill than I am. 

Mr. Price. Colonel Jones. 

Colonel Jones. That particular clause at the top of page 3 in the bill, 
readjustment pay under this section or severance pay, but not both, 
might apply to two types of so-called severance pay: First, the sever- 
ance pay that an individual receives if he is separated by reason of 
physical disability under the Career Compensation Act, the severance 
pay he would receive under the Career Compensation Act, provided 
he was being separated prior to eligibility for retirement or with a per- 
centage of disability that was so low as not to qualify him for disability 
retirement as such. 

We also have a type of severance pay provided by the Armed Forces 
Reserve Act of 1952 in reference to active duty agreements, wherein if 
an individual is serving on active duty agreement under the provision 
of the Reserve Act and is separated prior to the termination of that 
agreement period that he is serving under, he is entitled to separation 
or severance pay in the amount of 1 month’s active duty pay for each 
year remaining in the agreement that might not have been completed 
before he is separated. 

Mr. Ducanpber. But that is taken care of on page 4, is it not? 

Colonel Jones. That is correct. And it would appear to me off- 
hand—and I am not a technical expert in the writing of laws—that 
there is some duplication between that particular little clause and the 
clause later down that makes a specific mention of the pay under the 
active duty agreements idea, wherein the man may choose one or the 
other but not both. 

Mr. Price. That is what occurred to us, Colonel. We have never 
been able to straighten it out in our own minds. That is the reason 
we have asked you to comment on it. 

Colonel Jones. It would appear to me that there is some duplication. 
However, this little section, subsection (5) at the bottom of page 2, 
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and continuing on to page 3, is somewhat of a savings clause to me; 
that if in the event the man should be entitled to any other type of 
service pay, then to make sure that he doesn’t get both; that he gets 
one or the other. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Well, the duplication is not going to do any harm. 

Colonel Jones. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. As a matter of fact, as somebody reading the law 
would hope, if it does represent repetition, he may have a better 
understanding of his savings clause in general. 

Colonel Jones. That is right, sir. 

Mr. WickersHam. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask one question. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Wickersham. 

Mr. WickersHaM. What is the position of the Department relative 
to this retroactive for 6 months or 1 year? What is your position 
on it? 

Colonel Jones. That was the question that Colonel Benade was 
testifying to when you came in just a moment ago, sir. The Depart- 
ment of Defense is not particularly opposed to it, as I understand, 
and this position was worked out over the weekend, and I didn’t get 
all of the details myself. But it points out that the existing defense 
budget does not include the money to take care of the proposed retro- 
active feature, and that if the bill is made retroactive, it is very 
probable that an additional appropriation will have to be requested. 

Mr. WickersHaM. Thank you. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. On page 2 there, paragraph (3), it says: 

Under regulations prescribed by the Secretary of Defense, a Reserve officer 
released from active duty because of moral er professional dereliction of duty— 
and so forth. How would that be brought about? 

Colonel Jones. By and large, by board action. In fact, I believe 
we can state without question by board action. In the Army, for 
example, through what we commonly refer to as our “show cause 
elimination procedure’’—— 

(Mr. Van Zandt nods.) 

Colonel Jones (continuing). In which an individual, before he can 
be eliminated due to substandard performance, and so forth, is 
processed by a board of senior officers, and he has a chance to present 
his side of the case, and so forth, or of course court-martial type 
action, or an individual might, for example, resign in lieu of being 
boarded or court-martialed. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. It cannot be accomplished, however, alone on a 
set of orders? 

Colonel Jones. No, sir. 

Mr. Price. Well, Colonel, we were disturbed by the use of the 
word “professional” because we thought, at least some of us thought, 
that if it were a mere release from active duty because of inadequate 
efficiency reports, and so forth, we didn’t think that in all cases a 
man should be deprived of entitlement under this act. 

Colonel Jones. That is not intended, sir. It is intended primarily 
to cover the man who in effect is released from the service because he 
is very substandard. He gets involved in moral difficulties or he 
makes a false official statement, and things of that type, that are of 
sufficiently serious nature that he falls below professional standards, 
more of an ethical nature, and so forth, and not related to efficiency. 
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Mr. Price. We were disturbed by the use of the word “‘professional”’ 
because we thought it could be carried to that extreme and it would 
be an efficiency matter rather than a moral matter, and in many cases 
could result in court-martial action. 

Colonel Jones. That certainly was not intended in this particular 
provision of the bill, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. This practice is in effect today, is it not? 

Colonel Jones. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. That is right. 

Colonel Jones. Of separating officers through board action or court- 
martial action. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. It is nothing new. 

Colonel Jonges. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Zannpt. Now, Mr. Chairman, we had a question on 
paragraph (6): 

A Reserve officer who upon release from active duty would be eligible for dis- 
ability compensation under laws administered by the Veternas’ Administration. 
However, such an officer may elect to receive either readjustment pay under this 
section or disability compensation under laws administered by the Veterans’ 
Administration, but not both. 

Would you explain just what you'mean there? 

Colonel Jones. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanptr. What the language provides for. 

Colonel Jones. The Career Compensation Act provides that if a 
man is separated for physical disability reasons, if he has a percentage 
of disability of 30 percent or more, he is retired for physical disability. 

if, on the other hand, he is considered below minimum standards 
physicalwise for retention on active duty but of such a nature that 
that percentage of disability is less than 30 percent, then he is not 
entitled to retirement, as such. 

On the other hand, if he is so forced out because of that, if he has over 
8 years of service, he is entitled under the Career Compensation Act 
to severance pay, at the rate of 2 months’ active duty pay for each 
year of service he may have, with a limit, however, of 24 months’ 
active duty pay that he might draw under that severance pay pro- 
vision. 

So in most cases a man who is being separated because of physical 
reasons would be entitled to considerably more for that reason than 
he would under the readjustment pay proposal. But I suppose it 
could happen that the reverse would be true and the man is being 
given the alternative of taking one or the other and, more importantly, 
that he cannot receive both. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. In other words, Colonel, it is possible for an 
officer to have a percentage of disability that does not entitle him to 
retirement benefits; is that right? 

Colonel Jones. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. And in that event he then goes to the Veterans’ 
Administration and files a claim and he may be awarded benefits by 
the Veterans’ Administration. Or, as you said, he may have less 
than 8 years of duty; is that right, 8 years of duty, 8 years of service? 

Colonel Jones. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. And he can collect a severance pay of 2 months 
for each year; is that right? 

Colonel Jones. Except it goes just the reverse; if he has over 8 
years of service— 
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Mr. Van Zanpr. Eight years. 

Colonel Jones. He can collect severance pay. If he has less than 
8 years’ service, he gets nothing as far as severance is concerned. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Now, in the event he is entitled to this readjust- 
ment pay, he may elect to take then | of the 3? 

Colonel Jones. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. That is right. 

Mr. Ducanper. But you notice, Mr. Van Zandt, if he elects to 
take the readjustment pay, he must pay it back, if he is later disabled, 
out of disability compensation. 

Colonel Jonus. He might reenter the service, for example, at some 
later date and become disabled, in which case he would pay it back. 

Mr. Ducanprr. That seems to be a little inequitable, when a per- 
son is getting disability pay and then has to pay back the readjust- 
ment pay out of his disability compensation, when he probably would 
need it the most. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Now, today, Colonel, an officer who is receiving 
benefits from the Veterans’ Administration by reason of a service- 
incurred disability and otherwise he is fit for active duty, and he is 
recalled to active duty—all he does then is to waive the benefits that 
he receives or is receiving from the Veterans’ Administration, and he 
is immediately eligible then to take up active duty; is that correct? 

Colonel Jonus. I am not prepared to answer in detail on that. 
However, | am not familiar with cases wherein an officer is called back 
under those circumstances. If an individual- 

Mr. Ducanpmr. Oh, ves, Colonel. 

Colonel Jones. Is separated because of a comparatively temporary 
disability, he goes on the temporary disability retired list. But this 
would be retired people. Then later that disability may be removed 
and he may reenter active duty. With that exception, I don’t know 
of circumstances wherein the mdividual is coming back. I suppose 
if later on he does become physically fit again, he certainly could, if 
he is otherwise eligible. 

Mr. Ducanper. We passed a bill in this Congress to allow them to 
waive it when they come back to active duty. That is Public Law 
115 of this Congress, I believe. ; 

Mr. Van Zanpt. That is right. I think you will find they have 
that authority, and the benefits are waived, and the man or officer 
concerned becomes eligible again for those benefits when he leaves 
active duty. Is that right? 

Mr. Ducanper. Right. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. I agree with Mr. Ducander. I think there is 
an inequity here when you require this officer to return the benefits 
that he has received. 

Mr. Ducanper. Of course this is true, isn’t it, Colonel, for regular 
officers who go out with severance pay? If they later become dis- 
abled, they have to pay back their severance pay. Is that true 
or not? 

Colonel Jones. Not to my knowledge, sir. There is no provision 
in the law that entitles them to severance pay that would require 
that they later pay it back. Iam not familiar with there being other 
provisions of law that would require it. However, I cannot answer 
positively on that. 

Mr. Ducanprer. I thought I had been informed. I may be wrong 
about that. 
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Colonel Jonzs. I see. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. As I understand this, Colonel, Colonel X elects 
to receive readjustment pay, and through same he rehabilitates him- 
self or readjusts himself, we will say, and then he finds that he is 
eligible for benefits under the laws administered by the Veterans’ 
Administration, and he receives those monthly benefits, but before 
being entitled to same, he has to return to the Government the pay 
that he received in the form of readjustment pay; is that right? 

Colonel Jones. That is right. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. That is a proper interpretation? 

Colonel Jones. That is the intent of this provision. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. In other words, then, we are asking him to return 
to the Government the money that he actually received to readjust 
or rehabilitate himself. 

Colonel Jones. It is based primarily on the thought that the man 
shouldn’t receive double compensation for any one period, and if he 
later should draw disability compensation for that same period, there 
would be a certain amount of double compensation. As I understand 
it, that was a budgetary implication that was in fact inserted during 
the processing of this proposal through the Bureau of the Budget 
channels and so forth. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. I don’t know. They paid to the veterans of 
World War I adjusted-compensation certificate. I picked up about 
$1,600 for my service and let it ride. And when I collected it, it 
amounted to $2,200. And that did not deny me the right to collect 
VA benefits if I had a service-connected disability. Now, the adjusted- 
compensation certificates were awarded to veterans of World War I 
for the purpose of assisting them to rehabilitate themselves, and so 
forth. So there is your precedent. 

I can’t see why we should call upon this officer of today to return 
that readjustment pay when we didn’t call upon others to do it, of 
World War I, and in World War II they got a separation bonus and 
that hasn’t been—they do not require them to return it in the event 
they collect Veterans’ Administration benefits. 

Mr. Jonnson. Of course we waited a long time to get that. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. You mean in World War I? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Yes, we waited a number of years. 

Mr. Jounson. First they gave us paid-up life-insurance policies. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. That is right. 

Mr. Jounson. I bought a dining-room set with my money, with 
my bonus money, and I still have it. 

Mr. Price. Are there any further questions? 

(No response.) 

Mr. Price. Mr. Ducander, you have anything further to ‘clarify? 

Mr. Ducanper. No, sir; 1 think we have the Department’s position 
now on the questions that were troubling the subcommittee, and also 
on the tentative agreements reached by the subcommittee. 

Mr. Price. Do you have any other witnesses? 

Mr. Ducanper. No, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. How about the ROA? Do they have any com- 
ments to make? 

Mr. Ducanper. Colonel Chambers is here. Do you have any 
comments, Joe? 
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Colonel CuamsBers. No. We have no comments to offer, except 
to say this—-—— 

I am Colonel Chambers, of the Reserve Officers Association. 

Mr. Chairman, we have had the opportunity to study the tentative 
agreements that have been reached within the committee, and the 
association is in accord with those changes. 

I would like to comment, if I could for just one moment, on this last 
discussion that we had here concerning the payments in relation to the 
man who has received readjustment pay. 

There are many who are receiving payments from the Veterans’ 
Administration who have for the last 5 years and will now permanently 
be permitted to waive those payments ‘and serve in the Reserves, who 
we fully expect will be ordered to active duty in the event we go to war. 
That is why the Congress enacted it. 

It would appear to me that under this bill, as written, that if they 
were subsequently reinjured or picked up service-connected disabili- 
ties, that they would have to repay this readjustment pay that was 
given them based on past service. I think that the questions raised 
are sound, and it might be that some adjustment is needed on that 
part of the bill. 

With those comments, sir, the ROA is most anxious that whatever 
in your wisdom you decide to report out be reported out, and we 
thank you for the courtesy that you gave Colonel Boyer when he was 
before you. 

Mr. Pricer. I understand you to say, though, that you are in 
general accord with the suggested changes that the committee has 
made? 

Colonel CHAmBErs. Yes, sir. 

We recognize the implications of reducing these payments from the 
graduated scale to making it a flat half-month’s payment for all hands. 
But, Mr. Chairman, this bill has been allowed to hang fire much too 
long—not by Congress, but over a year ago the Department of 
Defense promised to have it up here, because they were separating 
rather a goodly number of officers, many of them who had served 
faithfully over a great many years. For reasons probably that 
no one can point to in detail, the fact remains that the bill didn’t 
come up here until just recently. During that period of time, when 
they said it was coming up and when it actually did come up, several 
thousands of officers—and I think the figure of 5,000 is about right— 
were separated. We believe that the retroactive aspects of it are com- 
pletely meritorious. I know that, for instance, in the Marine Corps 
they have had rather a drastic reduction in force during this current 
fiscal year—or during the past fiscal year. We think—and we know of 
many, many cases of officers who have suffered great personal hard- 
ship—in many cases they thought they were going to be retained. 
Actually, in the Army some of them had categories. In the Marine 
Corps they didn’t have contracts at that time, but some of the officers, 
while they knew that their term of service would run out and would 
have to be renewed, everybody was hoping that when the boards met 
to make these agreements that they would be selected to be retained. 
And many of them weren’t. 

So we think that the retroactive features are perfectly sound and 
if, in order to pay for that, you have to cut back on the other pay- 
ments, we are in accord with it. 
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Mr. Jounson. Colonel, when you say ‘‘retoractive,’’ what date are 
you thinking about? 

Colonel CuamBers. Well, we recommend, sir, if you will recall in 
Colonel Boyer’s testiomny, that it be made retroactive to the end of 
the Korean war. It is our understanding that the committee has 
been discussing July 1, 1954. We recognize that wherever you cut 
off there are going to be inequities. That would have been true had 
you cut off at the end of the Korean war. We think that that has 
got to be left to the best judgment of the committee as to where you 
can give equity to the most in light of the increased cost. 

We understood that if we went back to the end of the Korean war 
that the costs would have been several times the $12 million that has 
been stated here this morning. 

Mr. Van Zanptr. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Prick. Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Off the record. 

(Diseussion off the record.) 

Mr. Price. Any further questions? 

Mr. Devereux. Yes. 

Mr. Pricer. General Devereux. 

Mr. Devereux. What would your thinking be on a graduated 
scale so far as retroactive compensation is concerned? 

Colonel Cuampers. By that you mean, sir, that perhaps on a ret- 
roactive basis you would give them, say, 50 percent or something of 
that kind? 

Mr. Devereux. Say 50 percent for fiscal 1955; 25 percent for fiscal 
1953; back to the end of the Korean war. 

Colonel Cuampers. Well, Mr. Congressman, I think that we are 
in the position of saying that anything you pass is better than the 
present situation. However, we believe that the merits of the case 
for retroactivity are such that the effective date of the bill should be 
retroactive and not purely prospective. And if you decided to put it 
on a retroaciive basis, why fine, we would certainly accept that. 
But it would appear to us that the very factors—that unless you are 
looking strictly to the dollars of it, that led you to the decision to make 
it retroactive in any degree, we would support a decision to give them 
the full amount. 

Mr. Devereux. Well, how about the thought that in view of the 
fact that this is a readjustment pay; that many of those people have 
been readjusted by now? 

Colonel Cuamsers. Well, sir, if I can speak without being asked to 
mention names, you never know what it requires to readjust a particu- 
lar individual. There is a man coming off with no liabilities at all. 
He has a very easy time. Or he may come off and not be able to get a 
job at all. Forsome reason he has a very hard time. The cases that 
have led us to be so interested in this bill are men with families who 
have frequently had to borrow rather substantial amounts, and some 
of them have not yet built their income back up to the point where 
they can maintain their standard of living. I suspect those people 
are rather heavily in debt and certainly it could be argued that many 
people are heavily in debt. We think that these people possibly are 
there because of circumstances completely beyond their control. 

Mr. Devereux. Well, don’t you think that a number of those 
people who went on active duty during the Korean crisis or war knew 
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that they were going on for just a short period and if they were released 
after a very short period of active duty they are in a slightly different 
category from those who are kept on up until the present time, up 
until this past vear? 

Colonel Campers. Sir, this bill runs primarily to the man—I 
think you will find if you check that it runs primarily to the man who 
was on duty long before Korea. I think you will find the bulk of 
separations, sir, and the ones we know about, are men who have been 
on duty in 1942, 1941, and 1940. There is where your problem lies. 
I feel that a man who went on just for Korea and now meets the mini- 
mum standards being established which this bill certainly has not been 
hurt nearly as bad as the man who has been in from 14 to 16—TI guess 
17 years would be the cutoff point in this bill [Mr. Ducander nods]— 
is in a very adverse position when he comes out and starts to earn a 
civilian living again. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. He is older, is he not? 

Colonel CoamsBers. Considerably older. And also, usually in com- 
petition with people of that same age. He is several years behind 
them. It takes them a long time to get readjusted. 

So, to recap on that, we certainly would argue strongly for the 
principle of making it retroactive, and we would hope that we would 
get the same amount as for a man who was separated prospectively, but 
if vou decide, sir, to give him a graduated scale, then we have to abide 
by your wisdom on that. 

Mr. Devereux. Following that same reasoning, the man who was 
separated 2 years ago or 3 years ago is much better off than the man 
who is being separated today, agewise, so far as competition in civil life 
is concerned. 

Colonel CHamBers. Yes, sir; I have to agree with you there. And 
it is possible that some of them, you could argue, have completely 
readjusted and therefore would need no readjustment pay at all. 
That is why I say when you start thinking of this in terms of a general 
rule to apply to individuals, you really don’t know where to stop or to 
start. We believe that the bulk of them are not readjusted, even 
though they came off duty 2 years ago. We suspect, and we know 
some, but we suspect many, probably owe rather substantial amounts 
of money due to this shifting of earning from one type of a living to 
another. And you must remember, Mr. Congressman, that most of 
these people took that same kind of readjustment when they went on 
active duty, and in some cases at least it cost them considerable when 
they went on active duty. In other cases perhaps they bettered 
themselves. 

Mr. Van Zanpv. Isn’t it true, Colonel, that many of these officers 
made a decision to make the military a career, only to find that they 
were confronted with a set of orders separating them? 

Colonel CHampers. We have had many hundreds of officers who 
have been persuaded, if you will: “Ask for an extension of your cate- 
gorv. Ask to be retained. You could get your 20 in or longer,”’ 
and then due to the reduction of force in the Army they had to separate 
a goodly number of people. And of course the Reserve goes first. 
Irrespective of how well qualified he is, he is not in competition with the 
Regular officer for retention. So they have to separate them. You 
are completely correct on that, Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Devereux. Isn’t it also true that quite a number of them in 
the service were integrated into the Regular forces? 
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Colonel Cuampers. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. So it is not all black and white. 

Colonel CHamspers. It is my understanding that a further and 
rather extensive integration plan is in process of being prepared for 
submission to the Congress. Frankly, the business of running our 
Armed Forces unless we are going to get into a sustained period of 
peace —the business of running our Armed Forces with, oh, up to 80 
percent of our key people, our officers, being other than Regulars, is 
a rather surprising situation. But we are living with that, sir, and we 
are going to continue to live with it in my estimation for some time to 
come. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. That is primarily in the Air Force; isn’t it? 

Colonel Cuampers. No, sir. The Army and Air Force are approx- 
imately the same percentage. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. About 80 percent? 

Colonel CHamMprrs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. The basic reason for that is they want to hold the 
cost down, because they can eliminate that 80 percent easier than 
they can—those who took the jobs are integrated for life. 

Colonel Cuampers. Mr. Johnson, if I may take just one moment, 
sir, of the committee’s time on that ‘point? ? 

In my opinion, after an officer has served on active duty a stated 
number of years—and I don’t care where you set it, but I would 
suggest around 8 years—at that time I think he should be screened 
by the services to determine his fitness for retention on active duty. 
And if he is deemed fit to be retained on active duty, then I suggest, 
sir, that right then he be integrated. Because you say that it was to 
save costs. I question whether or not there is really a savings of 
cost. You gentlemen have dealt with too many types of special bills 
and legislation trying, as we are here today, to bring equity to the 
Reserves. I would suggest that after 8 years you have one body of 
men who make up your military services. Then if we have reductions 
in force, sir, you put them all in competition with each other and 
retain the best, whether they came in from Reserve or Regular. 

Mr. Jounson. Well, I agree with you 100 percent. But that isn’t 
the story we have gotten from the Defense Department; that is, they 
have to have 80 percent Reserve officers that are not Regulars and 
20 percent Regulars to keep the hard core, so when the final reduction 
comes, if we get peace, that they can screen those off. 

Colonel Cuamsers. It is my understanding— 

Mr. Jounson. I agree with you. If they are going to put them in 
there and they are going to do the same kind of work, they ought to 
have the same chance to stay there for the rest of their lives. 

Colonel CuamBers. We would cut out many of these problems 
which we in the Reserve Officers Association are always calling to 
your attention. But it is my understanding that the services now are 
approaching a pattern of 50 percent Regulars and 50 percent non- 
Regulars. Now, that represents quite a change in thinking. I am 
well aware of the small hard-core concept. 

We probably will disagree with that rather strongly, sir, and advance 
again the thought that I have just mentioned to you briefly, when this 
so-called augmentation bill comes before you. It was supposed to 
have been up this session. It is my understanding they intend to 
have it up at the start of the next session. I didn’t mean to get into 
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that, except the questions you asked made those answers very ger- 
mane. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Price. General Devereux. 

Mr. Devereux. I would like to make this observation: We don’t 
want to lose sight of the fact that Regular officers are also eliminated. 

Colonel Cuampers. There is an orderly and methodical way set up 
for the elimination of Regular officers, both by failure of selection or 
by board action if it is for moral or professional dereliction. I think 
those same principles should be applied to your reservists. And my 
point is that we have had some stories that some of the officers being 
separated now are perhaps not the best grade of officers or the highest 
cut of officers. I submit we should have examined those men earlier, 
and if they are fit to be kept on, then they are fit to all be treated 
uniformly, and whatever standards you apply to the Regulars should 
be applied with equal vigor to your Reserves. 

Mr. Price. Are there any further questions? 

(No response.) 

Mr. Price. Well, thank you, Colonel Chambers. 

Colonel Cuampers. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Price. If there are no further witnesses, the committee will 
stand adjourned, subject to call of the Chair. 

(Whereupon, at 11:15 a. m., the subcommittee adjourned, subject 
to call of the Chair.) 0 


























[No. $3] 
SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON H. R. 5625 


House oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
SuBCOMMITTEE No. 3, 
Washington, D. C., Wednesday, July 6, 1956. 
The subcommittee met at 10:20 a. m., Hon. Melvin Price, vice 
chairman, presiding. 
Mr. Price. The committee will come to order. 
This is a session of Mr. Durham’s subcommittee, for consideration 
of H. R. 5625. 
(The bill follows: ) 


[H. R. 5625, 84th Cong., Ist sess.] 


A BILL To authorize the revestment of certain interests in land at the United States Naval Air Station, 
Houma, Louisiana 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Navy is authorized and 
directed to revest in and convey to the last former record owners thereof (as 
hereinafter described) all right, title, and interest that the United States may 
have acquired in and to the mineral and royalty interests underlying lands 
comprising the United States Naval Air Station, Houma, Louisiana, by virtue 
of the following: 

(A) A condemnation proceeding instituted by petition and judgment filed and 
dated January 5, 1943, and styled United States versus 1,743.18 acres of land, 
being No. 269 on the Miscellaneous Docket of the United States District Court 
for the Eastern District of Louisiana, New Orleans Division, the judgment therein 
being recorded in the Conveyance Records of the Parish of Terrebonne, Louisiana, 
in C. O. B. 134, Folio 451 et seq., Entry No. 51780 (excepting the mineral int-rests 
of the South Coast Corporation which have previously been revested to it by act 
of the Secretary of the Navy and the Attorney General of the United States) ; and 

(B) A certain quitclaim dated December 8, 1943, and recorded in the Con- 
veyance Records of the Parish of Terrebonne, Louisiana, in C. O. B. 137, Folio 
634 et seq., Entry No. 54432. 

Src. 2. Such mineral and royalty interests shall be revested in— 

(A) the record owners thereof at the time of the institution of that con- 
demnation proceeding; or 
(B) their legal heirs, executors, successors, or assigns. 

Src. 3. The mineral and royalty interests authorized for revestment and 
conveyance by this Act shall be so revested and conveyed that they shall have 
the same force and effect and be subject to the same restrictions with respect to 
development thereof, as in the case of the revestment of the minerals in the 
South Coast Corporation by the United States, and they shall also be subject to 
the provisions of Louisiana Revised Statutes of 1950, title 9, section 5806, per- 
taining to imprescribable rights. 

Sec. 4. That the conveying authority granted by section 1 shall be exercised 
by the Secretary of the Navy upon application filed with him within three years 
after date of enactment of this Act by or on behalf of the parties designated in 
section 2. 


Mr. Pricer. I understand that our colleague, Congressman Willis, 
is here and will introduce the witnesses to appear before the committee 
this morning. 

Congressman Willis. 
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Mr. Wiuuis. Thank you, Mr. Chairman and members of the com- 
mittee. 

I will not take more than a minute and a half of your time to explain 
to you the purpose of the bill. 

The purpose of my bill, H. R. 5625, is to do equal justice to certain 
landowners near the town of Houma, in the Parish of Terrebonne, 
which, parenthetically, means “Good Earth’’, along the gulf coast of 
Louisiana. 

The necessity for the bill arises in this way: 

In 1942, during the shooting war and when the submarine menace 
loomed large on the Gulf of Mexico, the Navy people decided to build 
a blimp base near the town of Houma. For that purpose, the Navy 
needed and ultimately acquired 1,700 acres of land. The ownership 
of the land was vested in this way: 

About 600 acres of the land belonged to a corporation known as the 
South Coast Corp. A part of the land belonged to the city of Houma. 
A part belonged to the parish of Terrebonne. And the balance 
belonged to individual proprietors. 

Now, the fundamental, as you know, is that under our Constitution 
private property may be taken for public use upon the payment of 
just compensation, but there is an act of Congress implementing the 
Constitution which provides that in an expropriation proceeding the 
Government may but need not acquire the mineral rights along with 
theland. Therefore, before and after the institution of the condemna- 
tion proceedings, the discussions centered on two points: 

1. The establishment of just compensation ; and 

2. Whether or not the minerals would be taken. 

Now, I will not burden you with any more facts, as they will be re- 
lated by those who know them. But the net result, so that you may 
know the crux of the matter, is this: 

As it turned out, the corporation, South Coast Corp., received more 
on an average per acre than did the other proprietors, and No. 2, the 
Government, some months after filing the condemnation suit, returned 
or revested the South Coast Corp. with their minerals underlying 
their 600-acre tract but did not do so to the others. And the Govern- 
ment did not tell the other landowners about the special treatment 
given the South Coast Corp. and the parish of Terrebonne, the city of 
Houma, and the individual proprietors did not know about this 
unequal treatment until last year. 

Mr. Vinson. May I ask this question to help get it clear in my 
mind? 

Then the Government, after it filed its condemnation proceedings to 
take the 1,700 acres of ground against all the owners, at a subsequent 
date, returned or reconveyed or did not take the mineral rights of the 
land belonging to the corporation? 

Mr. Wixuis. Well, Mr. Chairman, as you know, the filing of the 
suit constitutes a taking of the whole. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. Well 

Mr. Wi 11s. Subsequently, after the vestiture of the fee simple 
title—I don’t know the dates, but some months after that happened— 
the Government did by stipulation in the record return and revest the 
minerals to South Coast; that is correct. 

Mr. Vinson. To the corporation? 

Mr. Wits. Yes, sir. 





|| 
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Mr. Vinson. And kept the mineral rights in the other property? 

Mr. Wiuus. That is right. . 

Mr. Vinson. And that is the issue here? 

Mr. Wiuuts. That is the crux of the matter. 

Mr. Vinson. And you are asking now—— 

Mr. Wits. And the purpose of the bill is to restore the minerals 
to the other landowners under the same terms and conditions as they 
were revested in the corporation. 

Mr. CunninaHam. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Cunningham. 

Mr. CunninaHam. Mr. Willis, I would like to ask you this question. 

Mr. Wits. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CunnINGHAM. Was this revestment by deed from the Govern- 
ment or was it a part of a decree of the court in the condemnation 
proceedings, all in one and approved by the court? 

Mr. Witus. If you don’t mind, I would prefer to let the others 
cover that. 

Mr. Cunninauao. All right. 

Mr. Wi us. I just wanted to give the gist of the matter. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if I may, I would like to present as our first 
witness, Mr. Joseph M. Rault, Sr., and along with him is his son 
Joseph M. Rault, Jr. 

Mr. Rault, Sr., is an outstanding civil lawyer from New Orleans 
and in my book, anyway, the No. 1 admiralty lawyer of the South. 
He is a civic leader in our area and he represents the landowners. he 
and his son. 

I would like for Mr. Rault to testify. I understand he has a pre- 
pared statement, which I ask be distributed. But I understand he 
will speak from the statement. 

Mr. Pricer. Sir, how many landowners are involved? 

Mr. Wittuts. Six. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Does that include the South Coast Corp., the 
parish 

Mr. Wits. Yes. 

Mr. LANnKForp. Six including the corporation, the parish and the 
town. 

Mr. Ravtt, Sr. More accurately, six groups of landowners. There 
was the South Coast Corp. that we talked about. There were the 
R. R. Barrow heirs, of which I will speak. That is a group handled 
as one in the State. There was the city of Houma and the parish, or 
county of Terrebonne. There were Charles E. and Charles L. 
Chauvin, who owned a parcel of land. There was one Joseph A. 
Jaccuzzo, and there was Charles Hartman; six in all. 

May I answer the question of the gentleman who inquired 

Mr. Wiuts. Joe, you better start with your statement before. 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. Allright. I will cover the answer to your question 
a little bit later at the suggestion of Congressman Willis. 

I may say that I am grateful for the encomium he delivered, but I 
do not expect to run for public office. 

Mr. Wiuuis. Thank you. 

Mr. Raut, Sr. I am here representing the landowner beneficiaries 
who will acquire or reacquire under the bill H. R. 5625. I already 
named to the committee my clients. They include a city, a parish, 
and individual landowners. 
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It seems to me this case is one that involves particularly the equita- 
ble function of this committee in order that justice may be done 
between citizens in dealing with their sovereign. I think it is a 
fundamental principle of our American Democracy that men stand 
equal in dealings with their Government, particularly in wartime, 
and are entitled to rely on representations made by authorized repre- 
sentatives of the Government then acting through the United States 
Navy, that they would be in fact treated alike, representations repeat- 
edly made and apparently not complied with. 

In 1943, on January 5, the United States filed condemnation pro- 
ceedings in the United States District Court at New Orleans. Now, 
prior to that, there had been many activities in connection with the 
subject matter of the condemnation proceedings. The war was on. 
The submarine menace was very real in the Gulf of Mexico. The 
United States Navy decided that it was desirable to have a lighter- 
than-air blimp base near the town of Houma, La., in Terrebonne 
Parish, about 35 or 40 miles from the Gulf of Mexico, so that the 
submarines might be combated. 

Navy representatives went to Houma for the purpose of acquiring 
some 1,700 acres of land for the purpose of establishing this blimp 
base. Naturally, they met with a cordial reception. Not that these 
men wanted to give up their lands, a great part of which had been 
in their families for a long, long time, but because they wanted to 
help the war effort. 

That gentleman who was there, the first representative of the Navy 
Department according to the information that I have, was Lt. Harvey 
Hillyard. Lieutenant Hillyard, fortunately, is here in this room 
today and you will hear from his own lips what transpired. 

I should like, however, to present to the committee for its conven- 
ience and for the record some documentary evidence, which I ask please 
to present to the committee. 

Mr. Rav tt, Jr. They have gotten them. 

Mr. Rav tt, Sr. I think the committee already has these. 

The first thing is an outline sketch which is similar to the photo- 
graph which is here, showing the general area of the Houma Airfield. 
It consists of some 1,743 acres. The part outlined in the sketch 
before you in green, of which this is the magnification, represents the 
land of the landowners that I represent and whose cause I am here to 
plead. 

The part in red on the sketch before you represents the adjacent 
and entirely substantially similar land of the South Coast Corp. 

Attached to this document are the appraisal instructions that were 
issued by Lieutenant Hillyard and sent to appraisers appointed by 
him. 

Lieutenant Hillyard appointed two appraisers from local citizenry. 
One was Mr. Gary and the other was Mr. Pipes. These appraisers, 
pursuant to their instructions, proceeded to make appraisements of 
these lands and to send their appraisements in to the designated au- 
thority in New Orleans. The appraisals are here and | ask that they 
be produced and made part of the record in this case. 

Mr. Price. Without objection, they will be made part of the record. 

(The appraisals follow:) 
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PARTIAL Report OF APPRAISERS DESIGNATED TO VALUE AND APPRAISE CER- 
TAIN LaNpbs, Etc., SItuaATED NEAR Houma, TERRERONNE Parish, La., 
EMBRACED WITHIN THE AREA OF THE PROPOSED Nava. Arr BASE 


Houma, TERRERONNE Parisn, LA., October 10, 1942. 


In pursuance of the authority conferred upon us by Lt. Harvey W. Hillyard 
(CRC), USNR, officer in charge of construction, and Lt. Charles E. Thompson, 
LV (S), USNR, officer in charge of land acquisition, we, D. W. Pipes, Jr., and 
F. P. Guidry, residents of and domiciled in the Parish, of Terrebonne, La., do 
hereby submit this as our full and complete report of appraisement and valu- 
tion of the land with buildings and improvements thereon, as well as the growing 
crops and such other items of property and/or rights appurtenant thereto. 
belonging to Joseph Jaccuzzo, 820 Barrow Street, Houma, La. 


Description of real estate, exclusive of buildings and improvements 


A certain tract of land situated in the parish of Terrebonne, Louisiana, at a 
distance of about two (2) miles below the city of Houma, between the Bayous 
Terrebonne and Grand Caillou, designated by the letter ““P”’ on that certain plot 
entitled, “Houma, La., Naval Airbase Ownership Map, August 27, 1942,” and 
embracing a superficial area of 85.4745 acres (@creage based on data furnished 
by B. Allen Runson, C. E., and Fromherz Associates and subject to recheck with 
possibility of slight correction) ; the said tract forming portions of Lots Numbers 
One (1) and Two (2) as shown on a certain map or plat of survey by T. Baker 
Smith, C. E., dated November 6, 1919, and reeorded in Conveyance Book No. 
71, folio 485, of the Conveyance Records of the Parish of Terrebonne, La.: which 
property is bounded as follows, to wit: North, by the presently existing Houma 
Airport (Plot ‘J’? on map entitled “Houma, La., Naval Airbase Ownership Map, 
August 27, 1942’), south, by property of The South Coast Corporation (Plot 
““G” on said map), east, by property of Heirs of R. R. Barrow (Plot “‘F” on said 
map), and west, by property of said Heirs of R. R. Barrow (Plot ‘““D” on said 
map). 

Being the residue of the same property acquired by Joseph Jaceuzzo from 
Johnnie M. Jaccuzzo by act dated February 14, 1941, before Elward Wright, 
Notary Public for the Parish of Terrebonne, Louisiana, the said act being of 
record in Conveyance Book No. 128, folio 626 et seq., of the aforementioned 
conveyance records. 

Our investigation discloses that the land above described is cleared and cul- 
tivable, and that, insofar as we have been able to ascertain, it is not subject to 
any easements and/or servitudes of any kind. The terrain, characteristic of the 
topography of this section of Louisiana, is level. 

An examination of the Conveyance Records of the Parish of Terrebonne dis- 
closes that said property originally formed part of a larger tract, the latter being 
described as containing a superficial area of 102.47 acres (C. O. B. 128, folio 626). 
On February 10, 1942, by deed recorded in Conveyance Book 132, folio 153 et 
seq., Joseph Jaccuzzo conveyed to the Parish of Terrebonne and the City of 
Houma, to be embraced within the confines of the presently existing Houma 
Airport, a tract containing 13.95 acres, thereby reducing his acreage to 88.52 
acres. 

The Assessment Roll of the Parish of Terrebonne for the year 1941 (latest 


assessment) shows a total assessed acreage of 102 acres, valued and classified as 
follows: 


Agricultural lands: 


RaeenT tek SO RMR BS. 6b. Sk ee sen eee $600 
Class ‘“‘B,’’ 47 acres, assessed at_-__-_ i use Ue desis sk <~ciees de 1, 400 
Cameorey, -Teeent MINUEE OOo 8 ck eS ee ei 700 

PN end) Lbs eu cliivel dl de dace ne owdiewndus 2, 700 


From the location of the 13.95 acres disposed of by Joseph Jaccuzzo, as afore- 
mentioned, as relates to the remainder of his tract, it is apparent that this acreage 
was embraced within the Class ‘‘C’’ lands above referred to. This type of land 
being assessed at $17.50 per acre, it follows that the remainder of the original 
forty acres with which he is assessed, i. e., 26.05 acres, has, according to the 1941 
Assessment Roll, an assessed valuation of $455.87. 

Summarizing, for the purposes of this report, we submit the following table as 
depicting the assessed value of the lands covered, which is in accordance with the 
latest available figures: 
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Agricultural lands: 
en ee Semper Sit ey Se AE oT og ae | oF lo $600. 00 
ae ae ee eee st a ees ee 1, 400. 00 
Clone Sb .e Bee as Srey sep aera 455. 87% 


le Oe memes St emits foes ree ef Bee ees 2, 455. 87% 


After diligent research and inquiry, coupled with our own knowledge of reai 
estate values in this section, and after mature deliberation, we are of the firm 
conviction that the land, based on a total acreage of 85.4745 (acreage is based 
on memorandum of 8. Allen Munson, Jr., C. E., and Fromherz Associates, and 
subject to re-check with possibility of slight correction), is worth an average of 
$100.00 per acre, or a total of Eight Thousand, Five Hundred and Forty-seven 
and 45/100 ($8,547.45) Dollars. 

One of the chief factors in support of our conclusions as to the value of the 
land is that, during the early part of 1942, several parcels embracing considerable 
area in the immediate vicinity of, and partially contiguous to, the tract above 
described were purchased by the Parish of Terrebonne and the City of Houma 
at an average price of $100.00 per acre and to be used to enlarge the then existing 
airport. We consider that a fair price and one which should not be ignored in 
arriving at our present estimate. Therefore, we do hereby appraise said real 
estate at the sum of Eight Thousand Five Hundred and Forty-seven and 45/100 
($8,547.45) Dollars. 

The following is a result of our investigations relating to all sales and leases 
ore the property from the period beginning May 16, 1931, to the present 

ate: 

(1) Sale, Guiseppe Alasi to Joseph Jaccuzzo, Inc., dated May 16th, 1931, 
covering 102.47 acres of land with buildings and improvements thereon. Con- 
sideration: Seven Thousand and no/100 ($7,000.00) Dollars, on terms of credit. 
Recorded May 26th, 1931, in Conveyance Book No. 96, folio 403 et seq. 

(2) Lease for agricultural purposes, Joseph Jaccuzzo, Inc., to Johnnie Jaccuzzo, 
dated December 28th, 1934, covering 102.47 acres of land with buildings and 
improvements. Term: Three years, beginning January 1, 1934, and terminating 
December 31, 1936. Consideration: The payment by the lessee of all taxes 
assessed against the property for the years 1934, 1935, and 1936. Recorded 
December 28, 1934, in Conveyance Book No. 104, folio 1. 

(3) Sale, Joseph Jaeccuzzo, Inc., to Joseph Jaccuzzo, dated January 9, 1935, 
covering, among a vast amount of other property, urban and rural, a tract of 
102.47 acres with buildings and improvements thereon. 

The consideration of this sale is the assumption on the part of the purchaser 
of considerable encumbrances to which the property was subject, respectively, 
consisting of mortgages, special and judicial, as well as all tax liens. 

Inasmuch as this transaction involves a total of eighteen separate pieces of 
real estate and the consideration for each is not recited in the deed, we find it 
impossible to arrive at the specific sale price of the property forming the subject 
matter of this report. 

Recorded June 4th, 1935, in Conveyance Book 105, folio 144 et seq. 


Note.—The foregoing instrument was subsequently ratified under date of 
January 6, 1937, by the stockholders of Joseph Jaccuzzo, Inc., by instrument 
recorded on February 15, 1937, in Conveyance Book No. 111, folio 509. 


(4) Sale, Joseph Jaccuzzo to Johnnie Jaccuzzo, dated March 24, 1939, covering 
102.47 acres of land with buildings and improvements thereon. Consideration: 
Six Thousand and no/100 ($6,000) Dollars, $1,000.00 paid cash, and balance on 
terms of credit. Recorded March 29th, 1939, in Conveyance Book No. 122, folio 
118 et seq. 

(5) Sale, Johnnie Jaccuzzo to Joseph Jaccuzzo, dated February 14, 1941, cover- 
ing 102.47 acres of land with buildings and improvements. Consideration: 
$5,000.00 on terms of credit, payable one year after date with 6 percent per 
annum interest from date until paid. Recorded February 15, 1941, in Convey- 
ance Book No. 125, folio 626 et seq. 

(6) Sale, Joseph Jaccuzzo to Parish of Terrebonne and the City of Houma, 
dated February 10, 1942, covering a tract of land containing 13.95 acres, thereto- 
fore attached to the property covered hereby and now embraced within the lines 
of the present Houma Airport. Consideration: One Thousand, Three Hundred 
and ninety-five and no/100 ($1,395.00) Dollars. Recorded February 18th, 1942, 
in Conveyance Book No. 132, folio 153 et seq. 
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Buildings and improve ements 








Appraised 








No. | Description value 

ae a ee ee ay Nn as ae 
1 | One (1) 16’ x 40’ Farm Cottage, old but in ats repair : ; $450. 00 

ot ey SS BE ice ak wntincnwscunce CE aé dete feat Pee ‘ 30. 00 

9 } One 1) Cetera, 8’ x 8’. 2 SOL RELY a Sa ——— 30. 00 

4 | One (1) Chicken House, 8 x 12’. seg br, 32. 50 

5 | One (1) Automobile Garage, old, 12’ x 16’ — asi 5 sted 40. 00 

6 | One (1) Corn Crib, 20’ x 30’, with galvanized iron roof.._._-- fh pas 300. 00 

7 | One old Stock Feed Shed, 18’ x 18’ -| 50. 00 

8 | One (1) 3-room Farm House, 12’ x 30’, fairly ne w, but che ap mé aterial and construction - 400. 00 

0 es ccc a eacenenseueebenshendinecuwen ; 30. 00 
10 | One (1) Implement and Feed B: rn, 44’ x 32’, ve ry old but in fair condition Lee 475. 00 
11 | One (1) Cane Moist Shed, 12’ x 16’. _- ike sarod 125. 00 
12 | One old wood Cane Hoist, equipped with old Ford Automobile Engine_.------.-----| 60. 00 
13 | Eight (8) Wood Field Bridges, poor condition. Appraised at $5.00 each. __...-__.-.-- 40. 00 
14 | Twenty-six (26) acres of fencing of various types. ait 1ised at $5.00 per ac re i | 130. 00 
15 | Drainage ditches (in very poor condition) - - -.---- eres : anal 70. 00 
CG Sig fete eres awawand ey fee oe a Sel Re SAS pi | 2, 262. 50 





And we do ais appraise the aid batidines or improvements, item See item, 
at the respective amounts above indicated, the total appraisement is hereby 
declared to be the sum of Two Thousand, Two Hundred and Sixty-two and 50/100 
($2.262.50) Dollars. 

Frutt trees 
Twelve (12) Pear Trees; 
Five (5) Peach Trees; 
3 Fig Trees; 
Two 62) Pecan Trees. 

The whole is hereby appraised at the sum of Forty-four and no/100 ($44.00) 

Dollars. 


Agricultural crops 
Two (2) acres of Sweet Potatoes. Appraised at the sum of Sixty and no/100 
($60.00) Dollars. 

2. The crop of sugarcane now growing on said premises covered by the following 
corrected estimate arrived at jointly between the undersigned appraisers and 
Mr. M. P. Brian, an independent sugarcane farmer of this parish. Acreage 
figures have been checked and conform to AAA crop figures on cane acreage 
of this farm: 





Tons 

(a) 6.1 acres, 290 plant cane, 30 tons per acre “6 183 
2.9 acres, 290 plant cane, 15 tons per acre__ ; 43. 5 

2 acres, 290 plant cane, 17 tons per acre__ -- 34 
2.7 acres, 290 plant cane, 26 tons per acre_- doi Bn 70. 2 

2 acres, 290 plant cane, 25 tons per acre_ _ 50 

8 acres, 290 plant cane, 17 tons per acre__ - 136 
2.7 acres, 281 plant cane, 16 tons per acre_ - 43. 2 
2.3 acres, 281 plant cane, 16 tons per acre_ ; 36. 8 
2.7 acres, 29116 plant cane, 28 tons per acre______- : 75. 6 
Subtotal_ : anh 672. 3 

2.6 acres, 3d year 281 stubble cane, at 5 tons per acre__ ss 13 
8.1 acres, Ist year 290 stubble cane, at 16 tons per acre : 129. 6 
8.9 acres, Ist year 290 stubble cane, at 18 tons per acre___- 160. 2— 2 


subtoteds u Joes. 
Total cane tons_ 





Total cane tons: 975.1, at $5.40 per ton______ 1 $5, 265. 54 
Deduct $1 per ton for ‘norma! harvesting expenses __ 2 975. 10 

(b) 31.4 acres of Ist year stubble, $12.50 per acre__- ‘ 392. 50 
Total appraisement of cane______- 1, 682. 94 


! Cane is figured at normal sucrose content. The price of $5.40 per ton is an arbitrary figure. Prices are 
not known at this time for the year 1942. The price used as a basis for arriv ing at our final figures in this 
= i. e., $5.40 per ton, we believe will be as near the actual price as it is possible to estimate at this 

ime. 

? The normal harvesting expense is generally figured at $1 per ton of cane and we have used that figure, 
although field labor prices for the harvest season of 1942 have not yet been announced by government 
authority. 
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In accordance with the figures above given, subject to the foregoing comments, 
we do hereby appraise and value the crop of sugarcane on said property at the 


a“ of Four Thousand, Six Hundred and Eighty-two and 94/100 ($4,682.94), 
ollars. 


Recapitulation 
I 5 I $8, 347. 45 
SPUN RNIETS DUDE. URRUDIND SRO i te 2, 262. 50 
eR a Rp Ee FS Pel Pa IF me Pe, 3 44. 00 
Agricultural crops: 
Coe ae ao | ne ame $60. 00 
ee eee ee Ons Speen! ys 1. 4, 682. 94 
———— 4, 742. 94 
aa Se Pe en 15, 596. 89 


The total appraised value of all of said property, consisting of real estate with 
buildings and improvements, fruit trees, and agricultura }crops, is hereby declared 


to be: Fifteen Thousand, Five Hundred and Ninety-six and 89/100 ($15,596.89) 
Dollars. 


Respectfully submitted. 


D. W. PrPgs, 
F. P. Guipry, 
Appraisers. 


Report OF APPRAISERS DESIGNATED To VALUE AND APPRAISE CERTAIN LANDS, 
Erc., StruateD NEAR Houma, TERREBONNE ParisH, La., EMBRACED WITHIN 
THE AREA OF THE PROPOSED NAVAL AIRBASE, IN RE CLARENCE HARTMAN 


Houma, TERREBONNE Paris, La., October 20, 1942. 
In pursuance of the authority conferred upon us by Lt. Harvey W. Hillyard 
(CEC), USNR, officer in charge of construction, and Lt. Charles E. Thompson, 
LV (s), USNR, officer in charge of land acquisition, we, D. W. Pipes, Jr., and 
F. P. Guidry, residents of and domiciled in the Parish of Terrebonne, La., do 
hereby submit this as our full and complete report of appraisement and valuation 
of the land and improvements thereon, as well as the growing crops and such 


other items of property and/or rights appurtenant thereto, belonging to Clarence 
Hartman, Dulac Route, Houma, La. 


Description of real estate 


A certain tract of land situated in the Parish of Terrebonne, State of Louisiana, 
at a distance of about two (2) miles below the City of Houma, lying between the 
Bayous Terrebonne and Grand Caillou, designated by the letter ‘‘C”’ on that cer- 
tain plat entitled: ‘Houma, La. Naval Airbase Ownership Map, August 27, 
1942,” a copy of which map is hereunto annexed and marked ‘Exhibit A,” and 
embracing a superficial area of 34.88 acres (acreage based on data furnished by 
$S. Allen Munson, Jr., C. E., and Fromherz Associates and subject to recheck with 
possibility of slight correction) ; the said tract forming portions of Lots 2, 3 and 4, 
on a map or plat of survey made by T. Baker Smith, C. E., and Surveyor, under 
date of November 6th, 1919, and recorded in Conveyance Book No. 71, folio 485, of 
the Conveyance Records of the Parish of Terrebonne, Louisiana; said property 
being bounded as follows, to wit: northwesterly by property of Charles L. Chauvin 
and James E. Chauvin (Plot ‘‘B’’ on map entitled: ‘Houma, La., Naval Airbase 
Ownership Map, August 27, 1942’’), southwesterly, by the right-of-way of State 
Highway No. 141, south, by property of The South Coast Corporation (Plot ‘“‘C”’ 
on said map), southeasterly, by property of the Heirs of R. R. Barrow (Tract 
“D” on said map), and northeasterly, by the property of the City of Houma and 
Parish of Terrebonne—Houma Airport—(Plot “J’’ on said map). 

Being a portion of the same property acquired by Clarence Hartman from 
Martin Elster by deed dated February 3, 1936, before Morris A. Lottinger, Notary 
Public for the Parish of Terrebonne, the said deed being of record in Conveyance 
Book No. 108, folio 18 et seq., of the aforementioned conveyance records. 

Our investigation discloses that the land above described is cleared and 
cultivable, is devoid of buildings, and, insofar as we have been able to ascertain, 
is not subject to any easements and/or servitudes of any kind. The terrain, 
characteristic of the topography of this section of Louisiana, is level. 

An examination of the Conveyance Records of the Parish of Terrebonne dis- 
closes that said property originally formed part of a larger tract, the latter being 
described as containing a superficial area of 50.69 acres (C. O. B. 108, folio 18 
et seq.). 
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On January 2nd, 1942, by deed recorded in Conveyance Book No. 131, folio 
671 et seq., Clarence Hartman and his wife, Ora Clay Hartman, conv eyed to 
the Parish of Terrebonne and City of Houma, to be embraced w ithin the confines 
of the presently existing Houma Airport, a tract containing 10.40 acres, thereby 
reducing his acreage to 40.29 acres, within which latter acreage the tract of 
land above described is comprised. 

The Assessment Roll of the Parish of Terrebonne for the year 1941 (latest 
a shows a total assessed acreage of 50 acres, valued and classified as 
OLLOWS: 


Agricultural lands: 


es Wig ES Se OT eee $320 
A i aw cigwatinnciceneeris 900 
nn wm eih mw emnnnemnte 200 

Total assessed acreage, 50 acres, total assessment______________-_. 1, 420 


Summarizing, for the purposes of this report, we submit the following table as 
depicting the assessed value of the lands covered, i. e., 88.05 acres as hereinabove 
described: 


Agricultural lands: 





en ae” We, WO OI oo ns oe ec awe cccwcennceone $131. 20 
oS | ei ne 900. 00 
Spee ere, 1 le OI, I Md I isis eek ood cee ces cee cecues 28. 00 

NE, TO NO oo. aie Aa cds a mesa dials wee bance os 1, 059. 20 


After diligent research and inquiry, coupled with our own knowledge of real 
estate values in this section, and after mature deliberation, we are of the firm 
conviction that the land, based on * hear acreage of 34.88 (acreage based on 
memorandum of S. Allen Munson, Jr., C. E., and Fromherz Associates, and 
subject to recheck with possibility of slight correction), is worth: 


(a) 5.5 acres thereof, adjoining the right-of-way of State Highway No. 141, 


rN a in hater waiemogsiens $800 
(b) 29.38 acres thereof, at $100 iad acta an is sas go ab ng or sw so wt 2, 938 
Reb teed ews TER Oa Subo yh. + we Su ont. SS 3, 738 


The principal factors entering into our conclusions as to the value of the land 
are: 

(1) The 5.5 acres above listed under ‘‘(a),’”’ being located on a paved highway, 
its value is enhanced over that of the remainder of the land to the extent of $50.00 
per acre; and 

(2) During the early part of the year 1942, several parcels of land embracing 
considerable area in the immediate vicinity of, and partially contiguous to, the 
tract above described were purchased by the Parish of Terrebonne and the City 
of Houma at an average price of $100.00 per acre and subsequently used to enlarge 
the then existing airport. We consider that a fair price and one which should 
not be ignored in arriving at our present estimate. Therefore, we do hereby 
appraise the said real estate at the sum of Thirty-seven Hundred and Thirty-eight 
($3,738.00) Dollars. 

The following is the result of our investigations relating to all sales and leases 
affecting the property from the period beginning February 3rd, 1932, to the 
present date: 

(1) Sale, George Dewey Despit to C. Isidore Duthu et al., dated February 3rd, 
1932, covering 50.69 acres of land with buildings and improvements thereon. 
Consideration: Twenty-eight Hundred Dollars, of which $1,000.00 has been paid 
in cash, and the balance of $1800.00 payable six months with 8 percent per annum 
interest from maturity, until paid. Recorded February 5th, 1932, in Conveyance 
Book No. 98, folio 163 et seq. 

(2) Sale, CG. Isidore Duthu and Joseph Elster to Martin Elster, dated March 
17th, 1934, covering 50.69 acres of land with buildings and improvements thereon. 
Consideration: Eighteen Hundred ($1800.00) Dollars, represented by a certain 
promissory note, payable thirty days after date and bearing interest at eight 
per cent per annum from maturity, until paid. Recorded March 17th, 1934, in 
Conveyance Book No. 102, folio 117 et seq. 

(3) Lease for agricultural purposes, Martin Elster to Eddie Hartman, dated 
November 5th, 1934, for the period beginning on December 31st, 1934, and ending 
on December 31st, 1937, at an annual rental of $250.00 per year, payable at the 
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end of each year. Recorded January 9th, 1935, in Conveyance Book No. 104, 
folio 53 et seq. 

(4) Sale, Martin Elster to Clarence Hartman, dated February 3rd, 1936, 
covering a superficial area of 50.69 acres with buildings and improvements thereon. 
Consideration: Thirty-four Hundred ($3,400.00) Dollars, of which $700.00 was 
paid cash, and the balance, to wit: $2,700.00, was represented by 6 promissory 
notes, payable in 1 to 6 years after date, with 6% per annum interest from date, 
until paid. Recorded February 3rd, 1936, in Conveyance Book No. 108, folio 
18 et seq. 

(5) Right of Way, Clarence Hartman to State of Louisiana, covering a strip 
of land 80 feet in width over which the presently existing paved highway, known as 
State Highway, Route No. 141, is constructed, and which abuts the property 
hereinabove described. Consideration: The benefits, uses and advantages accru- 
ing to the grantor by reason of the location of said paved highway. Recorded 
August 16th, 1940, in Conveyance Book No. 127, folio 29 et seq. 

(6) Sale, Clarence Hartman and his wife, Ora Clay Hartman, to the Parish of 
Terrebonne and the City of Houma, dated January 2nd, 1942, covering a tract 
of land embracing an area of 10.40 acres, theretofore attached to, and forming a 
part of, the property above described and now within the lines of the present 
Houma Airport. Consideration: One Thousand and Forty ($1,040.00) Dollars, 
cash. Recorded January 8th, 1942, in Conveyance Book No. 131, folio 671 et seq. 


Improvements 


Our investigation discloses that there are no buildings on the property herein- 
above described, and that the only improvements, consisting of ditching and 
plowing, are appraised, respectively, as follows: 


Ditching, appraised at the sum of_________-- bee oc Demeter’ $24. 00 
Plowing, 1.10 acres of land, appraised at $3.50 per acre__________-__- 3. 85 
(i, Ra AR Ts Ge oe OL. ee, eee ae EDR, ae oe 2 a 27. 85 


Agricultural crops 


1. The cabbage crop on said premises, destroyed by construction operations 
on the land, is hereby appraised at the sum of_-_---------- ._.. $19. 00 


2. The crop of sugar cane on the premises, which we estimate at an average 
of 23 tons per acre. Acreage figures have been checked and conform to 
AAA crop figures on cane acreage of this farm for 1942: 


(a) Acres of plant cane: 
Variety 29320 
Variety 29320__ _--- 
Variety 29320- _ _--- 
Variety 290 
Variety 29320 


— eRe DR 
CW 


a aes & We. Chi doe ood eee ead " 1. 6 
TED ope og Sot Dee Se bh aso aeawb os Satec cus 1 
INNER. totes SL Gk SEdE es Suet 7 1. 5 
UNE oP te cles. s3 ck dane ais 11. 50 
(b) Acres of stubble cane: 
Variety 20820_. .....<--. sede. cred. 2h ew 1.8 
Variety 290 ' : 2.3 
Weweer Gee. 2c 222kt ews Red Sry oo 7 2.3 
NGI > Dice. Jerk See nae, Se de ee ei de 4 
VOR DOO. on dice esc abe. : 2. 2 
Menne 2 Su eetis ele oes r bs Scceie 3. 0 
emneyaee. 22. 2a la Seswosuc. 2 leet. Cn i ; of 
CO SEES Pee, Sees Bt Ny Sy eee Oe Ere eee pL emesvet ui. _. 13. 00 
Pomel one HOR. oo ce betel we eteeisl 250 24. 50 


We estimate this crop at an average of 23 tons of cane per acre, or 24% acres 
times 23 tons= 563.5 tons. 


ie ee 








aS ee 
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Total cane tons: 563.5, at $5.40 per ton__._._..-._------- ....-- ! $3,042. 90 
Deduct $1 per ton for normal harvesting expenses_ -__--_------ "= 2 563. 50 
tlhe = 4 — so cc 5 amt ae pki Sat oe ea ae sac apeee, 40 
(c) 11.50 acres of Stubble Cane, appraised at the sum of $12.50 per 
OO... onan mon hee lt ceneacn ad Binity Sen Sas 143. 75 


(d) Hartman is a member of Magnolia Sugar Cooperative, Ine., 
which association owns the Magnolia sugar factory. Hartman 
customarily delivers his cane to this factory for processing. 
As a member, he is entitled to share proportionately in any 
profits or losses from processing his share of the cane. As his 
crop will be taken over by the Navy and as we believe at this 
time that it is reasonable to estimate his prospective profit at 
40¢ per ton of cane, we do hereby estimate it at that figure and 
recommend payment on that basis for his loss: 40¢ X 563.5 
ae RT ae a Sea Re ee eee tt Kas ae 225. 40 


Total Appraisement of Cane.........-.......+-...- --- 2,848.55 


1 Cane is figured at normal sucrose content. The price of $5.40 per ton is an arbitrary figure. Prices are 
not known at this time for the year 1942. The price used as a basis for arriving at our final figures in this 
estimate, i. e., $5.40 per ton, we believe will be as near the actual price as it is possible to estimate at this 
time. 

2 Normal harvesting expense is generally figured at $1 per ton of cane, and, while there is considerable 
variation, in this instance we will use that figure. 











Recapitulation 
Real estate_ . _ _- PAI SLE 74, Si : $3, 738. 00 
Buildings ; Hy aene a Bone Se Pee ee None 
Improvements _________- re ee Jake a= 1 secabraiadsi. 27. 85 
Agricultural crops: 

(a) Cabbage--_----- $19. 00 

(b) Sugar cane-__- es Sols Peed Veer eee 
———_ 2, 867. 55 
Ee ee ee ee a eae wee Pardee om a--cs=  @6BR-46 


The total appraised value of all of said property, consisting of real estate, 
improvements and crops, is hereby declared to be: Six Thousand Six Hundred 
and Thirty-three and 45/100 ($6,633.45) Dollars. 

We are informed that the crops on said premises are burdened with a lien and 
pledge to the South Louisiana Production Credit Association, Napoleonville, 
Louisiana. Details of this lien and interest to any given date can be secured 
from them. 

Respectfully submitted. 

D. W. Pires, 
Appraiser. 





Appra iser. 





REporT OF APPRAISERS DESIGNATED TO VALUE AND APPRAISE CERTAIN LANDs, 
Etc., SITUATED IN THE PARISH OF TERREBONNE, LOUISIANA, EMBRACED 
WITHIN THE AREA OF THE PROPOSED NAvaAL AIRBASE IN RE Crtry or Houma 
AND PARISH OF TERREBONNE 

Houma, TERREBONNE Partisu, LA,, 
October 24, 1942 
In pursuance of the authority conferred upon us by Lieutenant Harvey W. 

Hillyard (CEC) USNR, officer in charge of construction, and Lieutenant Charles 

Kk. Thompson, LV (S) USNR, officer in charge of land acquisition, we, D. W. 

Pipes, Jr., and F. P. Guidry, residents of and domiciled in the Parish of Terre- 

bonne, Louisiana, do hereby submit this as our full and complete report relating 

to the property belonging to the City of Houma and the Parish of Terrebonne 
and to be embraced within the proposed Naval Airbase, near Houma, Louisiana. 
Having in mind the growing importance of air transportation, the City of 

Houma and the Parish of Terrebonne purchased, jointly, during June 1935 a 

tract of land near Houma, Louisiana, for the purpose of establishing an airport. 

They added to their holdings by further purchases during the early part of 1942, 
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Through their respective governing bodies they have offered their property to 
the United States Navy at the cost of their expenditures to date. 

They have requested us to mention that The Texas Company, a major oil- 
producing company operating in this area, has been using their facilities for 
important air work in connection with mineral operations. This company, at 
its own expense, has erected a hangar on the property. 

An examination of the conveyance records of the Parish of Terrebonne dis- 
closes that, on September 16th, 1935, the Parish of Terrebonne and the City of 
Houma, leased the airport as it was then constituted unto Embree H. Hunt for 
a period of one year, with the privilege vested in the lessee to lease the property 
for a maximum period of ten years from September 16, 1935, upon payment, in 
advance, on or before the anniversary date, of a certain stipulated sum, and such 
oayment to automatically extend the lease from year to year. (Conveyance 

ook 106, folio 465 et seq.). 

On March 19th, 1936, by act recorded in Conveyance Book 106, folio 393 et seq., 
Embree H. Hunt, the original lessee, assigned said lease to The Texas Company. 

On February 4th, 1942, by act recorded in Conveyance Book No. 132, folio 
106 et seq., The Texas Company released and abandoned unto the City of Houma 
and Parish of Terrebonne all of its rights in and to said lease with the exception 
of that part of the land upon which is situated its hangar and the lease was 
continued in force as to such excepted part at a reduced rental of $100.00 per 
year. 


Inasmuch as the establishment of a new field for its air operations would - 


involve considerable time and expense, the governing bodies of the City of 
Houma and Parish of Terrebonne urge that as much consideration as possible 
be given to The Texas Company as will be consistent with its needs in carrying 
on its important operations in this area. 

We have interviewed Mr. Gus Trotter, Manager of Local Producing Depart- 
ment of The Texas Company. We understand from him that his company 
desires to meet all requirements of the Navy, but hoped that some means might 
be found whereby his company would be afforded the opportunity to continue 
its aerial work from this field. 

It is our intention to appraise and value the hangar on this property and to 
report thereon. 

In keeping with the offer of the Parish of Terrebonne and City of Houma to 
transfer this property at the actual cost to them, we have had submitted to us 
by Messrs. James E. Chauvia and Allen Munson, duly authorized representatives 
of the Police Jury of the Parish of Terrebonne and Mayor and Board of Aldermen 
of the City of Houma, respectively, a letter bearing date of October 22, 1942, 
with annexed statement of costs compiled from the records of the two governing 
bodies, which documents are hereto annexed and marked exhibits ‘‘A’’ and “B,” 
respectively. 

It will be noted from the statement marked “Exhibit B’’ that the acreage 
claimed to have been purchased amounts to 641.70, whereas the area shown on 
the Fromherz Associates’ map, dated October 15, 1942, is 619.53. 

This difference in acreage we attribute, in part, to the fact that (a) in the 
original purchase by the Parish of Terrebonne and City of Houma, dated June 6, 
1935, a tract of 150 acres together with a strip of pasture land, the latter measuring 
300 feet along the public highway by depth to the Bayou Terrebonne, were 
acquired for a cash consideration of $12,200.00, and which constituted the Houma 
airport site until subsequent purchases were made during the latter part of 1941 
and 1942 for the purpose of enlarging the same, and 

(b) With a view of enlarging the then existing airport, the Police Jury of the 
Parish of Terrebonne and the Mayor and Board of Aldermen, as the governing 
bodies of the Parish of Terrebonne and City of Houma, respectively, on December 
9, 1941, by act recorded in Conveyance Book No. 131, folio 506 et seq., acquired 
from the widow and Heirs of R. R. Barrow and area comprising 390.27 acres and 
as part of the consideration of this transaction the sum of $36,644.20 was paid, 
in cash, and the balance of the purchase price was represented by the transfer by 
the city and parish to Mrs. Hallette Barrow Cole (one of the heirs of R. R. Barrow) 
of a tract carved out of the original 150 acre tract hereinabove referred to in the 
preceding paragraph. The parcel so conveyed by the city and parish is described 
as having an area of 27.77 acres and a stipulated value of $2,393.00. 

According to a map by Fromberz Associates, bearing date of October 15, 1942, 
the properties of the Parish of Terrebonne and City of Houma (Parcels ‘‘A’”’ and 
“‘T”’) have a combined area of 619.55 acres, which we do hereby appraise and value 
as follows: 
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1. (a) That portion of the land comprised in Parcel ‘‘L”’ on the afore- 
mentioned Fromherz Associates’ map, fronting on the 
Bayou Terrebonne Paved Highway (State Highway No. 
69) by a depth of five acres, estimated to embrace an area of 
126.4 acres, we do appraise and value at the sum of $150.00 
per acre, or a total of __-__._---- eteuscounchesyacks Se eer we 
(b) The remainder of the land in Parcel ‘‘L”’ on said map, esti- 
mated to comprise 444.42 acres, we do hereby appraise and 
value at $100.00 per acre, or a total of___-__- on at oe ee ee 
2. (a) That portion of the land comprised in Parcel “A” on said map 
fronting on the Grand Caillou Paved Highway (State High- 
way No. 141) by depth of five acres, estimated to embrace 
an area of 22.5 acres, we do hereby appraise and value at 5h 
$150,060 per acre, or-a total of. -—. ._-_--.:-==--.-: ite 3, 375. 00 
(6) The remainder of the land in Parcel ‘‘A’’ on said map, esti- 
mated to comprise an area of 26.21 acres, we do hereby 
appraise and value at $100.00 per acre, or a total of._____ 2, 621. 00 


SS, SELLA ITE A MEE LOE 69, 398. 00 


It will be noted that our valuation is fixed as $69,398.00, whereas the formal 
offer to sell by the parish and city, as per attached exhibits is $72,901.98, which 
latter amount includes, among other outlays, considerable extraneous items, such 
as interest, salaries of guards, etc. 

It is our belief that the City of Houma and Parish of Terrebonne, if deemed 
necessary, would waive any differences inasmuch as they have evidenced a desire 
to give fullest cooperation to the establishment of the Naval Airbase. 

An examination of the conveyance records of Terrebonne Parish indicates that 
there is a small batture acreage measuring 300 feet front on the Bayou Terrebonne 
Paved Highway (State Highway No. 69) by depth to the Bayou Terrebonne, 
which would remain vested in the city and parish should the airbase be limited to 
the area as defined on the Fromherz map of October 15, 1942. This parcel of 
land is situated about midway of the tract of the city and parish (Parcel “L’’ on 
Fromherz map) immediately across and adjoining State Highway No. 69. 

Attention is directed to the fact that the City of Houma and Parish of Terre- 
bonne have a rental remuneration due by Clarence Colwart under a verbal agri- 
cultural lease affecting Parcel ‘‘A”’ on Fromherz map, above referred to, and which 
will be shown on our report on the Colwart crop appraisement. This lease is 
made only for the current year, 1942. 

Inasmuch as the Fromherz map of October 15, 1942, has been referred to 
throughout this report, we are annexing hereto a copy thereof and which we are 
marking Exhibit ‘“‘C’’. 

Respectfully submitted. 


Appraiser. 
City or Houma, La., October 22, 1942. 
Messrs, F. P. Guripry & D. W. Pipszs, 
Appraisers for Naval Air Station L. T. A., 
Houma, Louisiana. 

GENTLEMEN: Acting under authority of the Police Jury of the Parish of Terre- 
bonne and the Mayor and Board of Aldermen of the City of Houma granted at 
a@ joint meeting of the aforesaid bodies held at the Parish Courthouse October 
20th, 1942, we, the undersigned, herewith submit to you the certified consoli- 
dated expenditures of both bodies relative to our acquisition and operations of 
the Houma Airport. 

Upon reimbursement of this expenditure the Parish of Terrebonne and the 
City of Houma will transfer all their right, title and interest in the Houma Air- 
port to the Naval Air Station L. T. A. 

Respectfully yours, 
Jas. E. CHAuvIN 
(For the Police Jury of the Parish of Terrebonne). 
ALLEN MUNSON 
(For the Mayor and Board of Aldermen of the City of Houma). 
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Consolidated expenditures of the parish of Terrebonne and the city of Houma for 
Houma Airport 


| Acreage | Cost 





|__| 
First section 150. 00 $12, 500. 00 
Second section: 


i ies SOTO W, TMO........2<6 _ 


18, 322. 10 


| 

| 
R. R. Barrow, Inc...........- vi Bes ae Reiki de 367. 20 18, 322. 10 
Clarence Hartman ae FERS SoS. = SE TE OP ee Oe ee 10. 40 1, 040. 00 
Joseph Jaccuzzo- hig ccna e 13. 95 1, 395. 00 
Charles and James Chauvin______- 20. 15 2, 015. 00 
Mrs. Bergaron and sons_-- 6, 000. 00 
- —---- — - — — 
Total — } OAL. 70 | 59, 594. 20 
Interest paid on Ist section ......................__. a ars 8, 27 fie: i 2 > 700. 00 
paver Ge Gaon Gane, GN I os oe occ cn Saki. ER ee icaeztl 1, 392, 00 
Attorneys’ fees, lst section ‘ n | 116. 00 
Attorneys’ fees, 2d section__........_.____-- 972. 50 
Surveys, Ist section 310. 23 
Surveys, 2d section._.__._.__- | 1, 449. 88 

| 
‘eianiebasuers ‘ 
ene are ene ‘ ‘ | 6,387. 63 
Election expenses, voting -_--....------- . | REE aE Rat ye Seles 86. 93 
Advertisement bond issue- Peace ; 2.90 
Option (parish) ....-. — ; pied is & | 50. 00 
Option (city) -_--.-- ie <srabins bong nay ew 2 -—eae ‘ 100. 00 
Public sale of bonds. RS Oe ait oF - eo 5a } 16. 79 
Price of bond __--- at: a Sacetee | 49. 00 
R. R. Barrow (tax) aoe y sweet epee Soumens arabe : } 17. 87 
Clarence Hartman (damages to ont) ars See eee ; ; | 9. 00 
Printing prospectus _- : > 193. 29 
R. A. Bazet (recording purchase). i ee : 49. 00 
George Keene (lease) : | 1,401. 00 
R. R. Barrow, Inc. (rent due by Mr. Keene) -_--- keke Re a 1, 050. 00 
Teel... <3... pe peeshibevudheise erases ssa wabes os pekeaeeee } 3, 026. 40 
I= a 

Salary of guards: 
ED ee senmae- ee Seopeee= --|- 288. 75 
June and July esas alte doheamioos 120. 00 
August and Se ptember. Wud abieee tes sa 202. 50 
October. ete ee lib tinda iia i , mee 22. 56 
eae es bee ‘ mae : 693. 75 
Abstract of title. __-- RS | Ee eT Ser eee eee Sere P mer See ee TP 750. 00 
Total expenditures - - - FP 70, 901. 98 
(Illegible) section bond issue , Sean E - 2, 000. 00 
Total___- RE ah e% 7 : ace eS seed o a 72, 981. 98 


We, the undersigned duly appointed Clerks of the Parish of Terrebonne and 
the City of Houma, do hereby certify that Mr. James Chauvin, representing the 
Parish of Terrebonne and Mr. Allen Munson, representing the City of Houma, 
Louisiana, were appointed as a committee of two at a joint meeting held in the 
Police Jury Room of the Parish of Terrebonne by the Police Jury, the Mayor 
and Board of Aldermen, to submit this statement of expenditures to a board of 
appraisers consisting of Mr. David Pipes and F. D. Guidry. We further certify 
that the above was done at a meeting held on Tuesday, October 20, 1942. 


Clerk of the Police J Urry. 
WitiiamM J. Dror, 
Clerk of the City of Houma. 
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Report oF APPRAISERS DESIGNATED To VALUE AND APPRAISE CERTAIN LANDs, 
ETc., SITUATED IN THE PARISH OF TERREBONNE, LOUISIANA, EMBRACED 
WITHIN THE AREA OF THE PROPOSED NAVAL AIRBASE IN RE JamEs E. Cuavvin, 
130 Broap Sr., Houma, Lovistana; CHarRLes L. Cuauvin, 240 CaBassE 
St., Houma, Louisiana 


Houma, TERREBONNE Parisu, La., 
November 7, 1942. 

In pursuance of the authority conferred upon us by Lieutenant Harvey W. 
Millyard (CEC) USNR, officer in charge of construction, and Lieutenant Charles 
E. Thompson, LV (8S) USNR, officer in charge of land acquisition, we, D. W. 
Pipes, Jr., and F. P. Guidry, residents of and domiciled in the Parish of Terre- 
bonne, Louisiana, do hereby submit this as our full and complete report of ap- 
praisement and valuation of the land and other property rights appurtenant 
thereto, belonging to Charles L. Chauvin and James E. Chauvin in the propor- 
tion of the undivided one-half (34) to each. 


Description of real estate 


A certain tract of land situated in the Parish of Terrebonne, State of Louisiana, 
at a distance of about two (2) miles below the City of Houma, lying between 
the Bayous Terrebonne and Grand Caillou designated as Parcel ‘‘B’”’ on that 
certain plat by Fromherz Associates, approved October 13, 1942, a copy of 
which map is annexed to the report of appraisers on property of the City of 
Houma and Parish of Terrebonne, dated October 24th, 1942, and marked 
Exhibit “‘C’’, and embracing an area of 44.10 acres; the said tract forming por- 
tions of Lots 5, 6, 7, 8 and 9, on a certain map or plat o° survey by T. Baker 
Smith, C. E., under date of November 5th, 1919, reeorded in (onveyance Book 
No. 71, folio 485 of the Conveyance Records of the | arish of Terrebonne, 
Louisiana; said property being bounded as follows, to wit: Northwesterly, by 
property owned in division by the City of Houma and . arish of Terrebonne 
(Parcel ‘‘A’’ on said Fromherz Associates’ map), southve tcrlv, by the right of 
way of the Grand Caillou Public Highway (also known as Stet Hi:hway No. 141), 
southeasterly, by property of Clarence Hartman (° arcel ‘“‘ ”’ ©n seid map), and 
northeasterly, by the Houma Airport property, belonging to t’e ( ity of Houma 
and Parish of Terrebonne (Parcel ‘‘L”’ on said map). 

Being a portion of the same property acquired by James FE. (hanvin and 
Charles L. Chauvin, in indivision, from Harris Gagne, by deed dated March 30, 
1927, before Randolph A. Bazet, Clerk of Court and ex officio Notery - ublic 
for the Parish of Terrebonne, the said deed being of record in ( cn eyance Book 
No. 86, folio 430 et seq., of the aforementioned conveyance records. 

Our investigation discloses that the land above described is cleared and culti- 
vable, is devoid of buildings, and, insofar as we have been able to ascertain, is not 
subject to any easements and/or servitudes of any kind. The terrain, character- 
istic of the topography cf this section of Louisiana, is level. 

An examination of the conveyance records of the Parish of Terrebonne discloses 
that said property originally formed part of a larger tract belonging to Messrs. 
James E. Chauvin and Charles L. Chauvin, the latter tract being described as 
containing a superficial area of 69.37 acres (C. O. B. 86, folio 439 et seq.). On 
January 9, 1942, by deed recorded in Conveyance Book No. 132, :fclio 10 et seq., 
James E. Chauvin and Charles L. Chauvin conveyed to the Parish of Terrebonne 
and City of Houma, out cf said larger tract of land, to be embraced within the 
presently existing Houma Airport, a parcel containing 20.15 acres, thereby 
reducing their acreage to 49.22 acres, and within which latter acreage the tract 
of land above described is comprised. 

The assessment Roll of the Parish of Terrebonne for the year 1942 shows a 
total assessed acreage of 49 acres in the name of James E. Chauvin and Charles 
L. Chauvin, viz.: 

Agricultural lands: 


Class A, 10 acres, assessed at__-_-------- aes : $400. 00 
Class B, 39 acres, assessed at___-_-- _- LG - 1,100. 00 


Total (49 acres) assessed value __ 1, 300. 00 
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Summarizing for the purposes of this report, we submit that the land forming 
the subject matter of this report, based upon the foregoing assessment figures, is 
classified and has the following assessed value: 


Agricultural lands: 
a ae a ee eS $360. 00 
Class B, 35.10 acres, at $28.00 aCe es 982. 80 


ee ee ee ee 1, 342. 80 


After diligent research and inquiry, coupled with our own knowledge and 
information relating to real estate values in this area, we are of the firm conviction 
that the land, based on a total acreage of 44.10, is worth: 


(a) 22.5 acres thereof (being that portion fronting on the right-of-way 
of State Highway No. 141, by depth of 5 acres), at $150.00 per 
acre gp eet Se ee eS eRe ..-- $38, 375.00 
(b) 21.6 acres thereof (being that portion in the rear of the five-acre 
eae ere eer Ne LAL bie ae RE 2, 160. 00 





men (0620 Oetew co. 2 tt. sees’. acer 3595s. dle be 5, 535. 00 





The principal factors entering into our conclusions as to the value of this land 
are: 

(1) The 22.5 acres thereof listed under ‘“‘(a)’”’ hereinabove, being located on a 
paved highway, its value is enhanced over that of the remainder of the land to the 
extent of $30.00 per acre; 

(2) During the latter part of 1941 and the early part of 1942, several parcels 
of land embracing considerable area in the immediate vicinity of, and partially 
contiguous to, the tract above described were purchased by the Parish of Terre- 
bonne and City of Houma at an average price of $100.00 per acre and subse- 
quently used to enlarge the then existing airport. We consider that a fair price 
and one which should not be altogether disregarded in arriving at our present 
estimate Therefore, we do hereby appraise the said real estate at the sum of 
Five Thousand, Five Hundred and Thirty-five and no/100 ($5,535.00) Dollars. 

The following is the result of our investigations into the Conveyance Records 
of the Parish of Terrebonne, Louisiana, for the purpose of ascertaining all sales 
and leases affecting the property from the period beginning March 30, 1927, to 
the present date: 

(1) Sale, Harris Cagne to Charles L. Chauvin and James E. Chauvin, covering 
69.37 acres of land, dated March 30th, 1927, and recorded March 31, 1927, in 
Conveyance Book No. 86, folio 439 et seq. Consideration: Two Thousand, Seven 
Hundred and Two—and 06/100 ($1,702.06) Dollars, whereof the sum or Four Hun- 
dred and Forty-one and 09/100 ($441.09) Dollars was paid in cash, and the balance, 
to wit, Two Thousand, Two Hundred and Sixty and 97/100 ($2,260.97) Dollars, 
was represented by ten notes, signed by the purchasers jointly and in solido, 
and thereof being for a like sum of $226.09, payable respectively in from 1 to 9 
years after date, and one thereof in the sum of $226.16, payable ten years after 
date, and all conditioned to bear eight per cent per annum interest from date 
(March 30, 1927) until paid, interest payable annually. The property was 
accepted by the purchasers, in addition to the consideration above recited, subject 
to a special mortgage executed by George and Onezippe Fournier, former owners, 
on Sept. 25th, 1925, in favor of The Federal Land Bank of New Orleans, in the 
sum of Two Thousand, Five Hundred and no/100 ($2,500.00) Dollars, represented 
by one note for said amount, payable in 35 fixed annual installments, the first 
installment being for $59.36, and each subsequent installment being for $162.50, 
except the last one which is for the sum of $156.35, and bearing 5% per cent per 
annum interest as provided in the act of mortgage which is recorded in Mortgage 
Book 64, folio 474 et seq. 

(2) Sale, Charles L. Chauvin to James E. Chauvin, dated April 18th, 1935, 
covering the former’s one-half interest in the property involved in the sale imme- 
diately above recited under “‘(1)”, the consideration being the assumption on the 
part of the purchaser, James E. Chauvin of the ten notes referred to in said above 
recited sale, as well as the note referred to therein as being held by The Federal 
Land Bank of New Orleans, which note it is declared has been reduced to approxi- 
mately the sum of $1,000.00. Recorded April 22, 1935, in Conveyance Book 
No. 104, folio 507 et seq. 

(3) Sale, James A. Chauvin to Charles L. Chauvin, dated March 2nd, 1936, 
covering an undivided one-half interest in the same property involved in the sale 
hereinabove firstly recited, the consideration of which being the assumption on 
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the part of the purchaser of the undivided one-half of the ten notes referred to in 
said above recited sale, as well as the undivided one-half (34) of the note therein 
referred to as being held by The Federal Land Bank of New Orleans, which 
latter note it is declared has been reduced to the sum of approximately $2,000.00. 
Recorded March 4th, 1936, in Conveyance Book No. 106, folio 190 et seq. 

(4) Right-of-Way Deed from Charles L. Chauvin to the State of Louisiana 
and Louisiana Highway Commission, covering a strip of land eighty feet in width 
over which the presently existing paved highway, known as State Highway, 
Route No. 141, is constructed, and which abuts the property hereinabove des- 
cribed. This deed is dated July 17th, 1940, is recorded in Conveyance Book 
No. 127, folio 333 et seq., under date of September 23, 1940, and is made for and 
in consideration of the benefits, uses and advantages accruing to the grantor by 
reason of the location of said paved highway. This deed does not appear to have 
been signed by James E. Chauvin, coowner with Charles L. Chauvin. 

(5) Sale, James E. Chauvin and Charles L. Chauvin to the City of Houma 
and Parish of Terrebonne, dated January 9th, 1942, covering a tract of land 
embracing an area of 20.15 acres, theretofore attached to and forming part of, 
the property above described and how within the lines of the present Houma 
Airport. Consideration: Two Thousand and Fifteen and no/100 ($2,015.00) 
Dollars. Recorded January 22, 1942, in Conveyance Book No. 132, folio 10 
et seq. 

Buildings and improvements 

Our investigation discloses that there are no buildings on the property herein- 
above described and no improvements for which the owners should be entitled to 
recover. 


Fruit trees 

There are seventy-five (75) bearing orange trees on this property about ten 
years of age, which we appraise and value at Ten ($10.00) Dollars each, or a total 
of Seven Hundred and Fifty and no/100 ($750.00) Dollars. 

Attention is directed to the fact that Clarence Colwart has been planting this 
property under a contract of lease with the owners. This lease does not appear 
to have been placed of public record. We have ascertained, however, that it 
was entered into for a period of five years, beginning January 1, 1941, and termi- 
nating December 31, 1945, and by mutual consent of all parties it will terminate 
during the present year. The owners of the property have a claim for rent against 
their lessee, which we have estimated and appraised, and do hereby estimate and 
appraise, at the sum of Three Hundred and Eighteen and 56/100 ($318.56) 
Dollars, being the estimated 1/5 of the proceeds of the cane, and which estimate 
is more fully set out in detail in our report on Clarence Colwart, bearing date of 
October 26th, 1942. 


Recapitulation 
pS OES SES 5 SRS SRE | ae OS Ee ee $5, 535. 00 
ESTE ET OES See fe cy eee ee a 750. 00 
Rent Gaim against Clarence Colwart_.....-...................u.- 318. 56 
SE TS > RR ay eee See. Oe ee 6, 603. 56 


The total appraised value of all of said property, rights and credits is hereby 
declared to be six thousand, six hundred and three and 56/100 ($6,603.56) dollars. 
Respectfully submitted. 
F. W. Guipry, Appraiser. 
D. W. Pires, Jr., Appraiser. 


REPORT OF APPRAISERS DESIGNATED TO APPRAISE AND VALUE CERTAIN LANDs, 
Erc., SIruaTED IN THE PARISH OF TERREBONNE, LOUISIANA, NEAR THE CITY 
or Houma, AND EMBRACED WITHIN THE AREA OF THE PROPOSED NAVAL 
AIRBASE, IN RE R. R. Barrow, INc., 4986 CHARLES AVENUE, NEW ORLEANS, 
LovuIsIANA 

Houma, La., November 14th, 1942. 
Miss Mary P. Tennant, record owner, deceased, represented by her alleged 
legal representatives: Heirs of Mrs. Jennie Tennant, widow of R. R. Barrow, 
viz: Irene F. Barrow, 4938 St. Charles Ave., New Orleans, La.; Mrs. Hallette 

Barrow Cole, 4938 St. Charles Ave., New Orleans, La.; and Mrs. Jennie Barrow 

Dawson, Montgomery, Alabama. 

In pursuance of the authority conferred upon us by Lieutenant Harvey W. 

Hillyard (CEC), USNR, officer in charge of construction, and Lieutenant Charles 


55066—55—No. 38-2 
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K Thompson, LV (S) USNR, officer in charge of land acquisition, we, D. W. 
Pipes, Jr., and F. F. Guitry, residents of and domiciled in the Parish of Terre- 
bonne, Louisiana, do hereby submit this as our full and complete report of apprise- 
ment and valuation of the land and other property rights belonging to the above 
captioned owners. 

Inasmuch as the ownership of the properties delineated as Parcels ‘‘D’’, “‘F’’, 
and ‘‘K’’, respectively, on the Fromherz Associates’ Map, approved October 15, 
1942, a copy of which is annexed to our report of land values, etc., in the name of 
the City of Houma and Parish of Terrebonne, bearing date of October 24, 1942, 
and already submitted, are owned by R. R. Barrow, Ine. (Parcels ‘‘D” and ‘“‘F’”’ 
being erroneously shown on said map as belonging to the Heirs of R. R. Barrow), 
whose stockholders are composed entirely, or almost so, of members of the family 
of the late R. R. Barrow, and Parcel “J’’, though shown on said map as belonging 
to the Heirs of R. R. Barrow, but which, in fact, belongs assertedly to the Heirs 
of Mrs. R. R. Barrow (nee Jennie Tennant), asserted sole heir of Miss Mary P. 
Tennant, record owner, are in a measure interrelated by family connections, we 
have deemed it advisable for the sake of expediency and clarity to cover the four 
tracts, or parcels, in a single report. 

Our investigation discloses that the four parcels “‘D’’, ‘‘F’’, “J’’, and “K”’ are 
cleared and devoid of timber. The terrain, characteristic of the alluvial section 
of Louisiana, is level. 

Neither tract, so far as we have been able to determine, is subject to any 
servitudes and/or easements of any kind. 

For the purposes of this report, we shall first take up for consideration 
Parcel ‘‘K’’, which is the largest of the four and the only one on which there are 
buildings and improvements. This tract stands of record in the name of R. R. 
Barrow, Inc., a Louisiana corporation with its legal domicile in the Parish of 
Terrebonne, said state, and of which, so we are informed, Miss Irene F. Barrow is 
president: 

Description of Parcel ‘‘K’’: 

A certain tract of land situated in the Parish of Terrebonne, Louisiana, at a dis- 
tance of about three miles below the City of Houma, lying on the south side of 
State Highway No. 69 which traverses the right descending banks of the Bayous 
Terrebonne and Little Caillou, respectively, being comprised in Sections 3 and 21, 
Township 17 South, Range 18 east, Southeastern Land District of Louisiana, 
west of the Mississippi River, and designated as Parcel ‘“‘K’’ on map by Fromherz 
Associates, approved: October 15, 1942; the said tract being bounded north by 
the said highway, south and east by property formerly belonging to Miss Mary P. 
Tennent, now the Heirs of Mrs. Jennie Tennent Rarrow (Parcel ‘J’’ on said 
Fromherz Associates’ map), and west by the Houma Airport, belonging to the 
City of Houma and Parish of Terrebonne (Parcel ‘‘L”’ on said map), and contain- 
ing 286.43 acres of land. 

Being a portion of the same property acquired by R. R. Barrow, Inc., from 
Robert Ruffin Barrow and Mrs. Zoe Barrow Topping, by act dated June 11, 1925, 
before Randolph A. Benet, Clerk of Court and ex-officio Notary Public for the 
Parish of Terrebonne, La., the said act being of record under date of July 9, 1945, 
in Conveyance Book No. 83, folio 134 et seq. 

It appears by a Sheriff’s deed bearing date of October 22, 1932, that this prop- 
erty together with other property of which it formerly formed a part, was fore- 
closed on under judicial proceedings instituted by Samuel L. Mayer, as plaintiff, 
against R. R. Barrow, Inc., as defendant, in cause No. 10,297 of the 17th Judicial 
District Court, Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana, and at which sale the said Samuel 
L. Mayer became the adjudicatee. However, by decree of said court, rendered 
and signed on May 11, 1936, in the matter of R. R. Barrow, Inc., vs. Samuel L. 
Mayer, No. 10,338 of the docket of the aforementioned court, the said adjudica- 
tion was annulled and voided and the title to said property was accordingly 
restored to R. R. Barrow, Inc., in whose name it has been ever since. 

An examination of the conveyance records of the Parish of Terrebonne from 
and inclusive of June 11, 1925, to the present date, discloses that the following 
sales, etc., affect said property: 

(1) Sale, Robert Ruffin Barrow and Mrs. Zoe Barrow Topping to R. R. Barrow, 
Inc., dated June 11, 1925, and recorded July 9, 1925, in Conveyance Book 83, 
folio 134 et seq., and being the identical transaction under which R. R. Barrow, 
Inc., now holds title. 

Notre.—This sale involved considerable other property and was made 
for a total consideration of $52,500.00, of which the sum of $10,000.00 is 
stated to have been paid in cash, and the balance was represented by the 
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assumption on the part of the purchaser of certain encumbrances then resting 

upon the property. 

(2) A deed of sale made by the Sheriff of the Parish of Terrebonne covering 
all of the above described property, as well as other property of which it formerly 
formed a part (but not including all the property acquired by R. R. Barrow, 
Inc., in its purchase of June 11, 1925, above referred to), the whole, according 
to said deed, embraced a superficial area of 512.24 acres. Said deed bearing 
date of October 22, 1932, and was made under a writ of seizure and sale issued 
in the matter of Samuel L. Mayer vs. R. R. Barrow, Ine., No. 10,297 of the docket 
of the 17th Judicial District Court, Parish of Terrebonne, Louisiana. Recorded 
October 28, 1932, in Conveyance Book No. 99, folio 202 et seq. Consideration: 
$530.00. 

(3) An agreement of compromise by and between Samuel L. Mayer and 
R. R. Barrow, Ince., et als, dated June 22, 1936, whereby said parties agreed to 
settle and terminate certain litigation then pending between them upon the 
performance by them of certain stipulated acts as a condition precedent to the 
consummation of said compromise. 

Recorded June 23, 1936, in Conveyance Book No. 109, folio 111 et seq. 

(4) A judgment of the 17th Judicial District Court of the State of Louisiana 
in and for the Parish of Terrebonne, rendered and signed on May 11, 1936, in 
the suit of R. R. Barrow, Inc., vs. Samuel L. Mayer, No. 10,338 of the docket 
of said court, under the provisions of which the Sheriff’s Deed and adjudication 
hereinabove recited under ‘(2)’? was declared null and void and the prepertyv 
covered by said deed was restored to R. R. Barrow, Inc. 

Recorded October 27, 1937, in Conveyance Book No. 116, folio 92 et seq. 

(5) A mineral lease bearing date of September 27, 1937, from R. R. Barrow, 
Inc., Mrs. Jennie Barrow, wife of Dr. Harry P. Dawson, Mrs. Zoe Barrow, widow 
of Robert 8. Topping, and Mrs. Hallette Barrow, wife of Dr. C. Greras Cole, to 
Barnsdall Oil Company, covering property belonging to each lessor, respectively. 
The initial payment for this lease was $15,000.00. Recorded November 23, 1937, 
in Conveyance Book No. 115, folio 393 et seq. 

Nore.—This lease was amended under dates of Dec. 8, 1937, and May 17, 
1938, by instruments recorded under dates of December 24, 1937, and June 
10, 1938, in Conveyance Book No. 116, folio 726 et seq., and Conveyance 
Book 118, folio 680 et seq. 

By instruments dated Sept. 26, 1938, and Sept. 20, 1939, recorded respec- 
tively on October 1, 1938, and October 2, 1939, in Conveyance Book 120, 
folio 126 et seq., and Conveyance Book No. 124, folio 29 et seq., the said 
lease and instruments amendatory thereof were released and abandoned in 
favor of the lessors. 

(6) Royalty deed dated October 9, 1937, from R. R. Barrow, Inc., to Irene F. 
Barrow, Jennie L. Barrow, widow of Robert R. Barrow, Jennie Barrow Dawson, 
Zoe Barrow Topping, Hallette Barrow Cole, and Dr. Louis A. Mareaux, covering 
a mineral royalty interest in the above described property, as well as in other 
property then belonging to the grantor, which mineral royalty interest amounted 
to: (a) 7/8ths of 1/8th undivided interest of the whole of any oil, gas or other 
minerals, except sulphur, in, under and that may be produced from the lands; 
and (b) eighty-four cents (84c) per long ton for all sulphur that may be produced 
from the lands. 

This deed provides, among other things, that the sale and transfer is not limited 
to rovalties accruing under a then existing lease but the rights granted are and 
shall remain a charge and burden on the land and binding on any future owner or 
lessees, and, in the event of the termination of the lease then existent, said royal- 
ties shall be delivered and/or paid out of the whole of any oil, gas, or other mineral 
produced from the lands by the owners, lessee, or anyone else operating thereon. 
The consideration of this transaction is ‘‘$10.00 and other valuable considera- 
tions.”’ 

Recorded June 25, 1938, in Conveyance Book No. 119, folio 106 et seq. 

Notr.—We, as appraisers, are at.a loss to know whether or not the above 
recited mineral royalty interest should be appraised and valued, since the 
payment of any royalty seems to be dependent upon actual production of some 
mineral or minerals. It occurs to us that if and when the property is taken 
over by the government, unless some reservation be made by the reader, the 
payment of royalty would depend upon whether the government, either on its 
own initiative or through its lessee, would exploit the same and actually 
produce minerals therefrom. 

As long as the owner, who has exclusive control over the development and 
the granting of mineral leases, refrains from doing so, and without which 
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there can be no production, we cannot at this time foresee any benefits to be 
derived by the grantees under said deed. However, should it be deemed 
that the land has potential mineral value and there might be a possibility of 
its being developed for mineral purposes, we stand ready and willing to make 
an appraisement and valuation of the mineral royalty interests above referred 
to. 

(7) A right-of-way deed, R. R. Barrow, Inc., to the State of Louisiana and 
Louisiana Highway Commission, bearing date of October Ist, 1940, covering a 
strip or parcel of land ninety (90) feet in width, abutting the hereinabove de- 
scribed property, and over which State Highway No. 69 has been constructed. 

Consideration: The benefits, uses, and advantages accruing to the grantor by 
reason of the location of said highway. Recorded November 16, 1940, in Con- 
veyance Book No. 128, folio 117 et seq. 

(8) Sale dated December 8, 1941, from Mrs. Jennie Tennent Barrow, widow of 
Robert Ruffin Barrow, Irene E. Barrow, Hallette Barrow, wife of Dr. C. Orenes 
Cole, Mrs. Jennie Barrow, wife of Harris Dawson, and R. R. Barrow, Inc., to the 
Parish of Terrebonne and City of Houma, covering an area of 390.27 acres of land 
contiguous to the property hereinabove described, and which was used to enlarge 
the then existing Houma Airport. 

Consideration: (a) $36,644.20, in cash, and (b) the transfer by the city and 
parish to Mrs. Hallette Barrow Cole (one of the vendors) of a tract of land in the 
same area comprising 27.77 acres, which tract, according to the deed, was ap- 
praised and valued at $2,382.00, thereby making the sale price on the basis of 
eash or its equivalent for the land purchased by the city and parish aggregate the 
sum of $39,027.00. Recorded December 11, 1941, in C. B. 131, folio 307 et seq. 

The Assessment Roll of the Parish of Terrebonne for the year 1942 discloses 
that the said lands are classified and assessed as to acreage and values as follows: 


Agricultural lands: 
Og Eo eh RS cal. AP Ne II SO TLS ASE AT ae $1, 600. 00 
DR ee stip ate IRD: AR ENE LL OE . 900. 00 
Class C, 30 acres ae ate ee eater eee 750. 00 
Pasture lands, 21 acres___- 2 i he Se =e et a ee 210. 00 
eal a citar eee eet tn oleae 3, 460. 00 
ELS SR AE 3, 000. 00 
le Sperm 


Total (121 acres) 
Sugar factory building. -.__.______--_--_- 
Sugar factory machinery 


I aks eh icone whe 11, 460. 00 


It is evident from the foregoing total assessed acreage that when compared with 
the acreage of 266.43 on the Fromherz Survey, a considerable portion of the 
property is not assessed. 

We have carefully considered real estate values in this area and are of the 
opinion that the land fronting on Highway No. 69, 1. e., 19 acres front by depth 
of 5 acres, or a total of 95 acres, is worth $150.00 per acre or a total of $14,250.00, 
and we do hereby appraise and value it at the sum of Fourteen Thousand, Two 
Hundred and Fifty and no/100 Dollars ($14,250.00). The remainder of the land 
in this tract, i. e., 171.43 acres, we do hereby appraise and value at $100.00 
per acre, or a total of $17,143.00. Total appraisement of parcel ‘X’’ $31,393.00. 


Buildings, etc., on parcel X 


One old two story sugar factory building, erected perhaps sixty years ago. 
It is of wood construction with galvanized iron roofing and siding. The lower 
floor is made principally of concrete. 

After being used as a sugar factory for many years, this structure was con- 
verted into a syrup factory, but has been virtually abandoned for approximately 
eight or ten years. All useable machinery and much of the galvanized iron 
siding have been removed. There are a few old valves and pieces of piping and 
other items which could hardly be considered much more than junk. 

The boilers with two smokestacks are still in place. The stacks, however, 
are badly perforated. 

We had an estimate made of the metal, including the galvanized iron, and of 
the removable bricks. It amounted to less than $800.00. 

The building in its present dilapidated condition has, in our opinion, only a 
salvage value. It consists chiefly of a considerable amount of old lumber and 
timbers, which, as near as we have been able to estimate, amounts to approxi- 
mately 147,000 feet. All of the timber is old, however, and we believe the cost 
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of dismantling, removing nails, etc., would represent an outlay nearly equaling 
its value as salvaged material. 
The dimensions of this building are estimated to be as follows: 


RI ar a a am oe rer mcianess crop piesa __ 40’x180’ 
neh Sh TBR SOB ee ER Ns Po cl ARB dak MARA te 16’x180’ 
Former boiler shed and mill room__._-___-_____________--- __ 50’x100’ 
II one oe delet ig UR lel ln os a OM ik ly 


At our request, several photographs at different angles have been taken of this 
building. They are on file in the office of Lieutenant Hillyard and, if desired, 
may be examined. We also have obtained considerable detail data relating to 
the timber and other material. This also is on file and may be examined at the 
office of Mr. S. Jones of the Horace Williams Company, contractors. 

We do hereby appraise this structure and all of its contents at the sum of 
Twenty-five Hundred ($2,500.00) Dollars. 

Until recently there were approximately twenty or twenty-five laborers’ 
dwellings and cabins on the property, but these have been, or will be, removed 
by the owners and sold for their account. 


Rights and credits relating to parcel K: 

(1) A claim by R. R. Barrow, Inc., against George Keen for rent of a portion 
of Parcel ‘‘K’’. Our investigation revealed that Keen had under lease 41.6 acres 
of what is known as cane land, 8.9 acres of corn land and 10.5 acres of ‘‘idJe”’ 
land. 

The contract of lease, so we understand, is made on a basis of $5.00 per acre 
on cane land and $3.00 per acre on corn land. 

The crop of corn on the 8.9 acres of corn land has been harvested by Mr. Keen 
and taken into his possession. The rent due by him on this acreage (8.9%$3.00 
$26.70) is an item with which we feel we are not concerned. The corn crop had 
been harvested prior to our inspection. 

Therefore, this claim amounts to $206.00—41.6 acres of cane land at $5.00 
per acre—and we do hereby appraise and value it at that sum. 

It is our understanding that the contract (not of public record) between the 
R. R. Barrow, Inc., and George Keen would have ordinarily expired on January 3, 
1944, but, desiring to co-operate, Mr. Keen and Dr. C. G. Cole, the latter rep- 
resenting R. R. Barrow, Inc., have advised us that they have mutually agreed 
to effect a cancellation thereof as of the date of taking over the property by the 
U.S. Navy. 

For a more detailed description of the claim for rent by R. R. Barrow, Inc., 
against Mr. Keen, we refer to our report of property values in the name of George 
Keen, bearing even date herewith. 

(a) A claim by R. R. Barrow, Inc., against Gayle Harang, Elienials Post Office, 
Louisiana, for rent of a portion of Parcel ‘‘X”’. 

The contract of lease, we have been informed, was made on a basis of one-fifth 
(%) of the cane produced and one-fourth of the corn produced. However, at the 
time of our inspection, we found that the corn crop had already been harvested 
and it is to be assumed that Mr. Harang has, or will, settle with his lessor for that 
item. In any event, the land being devoid of any corn crop at the time of our 
inspection, we feel that this is an item with which we are not concerned. 

s to the sugarcane crop, in the net proceeds of which the said R. R. Barrow, 
Inc., as lessor, has a 4th interest, we do estimate and appraise as follows, to wit: 


70 acres of plant cane, estimated to yield an average of 17.00 tons per 


Gere, Or OB XOtal Of ie 8 ol se eke eda wu cake’ Ree 
33.7 acres of stubble cane, estimated to yield 13.03 tons per acre, or 
Se ee te. 8 ae 2d eG Oe ee 439. 127 
meneame, DSU ees ere be ole Bt eA ae ek 1, 629. 127 
Total cane tons: 1,629,127 at 5.40 per ton_______________-_------ $8, 797. 275 
Less $1.00 per ton for harvesting___._____.__..-___---------- 1, 629. 127 


The interest of R. R. Barrow, Inc., being one-fifth of the net proceeds of the 
cane, is hereby appraised at the sum of One Thousand, Four Hundred and Thirty- 
three and 629/1000 ($1,433.629) Dollars. 

For a more detailed description of said claim reference is now made to our 
report of even date herewith covering the crops, ete., of Gayle Harang. 













4618 


We have been informed that both parties to the contract of lease between 
R. R. Barrow, Inc., and Gayle Harang are in agreement that it will terminate by 
mutual consent as of the date of taking over the property by the U. 8. Navy 

We now take up for consideration Parcel ‘‘D’’ as shown on said Fromberz Asso- 
ciates’ map (erroneously shown thereon as being in the name of the Heirs of 
R. R. Barrow), belonging to R. R. Barrow, Inc., and described as follows, to wit: 

A certain parcel of land situated in the Parish of Terrebonne, Louisiana, at a 
distance of about two miles below the City of Houma, lying between the Bayous 
Terrebonne and Grand Caillou, designated as Parcel ““D’’ on a certain map by 
Fromerz Associates, approved: October 15, 1942, and embracing an area of 
11.03 acres; the said tract forming a portion of Lot No. 2 on a map or plat of 
survey made by F. Bauer Smith, Surveyor, under date of November 6, 1919, 
and recorded in Conveyance Book No. 71, folio 485 of the Conveyance Records 
of Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana; said property being bounded as follows, to wit: 

North, by the Houma Airport, belonging to the City of Houma and Parish of 
Terrebonne (Parcel ‘“‘D’’ on said Fromherz Associates’ map) South, by property 
of The South Coast Corporation (Pareel ““H’’ on said map), East, by property 
of Joseph Jaceuzzo (Parcel “I’’ on said map), and West, by property of Clarence 
Hartman (Parcel ‘‘C”’ on said map). 

This property was acquired by R. R. Barrow, Inc., under the same deed and 
at the same time as is hereinabove referred to in connection with the acquisition 
of Parcel “F’’, firstly described herein. And, inasmuch as it was at the time of 
said acquisition contiguous to and forming a part of said Parcel ‘‘K’’, reference is 
hereby made to the several instruments cited in connection with said Parcel ‘‘K’’, 
beginning on page 3 hereof, and, particularly, those listed under ‘(1)’’, “(3)”, 
#*(5)”’,, “(6)”, and “(6)”, 

We do hereby appraise and value said tract (Parcel ““D’’) at the sum of One 
Hundred ($100.00) Dollars per acre, based on an area of 11.03 acres, or a total 
of Eleven Hundred and Three and no/100 ($1,103.00) Dollars. 

We next take up parcel ‘‘F” on said Fromherz Associates’ Map (erroneously 
shown thereon as belonging to the heirs of H. R. Barrow), belonging to the said 
R. R. Barrow, Inc., and described as follows: 

A certain tract of land situated in the Parish of Terrebonne, Louisiana, at a 
distance of about two miles below the City of Houma, lying between the Buyous 
Grand Gaillou and Terrebonne, designated on that certain map by Fronherz 
Associates, approved: October 15, 1942, as Parcel “‘F”, and embracing an area 
of 3.76 acres. The said tract being bounded as follows: North, by the Houma 
Airport, belonging to the City of Houma and Parish of Terrebonne (Parcel ‘I’ 
on said map), south by property of The South Coast Corporation (Parcel “H”’ 
on said map), east, by a line drawn through the center of Bayou Chauvin, as 
shown on said map, and west by property of Joseph Jaccuzze (Parcel ‘“E” on 
said map). 

This property was acquired by the said N. R. Barrow, Inc., along with the other 
two tracts hereinabove described as Parcels “K” and “D’. And inasmuch as 
it was at the time of said acquisition contiguous to and forming a part of Parcel 
“K”’, reference is hereby made to the several instruments cited in connection with 
said Parcel “A’’, beginning on page 3 hereof, and, particularly, those listed under 
“ae. ar 2 ee, eee ee 

We do hereby appraise said tract, based on an area of 3.76 acres, at the sum of 
$100.00 per acre, or a total of Three Hundred and Seventy-six and no/100 
($376.00) Dollars. 

We next take up Parcel “J”’ as shown on said Fromherz Associates’ Map, stand- 
ing of record in the name of Miss Mary P. Tennent (shown on said map as “‘heirs 
of R. R. Barrow’’), and described as follows: 

A certain tract of land situated in the Parish of Terrebonne, at a distance of 
about three miles below the City of Houma,designated as Parcel “‘J’’ on map by 
Fromherz Associates, approved: October 15, 1942, measuring 275.8 feet front on 
the south side of the Public Road (State Highway No. 69) traversing the right 
descending back of Bayou Little Caillou and running back in a southwesterly 
direction adjoining and parallel to the line of property of The South Coast Cor- 
poration (Parcel ‘‘F’’ on said map) until it strikes the east line of Section 20, T. 
18 S., R. 18 E., thence in a northwesterly direction parallel to said east line of 
Section 20 until a line corresponding to the north line of said Section 20 is reached ; 
thence in a westerly direction parallel to and along the north line of said Section 20 
to the line of the Houma Airport, belonging to the City of Houma and Parish of 
Terrebonne (Parcel ‘‘L”’ on said map). 
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Being part of the same property acquired by Miss Mary P. Tennent from Robert 
R. Barrow by act dated February 8th, 1902, before Henry M. Bourg, Notary 
Public, the said act being of record in Conveyance Book WW, folio 570 et seq., 
of the records of the Parish of Terrebonne. 


Notr.—While there appears to be no record of legal proceedings to evi- 
dence the ownership or vest title in their names, this property is now claimed 
by the Heirs of Mrs. Jennie Tennent Barrow, widow of Robert Ruffin Barrow, 
who it is claimed was the sole heir of Miss Mary P. Tennent. This is sub- 
stantiated by a declaration signed under date of September 11, 1942, by Miss 
Irene F. Barrow, Mrs. Hallette Barrow, wife of Dr. C. Orease Cole, and 
Miss Jennie Barrow, wife of Harris Dawson, claiming to be the sole surviving 
heirs of Mrs. Jennie Tennent Barrow. This declaration, duly acknowledged 
before Notaries Public, is recorded under date of September 17, 1942, in 
Conveyance Book No. 133, folio 317 et seq. 

The only other transaction which we have been able to find relating to this 
property within the past ten years next preceding this date is a right of way 
deed to the State of Louisiana, dated October 1, 1940, signed by Mrs. R. R. 
Barrow, as the sole heir of Miss Mary P. Tennent, cove ring a strip of land measur- 
ing forty -five feet in width abutting said PARCEL “J” and over which State 
Highway No. 69 now passes. The said highway, however, is located outside the 
bounds of said Parcel ‘“J’’. Said parcel being a part of a tract of land acquired 
by said Miss Mary P. Tennent, «s aforesaid, which originally terminated at the 
Bayou Terrebonne. The said right of way deed being of record in Conveyance 
Book No, 128, folio 117 et seq., under date of November 15, 1940. 

We do hereby appraise and value said PARCEL ‘“‘J”’ as follows: 

(a) 278.8 feet front on Highway No. 69, by depth of 5 acres, embrasing 

an area of 4.82 acres, at one hundred and fifty ($150.00) Dollars 

per acre, or a total of Seven Hundred and Twenty-three and 

no/100 ($723. OS) Babin sosuciclss_. $723. 00 

(6) The remainder of the tract, embracing an area of 27. 75 ac res, at 
one hundred ($100.00) dollars per acre, or a total of Twenty- 
seven hundred and seventy-five ($2,775.00) Dollars_ isco 3a 


ee site. Soest GL A 2 los. ortSs2 ett. beg (aioe Sees 


Recapitulation 
(1) R. R. Barrow, Ine.: 
Real estate: 


(a) Parcel ‘‘K’’_- : $31, 3&3. 00 
(b) Parcel ‘“D”’ > 1, 103. 00 


(eo) Parcel P22... 376. 00 
a - $32, 872. 00 
Buildings, ete.: Sugar factory and contents__. 2, 500. 00 
Rights and credits: 
(a) Rect Claim, George 


Keen. j $208. 00 
(b) Rect Claim, Cayle 
Merang. 2. =. By. 1, 433. 629 
—— — 1,641. 629 
Total, R. R. Barrow, Ine $37, 013. 629 
(2) Miss Mary P. Tennant (heirs of Mrs. R. R. Barrow): Real estate: 
Parcel “J” _ 3, 498. 00 
Grand total______ x , 511. 629 


The total appraised value of all of said property, rights and credits, is hereby 
declared to be: forty thousand, five hundred and eleven and 629/1000 ($40,511. 629) 
dollars. 

Respectfully submitted. 

F. P. Guipry, Appraiser. 
D. W. Pirxs, Jr., Appraiser. 
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REPORT OF APPRAISERS DESIGNATED To VALUE AND APPRAISE CERTAIN LANDS, 
Erc., SITUATED IN THE ParRisH OF TERREBONNE, LovisiANA, EMBRACED 
WITHIN THE AREA OF THE PROPOSED NAVAL AIRBASE IN RE THE SouTH Coast 
CorPoRATION, 219 GrimaGE STREET, Houma, LOUISIANA 


Houma, TERREBONNE ParisuH, La., 
November 24, 1942. 

In pursuance of the authority conferred upon us by Lieutenant Harvey W. 
Hillyard, (CEC) USNR, officer in charge of construction, and Lieutenant Charles 
E. Thompson, LV (8S) USNR, officer in charge of land acquisition, we, D. W. 
Pipes, Jr., and F. P. Guidry, residents of and domiciled in the Parish of Terre- 
bonne, Louisiana, do hereby submit this as our report of appraisement and 
valuation of the land, etc., belonging to The South Coast Corporation. 


Description of real estate 


A certain tract of land situated in the Parish of Terrebonne, Louisiana, at a 
distance of about three miles below the City of Houma, lying on the right de- 
scending bank of the Bayou Little Caillou and measuring a front of 15.18 acres 
on the west side of State Highway No. 49 traversing the right descending bank of 
said Bayou Little Caillou by depth to the Bayou Grand Caillou and the Grand 
Caillou Public Highway (State Highway No. 141), respectively; the side lines of 
said tract being irregular, and the whole being shown and designated as Parcel 
““H”’ on a certain map by Fromherz Associates, approved: October 15, 1942, a 
copy of which map being annexed to and made part of Report of Appraisers 
covering property of the City of Houma and Parish of Terrebonne, bearing date 
of October 24, 1942, and marked Exhibit ‘‘A’’; the said trust comprising an area 
of 645.41 acres; being portions of the Presque ’Isle and Woodlawn Plantations of 
The South Coast Corporation and bounded as follows: to wit: North, by property 
belonging respectively to the estate of Miss Mary P. Tennent (Parcel “J” on 
said Fromberz map), the Parish of Terrebonne and City of Houma (Parcel ‘‘L”’ 
on said map), R. R. Barrow, Inc. (Parcel ‘‘F’”’ on said map), Joseph Jaccuzzo 
(Parcel ““K”’ on said map), R. R. Barrow, Inc., (Parcel ‘‘D” on said map), and 
Clarence Hartman (Parcel ‘“‘C’’ on said map, South, by other property of said 
The South Coast Corporation, East by said Highway No. 69, and West, by State 
Highway No. 141 and the Bayou Grand Caillou, as shown on said map. 

Notre.—Parcel “G’” on said Fromherz Map, comprising 6.69 acres, is 
included in the total acreage of the tract above described for the reason that 
it is our understanding that title to this parcel, consisting of a railroad right 
of way and warehouse site, is, or will be, vested in The South Coast Corpo- 
ration by agreement with the Texas and New Orleans Railroad Company. 

It is also our understanding that, as regards the railroad, which traverses 
said right of way, a special agreement is now in process of being arrived at 
between the said Texas and New Orleans Railroad Company, The South 
Coast Corporation, and the Navy Department, and in view of which, we 
have made no attempt to appraise any railroad equipment belonging to the 
Texas and New Orleans Railroad Company. 

Being a portion of the same property acquired by Dahlberg & Company, Inc., 
from Whitney-Central Trust & Savings Bank, by act dated December 5th, 
1927, by act before William Waller Young, Notary Public for the Parish of 
Orleans, Louisiana, the said act being recorded under date of December 7th, 
1937, in Convevance Book No. 88, folio 66 et seq., of the Conveyance Records 
of the Parish of Terrebonne, Louisiana, and acquired by the South Coast Company 
from said Dahlberg & Company, Inc., by act dated January 9th, 1928, by act 
before the said William Waller Young, Notary Public, and recorded under date 
of January 14th, 1928, in Conveyance Book No. 88, folio 156 et seq. 

An examination of the conveyance records of the Parish of Terrebone, 
Louisiana, from the date of the acquisition of said property by The South Coast 
Company and/or The South Coast Corporation, being a period of more than 
ten years next preceding this date, discloses the following sales, leases and other 
instruments affecting the same, to wit: 

(1) A judgment of the 17th Judicial District Court of the State of Louisiana 
in and for the Parish of Terrebonne, rendered and signed on June 5th, 1929, in 
the suit of The South Coast Company vs. Mrs. Sarah B. Maginnis, widow of 
Charles B. Maginnis, Sr., et als, quieting the plaintiff’s title in and to certain 
properties situated in the Parish of Terrebonne, Louisiana. Recorded June 5th, 
1929, in Conveyance Book No. 91, folio 125. 

(2) Sale, The South Coast Company to Morgan’s Louisiana & Texas Railroad 
& Steamship Company, covering certain property for a railroad. Said sale being 
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dated April 30th, 1930, and describes, among other property, a strip of land 
fifty (50) feet in width, and containing 32.8 acres of land. Recorded March 5th, 
1931, in Conveyance Book No. 96, folio 67 et seq. 

(3) Sale dated June 5, 1932, The South Coast Company to Morgan’s Louisiana 
& Texas Railroad & Steamship Company, covering 1,302 square feet of land along 
with a certain sugar warehouse. Consideration; $1,500.00, cash. Recorded 
June 17th, 1932, in Conveyance Book No. 98, folic 831 et seq. 

(4) Sale in re: Reorganization of The South Coast Company. Carl F. Dahl- 
berg and Jules Godehaux, Trustees of The South Coast Company (in Bankruptcy) 
to The South Coast Corporation, dated September 27, 1935, covering all of the 
hereinabove described property, as well as certain other properties. Recorded 
October 3rd, 1935, in Conveyance Bock No. 105, folio 401 et seq. 

(5) Decree of the United States District Court for the Eastern District of 
Louisiana, dated September 25, 1935, in the matter of The South Coast Company, 
debtor, In Proceedings for a Corporate Reorganization—In Bankruptcy No. 
5257—-Directing Transfer cf assets to the South Coast Corporation, ete. Re- 
corded October 5th, 1935, in Conveyance Book No. 106, folio 431 et seq. 

(6) Agreement between The South Coast Corporation and Amerada Petroleum 
Corporation, dated June 6, 1936, relative to making seismic surveys in and upon 
property of The South Coast Corporation. Consideration: $4,000.00, cash. 
Recorded July 8th, 1936, in Conveyance Book No. 109, folio 209 et seq. 

(7) An amendment to the contract just above recited under ‘‘(6)’’, bearing 
date of July 2nd, 1936, and recoraed August 7th, 1942, in Conveyance Book 
No. 109, folio 477 et seq. 

(8) A notice issued by Amerada Petroleum Corporation to The South Coast 
Corporation, bearing date of September 25, 1936, relative to a mineral lease on 
property of said The South Coast Company anent the agreements hereinabove 
recited under ‘‘6”’ and ‘7”’. Recorded October 7th, 1936, in Conveyance Book 
No. 110, folio 277 et seq. 

(9) An agreement between The South Coast Corporation and South Shore Oil 
and Development Company, providing among other things, that the South Shore 
Oil and Development Company shall be vested with and assume the sole and 
exclusive right and duty to exploit and for that purpose to arrange and negotiate 
for the South Coast Company to lease, sell or exchange, and the South Shore Oil 
and Development Company may itself explore, drill, mine or otherwise exploit 
or develop (and receive and collect the income therefrom) all of the rights, titles, 
and interests of South Coast Company in oil, gas, sulphur and minerals or rights 
therein of every kind and character belonging to The South Coast Corporation 
on or under any real property owned by The South Coast Corporation in the 
State of Louisiana. Said agreement bearing date of February 23rd, 1937, and 
was recorded under date of March 2nd, 1937, in Conveyance Book No. 112, 
folio 107 et seq. 

(10) Permit, The South Coast Corporation, granting to Southern Bell Tele- 
phone & Telegraph Company and its associated and allied companies, their re- 
spective successors and assigns, the right, privilege ard authority to construct, 
operate and maintain its lines of telephone and telegraph, and for the general 
transmission of intelligence, including the necessary underground and aerial 
cable, poles, wires and fixtures upon and over or under the property of The 
South Coast Corporation, or in which it has an interest, located on both sides of 
Bayou Petit (Little) Caillou on west side of La. Hwy #69, near the Village of 
Presque Isle, Parish of Terrebonne, Louisiana. The telephone company agrees 
to re-locate at its own expense, on said property, its lines and fixtures to conform 
with future building requirements. Said permit bearing date of June 15, 1939, 
and was recorded under date of June 29th, 1939, in Conveyance Book No. 123, 
folio 211. 

Notre.—From an examination of the premises, we fail to note any evidence 
of any physical use of the privileges conferred by the foregoing permit, 
insofar as concerns the area within the confines of the Naval Airbase. 

(11) Right-of-Way, The South Coast Corporation to the State of Louisiana and 
Louisiana Highway Commission, bearing date of August 22, 1940, and covering a 
strip of land 80 feet in width. Said strip of land being for the use and benefit of 
State Highway No. 141, abutting the hereinabove described property. Recorded 
September 17th, 1940, in Conveyance Book No. 127, folio 243 et seq. 

“his property is highly improved agricultural lands. The canals, ditches, 
culverts, bridges, narrow-gauge railroad and plantation roads are in good service- 
able condition. 
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To assist us to such an extent as it may, the officials of The South Coast Cor- 
poration furnished us with well prepared data relating to improvements, materials, 
cost, ete. In no instance did we find this data at variance as to quantity or 
current prices of material. 

We have followed our own judgment, however, as to value of the various items. 

The cane crop on the property, consisting of from nine to ten thousand tons, 
is being harvested by The South Coast Corporation at their own expense and 
liability, and is, therefore, not included in our appraisement, save and except a 
relatively small acreage upon which the cane was destroyed as a result of the 
running of survey lines or where damage was sustained by current operations. 
It is our intention by way of a supplementary report to submit an appraisal and 
estimate of the damage thus sustained. 

There is a possible element of damage that has given us much concern, although 
we do not consider that we could or should attempt to estimate its possible mone- 
tary value: The deprivation of the company of this land, bearing annual crops, 
unless replaced with other property in the near vicinity, by purchase or otherwise, 
will increase the overhead on the remainder of the property. The tonnage of 
cane from this property produces annually about ten thousand tons, which is 
transported to the Terrebonne Factory of the South Coast Corporation, about 
seven miles distant, on their own narrow-gauge railroad, and amounts to approxi- 
mately seven per cent of the total mill tonnage. Moreover, this annual tonnage 
of cane produces on an average of about a thousand tons of raw sugar which, in 
turn, goes to the company’s ‘‘Georgia”’ Refinery in Lafourche Parish, at a minimum 
of handling and transportation charges. 

We cannot anticipate, when placing values on the land and improvements, 
possible resultant losses to the company either in the handling of this cane tonnage 
for raw processing purposes at its Terrebonne Factory or subsequent refining and 
handling at its Georgia Refinery. There is no doubt in our minds, however, that 
The South Coast Corporation will have difficulty in replacing this land and 
equivalent average annual crops as an equally satisfactory basis as that which 
already exists. Should further investigation be desired in this connection, we 
shall be pleased to act in accordance with such instructions as might be given us. 

The only building on this property is a warehouse, which belongs to the Texas 
& New Orleans Railroad Company, and it is our understanding that it is to be 
removed under the terms of the agreement referred to on page two hereof. 

The land is not subject to any servitudes and/or easements, except as herein 
noted under ‘‘(10)’’ on page four, and as to which we have been unable to discover 
by an actual examination of the premises that any rights have been exercised 
thereunder on the affected area, 

This property is level and entirely devoid of timber. 

Inasmuch as this land is covered under one assessment with a large area of other 
lands belonging to The South Coast Corporation of varying values, it is not 
readily possible to give an accurate estimate of its assessed value for taxation 
purposes. However, when considering the type of land involved in the affected 
area, we are of the opinion that it consists almost entirely of land known as 
Class ‘‘A”’ agricultural lands which are assessed at approximately $40.00 per acre. 
Using that figure as a basis, we submit that the land has an assessed valuation of 
approximately $23,816.40. 

We have carefully studied real estate values in this area and are of the opinion 
that the land fronting on Highway No. 69, i. e., 15.18 acres by 5 acres in depth, 
or a total of 75.90 acres, is worth $150.00 per acre or a total of $11,385.00. That 
the land fronting on Highway No. 141, i. e., 3.076 acres by depth of 5 acres, or 
a total of 15.37 acres, is worth $150.00 per acre, or a total of $2,305.50. And 
that the remainder of the tract, consisting of 554.14 acres, is worth $100.00 per 
acre, or a total of $55,414.00; grand total, $69,104.50. 

And we do hereby appraise and value the said real estate at the sum of Sixty-nine 
Thousand, One Hundred and Four and 50/100 ($69,104.50) Dollars. 

We have made no attempt to appraise and value the land from the standpoint 
of its mineral value. It is our understanding that it is not subject to any mineral 
lease or leases, nor are any minerals of any kind being produced therefrom. We 
have been informed, however, that a reservation of mineral rights is contemplated 
in such form as to be acceptable to The South Coast Corporation and the Navy 
Department. 
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Stubble cane: 
(1) 128.3 acres of first year stubble at $17.50 per acre -. $2, 245. 25 
The land on which this cane was produced is in ex- 
cellent shape as to cultivation, fertility and drainage, 
and as a result its yield is better than average, and we 
therefore give it a higher value than other first year 
stubble in the affected area. 
(2) 175.2 acres second stubble at $10.00 per acre__ 1, 752. 00 
Due to good drainage this amount of first stubble 
would generally be maintained. 
(3) 29.8 acres summer plant cane at $27.50 per acre __ - 819. 50 
This covers plowing and planting of seed cane in July 
and August—21.9 acres located on Woodlawn Planta- 
tion and 7.9 acres on Presque Isle Plantation. 
Legume crops: 
(4) 137.2 acres legume crop at $9.96 per acre_____- : 1, 366. 51 
This land was planted in solid legumes with the ‘sole 
purpose of turning under and enriching the land for the 
succeeding vear’s crop of cane. The seeding, plowing 
and cultivation will represent a total loss to the com- 
pany. We have verified figures taken from records of the 
company and also verified acreage. 
Plowed land: 
(5) 100.6 acres of fall plowed land at $4.90 per acre 492. 94 
This land was plowed and harrowed previous to the 
company having knowledge that the land would be 
taken over for the airbase. : 


6, 676. 20 
The location of the above-described stubble, fall plowed land, legume crops and 


summer plant cane was verified by AAA Field Maps and checked in detail with 
representatives of the company: 








Acres Ist Acres 2d _ | Fall Plowed| Legume | Summer 
Stubble | Stubble Land | C rop | Plant Cane 
ES a ee -|———— = bee Ss . : —— . 
Woodlawn____--- - 32.3 54.9 49 77.1 21.9 
Presquille _ _- Bee ies 96. 0 120.3 51.6 60.1 7.9 
128.3 175. 2 100. 6 137.2 29.8 


We do hereby appraise the said first year stubble, second year stubble, summer 
plant cane, legume crop and fall plowed land, as hereinabove detailed and item- 
ized, at the sum of Six Thousand, Six Hundred and Seventy-six and 20/100 
($6676.20) Dollars. 


Improvements: 


(1) Narrow Gauge railroad (See exhibit ‘A’’) $7, 092. 32 


(2) Bridges (634.50 x 408.70) (See exhibit ‘‘B’’) 943. 20 
(3) Ditches, Canals and Small Culverts (2048.00 x 2584.96 x 3222.99 x 

356.10) (See Exhibit ‘6C’’)__ : 8, 212. 03 
(4) One wooden cane derrick- apa estimated at 141. 09 


This derrick had been loaned to Joseph Jascuzzo and stood 
on his farm (Parcel ‘‘E’’, Fromherz Associates Map, ap- 
proved: Oct. 15, 1942) when operations were begun on the 
airbase. Through error it was torn down and eventually re- 
moved to Ashland Plantation of the company in damaged 
condition and given into the possession of the company repre- 
sentative there. The above item of damage represents about 
50% of the actual cost of such a derrick. 


SS eT ae ee ee Hi 16, 388. 64 


The said improvements are hereby appraised and valued at the sum of Sixteen 
Thousand, Three Hundred and Eighty-eight and 86/100 ($16,388.86) Dollars. 
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Recapitulation 
cee ee eae ESL a ey et Lee eee ee 2 $69, 104. 50 
Stubble cane, legume crops and plowed land_-.__-._-____-------- 6, 676. 20 
Improvements: 
PERRTO WT SeOtne OO ooh iii os bbe ck ees $7, 092. 52 
UN i a te oe i gh cntatians sin wie dv mnnplcs 943. 20 
Ditches, Canals, and Small Culverts. .__....._._-- 8, 212. 05 
NARI PIO. oo ce ces eats ce oe te wdsllcenden 141. 09 
————__ 16, 388. 86 
RN IN a eran ce ea PE ste dak hala Ie dealer nlnaeancacaecuhs 92, 169. 56 


The total appraised value of all of said property, movable and immovable, 
buildings and improvements, crops, etc., is hereby declared to be: Ninety-two 
Thousand, One Hundred and Sixty-nine and 56/100 ($92,169.56) Dollars. 

We are annexing hereto as part hereof and marking the same Exhibit ‘D”’ a 
map showing sugar cane crops within the boundaries of the Naval Airbase. It 
was traced from the Agricultural Adjustment Administration (AAA) farm map 
tracings for the Parish of Terrebonne and delineates the cane areas of The South 
Coast Corporation by the letter ‘“C’’. The cane areas of all other owners of 
land or tenants within the affected area are also shown. 

Respectfully submitted. 

D. W. Pipgs, Jr., Appraiser. 
F. P. Guipry, Appraiser. 
Exuisit A 


Inventory of improvements on part of Woodlawn and Presquille to be used for blimp 
a 


























base 
RAILROAD 
20# Rail |  30# Rail 40# Rail | ce fe 
nieticaeampletndadl ici | Pare en | Stones 
Feet Feet Feet. 
ND i iat inp didi kn mene eeu 3, 108 2, 280 EEE 
cE SSR eT Ha, SRT AIT a Fe Me et : 
So Bee ee ee ere ee 6, 295 2, 280 1, 602 | 10, 177 
Pounds 
yi SE So, ES EE Oe ac a ces 83, 940 
Senn ONIN a St PRI a rr gs ence nwacun« aa 45, 800 
EES ES SE ES eee See ee ate eee 42, 720 
PN a a ee a aa Oe alr we ae eee 2 nl 172, 260 
Re RE CII os bk id ciieecaddnenccecncans ‘ $3, 445, 20 
2ee Cee Tet ee Gee wer orem Sie... ... .....- 2-2 ck 2, 783. 60 
23,740 Track Spikes or 7,834 Lbs. at $. 05 per i a 391. 70 
6 Switches Complete at $35.00 each._............-----.-------- a 210. 00 
3,000 Bolte or. 2/sen Lae. Ob:e00 per LD. ... 262 oe none ene. 163. 56 
2600 dae: Fish Pies 663.00 per Lb... .-. cence «be 75. 00 
re ae eee 3, 053. 10 
CL ey ae ae TE er er nee ere One eee oa» 10, 132. 16 
Seen LTT Tn Fe ey eee eee 7, 092. 52 
EE ee ES EE ep a a ie a See pee ee eee 3, 357. 56 


Note.—The above data was furnished to the appraisers by The South Coast 
Corporation. We verified sufficient quantities and prices for us to consider that 
it was correct as to material, except that it should be depreciated 30%. Re-laying 
rail is quoted at $2.00 per cwt. and prices quoted on other material seems to be 
in line or below market, but much of the material, consisting of cross-ties, 
spikes, switches, bolts, etc., while still serviceable, are in many instances old 
and worn with usage. Therefore, based on a total of value of $10,132.16 as 
submitted by the company, less 30% for depreciation, $3,039.14, leaves an 
appraised value of $7,092.52 as shown on the annexed report. 


iS ech Sesh tte 





athena ee aly 


walla» 
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Exuisir “B” 


RAILROAD BRIDGES 
Bridge over Bayou Salo: 


5 Stringers, 10’’ x 10’’ x 30’ long, 2,082 Bd. Ft. at $50/M_______- $104. 10 
2 Capping, 12’’ x 12’’ x 16’ long, 384 Bd. Ft. at $50/M______--_- 19. 20 
12 Pilings, 12’’ Dia. x 40’ long, 480 Lin. Ft. at 25c/Ft__ ansuawn Lao 00 
Spikes and Miscellaneous--_-___.........-.------- cttesmcinecs seeoe 
NE er on toc Susans caeennanans x Goins 2 Alpi By ta) 363. 30 
Bridge over Dragline Canal: ia a 
4 Stringers, 12’’ x 12’’ x 28’ long, 1,344 Bd. Ft. at $50/M_._____- 67. 20 
8 Stringers, 2’’ x 12’’ x 12’ long, 192 Bd. Ft. at $50/M- Ripken tei 9. 60 
2 Sleepers, 12’’ x 12’’ x 12’ long, 288 Bd. Ft. at $50/ M_. ee 14. 40 
Spikes and Miscellaneous-_-___---_-_--- itr ee eae oe ; 80. 00 
I eS aw eee Se cddanbick a. WRB 
otal Georta) Barone) Brees.) se cc lk eee ‘ 534. 50 


TRACTOR BRIDGES 
Woodlawn Bridge: 





8 Stringers, 8’’ x 8’’ x 24’ long, 1,151 Bd. Ft. at $50/M_________- 67. 35 

2 Capping, 8’’ x 8’’ x 12’ long, 128 Bd. Ft. at $50/M.~.-_-_-__- a 6. 50 

12 Studs, 8’’ x 8’’ x 5’ long, 320 Bd. Ft. at $50/M _ 16. 00 

2 Mud Sills, 12’’ x 12’’ x 12’ long, 286 Bd. Ft. at $50/M-____-__- si 14. 50 
Spikes and Miscellane ous- - Perea ies ae iene 100. 00 
Total _ __- thts So Oe Poke wil eae .. 204 35 
Presquille Bridge Duplicate of Woodlawn Bridge______-_-- Nectia cident 204. 35 
Total Two (2) Bridges_._........-- Sa deaias Sasa is eon ato 


The above data was also furnished by The South Coast Corporation. Our 
inspection revealed that all of the above was in good serviceable condition. 
Taken at the value as shown on the foregoing page which are considerably lower 
than the present market, we appraise as shown, for, while material is old, no 
labor was figured. 

Exurisit C 


DITCHES 
Woodlawn (Ave. cross section 2’ x 3’)_______---__------- 102, 438’ 
Presquillo (Ave. cross section 2’ x 3’)_...._....---------- 111, 274’ 
Titer eer ae. Ge peones ool fe 213, 712’ 
Acres (linear meas.) 213,712’--208.7’__________-_- a 1, 024 
$2.50 to dig ditches 2’ x 3 x 208.7’ (Acre) long: :: 024 Acres (Lineal) 
nL is ROO OOCNE 8. Soon bk ow ceric meee necensendamencs bas. 560. 00 
CANALS 
Ee ee oe er enicacnwn a0. FOS.. 14°78) 
PRRRGNIIEDS 3.2 a on eens nsoes a iat cater eat ates se ee 
aE ge IE ern eo ese ee ae Re ee ao... 46, 160 
At $0.09/Cu. Yd Be ects cea ae a a arc cas cn ems Cas teach ng Sa 
SMALL CULVERTS 
Crossings Lineal Ft. 
REN Pe a gS ee oe ape 31 1, 377 
ER os ae Ne ren 136 2, 602 
eet 25 ee eT oe a ete 267 3, 979 
III os eo in Chen nnd a eianaucesaeen _ $3, 351. 10 


Norre.—Average length of crossing, 17 Ft.; Average Dia. of Tile, 15 In.; 
Average Material $.60/Ft., Labor $.30/Ft., Total $.90/Ft. 
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Notre.—In arriving at our appraisements on the foregoing, we have deducted 
from the above totals for depreciation as follows: 


Ditches—Total __ 


: ae eens 
Less 20 percent for depreciation ae 


snide ety = sal oan ace 512. 00 





Piet VORIS.. W. o rn nee 


Pde amen “ele: Mao Fae 2, 048. 00 


i cet beeen eee Re, et Sem gs PN AA sal “3 231. 20 
Less 20 percent for deprec Od SR ean Poa 646. 24 
Appraised value Ptr area trator! OnE ORS pee Lhe ae EE 2, 584. 96 

Small Culverts—Total._......_....-----. CE ee eg ne ee 5 3 581. 10 
Less 10 percent for depreciation_____._____.____-_- a Ame 358. 11 


Asaweieed WEIN... co ak lle be a = ye mR 


The measurements shown on the preceding page were taken from the company 
records. We verified enough of them to satisfy us that they were correct. Our 
appraisal at the prices shown is due to lessened efficiency on account of age. 


LARGE CULVERTS 
Woodlawn: 


1 Culvert 43’’ Dia. x 20’ long, at $1.00/Ft. of Dia. (Material)_____ $101. 50 


Labor, at yy Ft. of Dia. (Labor) es ee ‘ . 40. 60 

1 Se a aE Re Sa ae = c SS hikes Lg 142. 10 
Presquille: 

1 Culvert 4’ Dia. x 20’ long, at $1.00/Ft. of dia. (Mat.)__________ 100. 00 

Labor, at .40/Ft of Dia. (Labor)_______-__- el a as ger 54. 00 

LS a eee eee, ae ee ee oe ee Serbeuseside. pel 214. 00 

Total Three (3) Large Culverts, Woodlawn & Presquille_______-_ 356. 10 


Note.—The above figures were also taken from the books and records of The 
South Coast Corporation. Our inspection of the premises satisfies us that they 
are correct. These culverts were in good condition, and, when considering the 
present price of labor and material, we are of the opinion that the above total 
figures are fair and reasonable. Therefore, we have not allowed for depreciation, 
but have appraised them at the total sum shown above, i. e., $356.10. 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. I also, for the convenience of the committee have 
had prepared a schedule before you now showing in summary form the 
results of the expropriation proceedings. That is attached to the 
documents that are before you. And I ask that it, too, be made part 
ot this record, one sheet. 

Mr. Price. Without objection, it will be made part of the record. 

(The summary follows:) 
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Mr. Rauvtt, Sr. Now, gentlemen, Lieutenant Hillyard came to 
Houma, La., and approached the property owners about the acquisi- 
tion of their land. As I said, they were cooperative and they turned 
over to the Navy immediate rights to have access. Some of them had 
crops on the land. It was ordinary—what we call in Louisiana—high 
land—farmland, used primarily for the growth of sugarcane. It was 
not swampy land. It was an area not far from the city of Houma. 

When Lieutenant Hillyard came there, one of the questions that 
was asked of him, very promptly: “How about our mineral rights under 
this land?” 

Now, this is not a question of coming here after 11 years and saying 
to this committee in effect, “We have learned that these lands have 
valuable mineral rights and now we want them back.” At that time, 
in 1942, it was well known that those lands—that the lands in Houma, 
in Terrebonne Parish, in that general area, were valuable from the 
viewpoint of minerals. 

In 1941 the parish of Terrebonne had produced 5 million barrels of 
oil and some 13% billion cubic feet of gas. These very lands, or.some 
of them, had actually been under lease. The Barrow interests had 
received $16,000 a year rentals on the lands that the Government took 
over. 

Other individuals—the Barrow interests had carved out of their 
lands royalty interests back as early as 1937 and had among the heirs 
made cross-transfers so that all of them might benefit equally in the 
event of the discovery and production of oil on this land. 

Mr. CunnineHam. Mr. Channon: will you suffer an interruption, 
Mr. Rault? 

Mr. Price. Mr. Cunningham. 

Mr. CunnincHaM. I think we better get something straight here. 
I know for my benefit 

Mr. Rauvtt, Sr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. In order to come to a just conclusion as to what 
to do, I would like to have some information you haven’t given. You 
are talking now as if this whole thing was the result of negotiation 
between the landowners and the representative of the Navy. Yet I 
notice in the bill there was apparently a taking of the Government 
and under condemnation, apparently some court action, to determine 
the value. 

Now, my question was this: Was this settled by a court decree for 
all of them or was it settled by negotiation? Was the suit dismissed 
that was brought to determine the value for each one, or just what is 
the basis of this? 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. I will tell you. The suit was brought in January 
1942. Later, from time to time 

Mr. Wits. 1943. 

Mr. Rauvtt, Sr. 1943. Later, from time to time, there were filed 
in this suit stipulations between the United States and the landowners 
agreeing on the values. Thereupon, judgments of the court were 
entered in accordance with the stipulations. 

Mr. Vinson. In other words—Mr. Chairman, from the witness’ 
statement, the South Coast Corp. received $119.20 an acre and 
retained its mineral rights and the other people received $98.37 and 
did not retain their mineral rights. 

Mr. Rauvtt, Sr. That is correct, sir. 
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Mr. Vinson. Now, all that was the decree of the court; was it not? 

Mr. CunninGHaM. No. 

Mr. Vinson. Qh, yes, it was, a decree of the court. 

Mr. CunNINGHAM. Wait a minute. I understood there was a 
stipulation. Was it a decree of the court as a result of stipulation 
or a decree of the court based upon evidence furnished the court? 

Mr. Ravtt, Sr. The decree is the result of stipulations. 

Mr. CunninGHAM. That is not a court decision. That is a stipu- 
lation decree. 

Mr. Rautr, Sr. Well, it was a decree entered on the stipulation. 

Mr. CunninaHam. Which goes back to the part we have to con- 
sider here, whether or not the negotiations between the representative 
of the Navy and the owners was fair. 

Mr. Rau tt, Sr. That is right. 

Mr. CunninGuam. Rather than to determine whether or not the 
court decree was fair. 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. That is correct. 

Mr. CunnineGuam. That is all I want. 

Mr. Rau rt, Sr. The court decree was based on the stipulations. 
The decree was based on the stipulation. 

Mr. CunninGHam. And not on any evidence produced in court? 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. No evidence produced in court. 

Mr. CunninGHamM. This is the result of negotiation and not the 
result of a court decree or court judgment based on testimony before 
the court. 

Mr. Vinson. It resulted from an agreement of the persons who 
owned the property and they determined the value, and the value 
was incorporated in the decree. Isn’t that correct? 

Mr. Cunninauam. I[ think there is this difference, Mr. Chairman, 
if | may interrupt. If this were a court decree, I don’t think the 
committee would have near the jurisdiction that it would have as the 
result of negotiation which led to a stipulation as the basis for the 
decree rather than on evidence introduced into court. 

Mr. Vinson. As a matter of fact, I think the decree was based upon 
negotiation. That makes it stronger against the individuals. 

Mr. Cunntnauam. No, I don’t see it that way at all. 

Mr. Price. May the committee chairman make this suggestion? 
I think it would probably enable the committee to follow this matter 
more closely, Mr. Rault, if you would give your prepared statement. 

Mr. Wiuus. That is right. 

Mr. Price. At the conclusion of that, then the committee would 
know a little bit more what you are talking about. 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. That is right. 

Mr. Price. And could ask questions that bother them and you 
could make any additional presentations. 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. That is entirely agreeable to me. 

Mr. Vinson. Let him read his statement. 

Mr. Price. Yes. 

Mr. Héspert. Mr. Chairman, may I say one thing in order to 
clarify this matter which was discussed between Mr. Cunningham and 
Mr. Vinson? 

The whole crux of this situation is the basis of negotiation as 
brought out and the reaching of an agreement on the presentation of 
certain alleged facts. And the whole basis of the bill and the reason 
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for this hearing is to bring out, to describe, to show how the Navy 
misrepresented the alleged facts and caused the stipulation to be 
reached on the basis of false representations. That is the whole issue. 

Mr. CunnincHam. Would the gentlemen yield at that point? 

Mr. Hféperr. Yes. 

Mr. Cunnrneuam. And the facts were not found by the court but 
were rather the result of negotiation and stipulation. 

Mr. Héserr. That is correct. 

Mr. Price. I think the committee could understand better if we 
had one precise presentation and then go on from there. 

Mr. Vinson. Then it goes back to the fact that people were misled 
by statements that were made on the part of the Navy and they dealt 
on the basis of those statements when that was not the fact. 

Mr. Héserr. That is true. That is correct. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Vinson. But that is not what the record shows here and the 
purpose of the bill. The bill is to do equity, you might say, because 
the South Coast Corp. got its mineral rights and got $119 an acre 
and the other people lost their mineral rights and only got $98 an acre. 

Mr. Hféserr. No. The purpose of this hearing, Mr. Chairman, is 
to make the record. The record hasn’t been presented to the com- 
mittee yet. 

Mr. Vinson. Oh, well, now, if that is going to be the purpose 

Mr. Price. Mr. Bray may ask one question. Then I would like 
for Mr. Rault to make his statement so the committee will fully 
understand what is at issue here. 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. Supposing I go on with my story. I already 
completed—— 

Mr. Bray. I will withdraw it until later. 

Mr. Price. All right. 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. Sir, did you want to ask a question? 

Mr. Bray. I will withdraw my question and you proceed. 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. As I was saying, when Lieutenant Hillyard came 
here to discuss with the landowners the acquisition of their land by 
condemnation proceedings, they inquired about their mineral rights. 

As early as September 17, 1942—that is 3 months before the con- 
demnation proceedings were begun—Dr. Cole, representing the Bar- 
row interests, having some 400 acres of land involved in the condemna- 
tion proceeding, wrote a letter to the United States Navy, care of 
Lieutenant Hillyard, Houma Bank Building, Houma. I will read only 
two paragraphs out of that letter, but I have asked there be given to 
the committee copies of this letter. 


I have just learned— 
says Dr. Cole to Lieutenant Hillyard— 


on good authority that on one of the airport properties near Montgomery, Ala., 
the owners of the land from whom the Government purchased were permitted to 
retain their mineral rights on said property, with of course the understanding that 
no drilling would be permitted on said acreage as long as the propertv in question 
is being used as a dirigible base for the United States Navy. On behalf of 
R. R. Barrow, Inc.— 





That was a family corporation— 


and the legal heirs of Miss Mary P. Tennent, I am requesting they be permitted to 
retain these mineral rights on any acreage sold and transferred to the United 
States Navy or its duly authorized agents. 





tl ot Dalat foo 






























4631 


At that time the area of the land had not as yet been precisely 
defined and the doctor did not know exactly what part of the lands 
of his family, his wife’s family, were in the process of being taken by 
the Government. 

Lieutenant Hillyard transmitted that letter to Washington, to the 
Bureau of Yards and Docks. That letter was never answered in 
writing. 

Lieutenant Hillyard told the representatives of the landowners 
there in various meetings verbally that the Government needed the 
entire fee, that it wanted the land, the improvements and everything 
under the land, including the mineral rights, and that his instructions 
were to proceed accordingly. 

He transmitted to appraisers—local citizens who had been appointed 
by him—appraisal instructions which you have before you. These 
appraisal instructions are silent as to the appraisal of mineral rights. 
They refer—they are marked “Confidential.” The appraisers are 
told that their reports were to be confidential and that the appraisers 
were to appraise land and improvements and crops and buildings. 
Nothing is said in the appraisal instructions about mineral rights. 

The appraisers in due course made their reports. Their reports for 
the most part—four of them—are silent with respect to any mineral 
rights. The appraisers were businessmen—a banker and a man who 
had been in general business of growing sugarcane. They were not 
geologists. They knew nothing about the value of mineral rights and 
were not competent to appraise mineral rights. As a matter of fact, 
in their reports—while four of their reports are silent, it is perfectly 
plain from the reports that they were valuing the surface of the land 
and the buildings and improvements and the crops. These gentle- 
men in two of their reports, however, did comment on the mineral 
rights. Their attention was drawn to them in respect of two parcels 
by virtue of the fact that there were some notations about leases and 
outstanding royalties on the lands. 

In respect of the South Coast: 


We have made no attempt— 
said the appraisers— 


to appraise or value the land from the standpoint of its mineral value. It is our 
understanding that it is not subject to any mineral lease or leases nor any minerals 
of any kind being produced therefrom. We are informed, however, that. a 
reservation of mineral rights is contemplated in such form as may be acceptable 
to the South Coast Corp. and to the Navy Department. 

Mr. Bray. Just a minute. 

Mr. Rau tt, Sr. Sir? 

Mr. Bray. Was that given to the rest of them, that notation you 
made there about the South Coast, or was that confidential? 

Mr. Ravtt, Sr. That was confidential. 

Mr. Bray. That is all. 

Mr. Raut, Sr. And was not known until last yea 

Mr. Bray. That is all. 

Mr. Ravutt, Sr. Now—— 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Brooks would like to ask a question. 

Mr. Brooks. May I ask Mr. Rault a question? 

Mr. Ravtt, Sr. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Brooks. It seems to me you are trying to set forth a case of 
fraud. Do you allege fraud in any place in this? 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. Oh, no, sir; no, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, all your statements lead up to the fact that you 
seem to have in the back of your mind some idea of fraud. 

Mr. Rav tt, Sr. I can completely disavow any suggestion of fraud. 

Mr. Brooks. Well now—— 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. It was wartime. The United States Navy was 
seeking as rapidly as possible to get a hold of certain lands. It is 
perfectly true that certain landowners were dealt with inequitably 
and unfairly. That perhaps was due to the enthusiasm of the Navy 
negotiator who unfortunately is dead. It was due perhaps to the 
fact that this corporation, South Coast, was represented by competent 
and able counsel who pressed their demands for the retention of 
mineral rights with additional vigor and persistence. 

Mr. Brooks. Let me ask you this, then, may I? 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. Sir? 

Mr. Brooks. May I then ask you this question, with permission of 
the Chair? 

This letter that you gave to us is dated 1942. 

Mr. Rau tt, Sr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Now here it is 1955. 

Mr. Rautr, Sr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Tell me why no action had been taken from 1942 to 
1955 on this matter, if you don’t allege fraud? 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. We do not allege fraud. We simply say that the 
facts were not known. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, they were known in 1942. 

Mr. Rau tt, Sr. They were not, sir, | am sorry. 

Mr. Brooks. Doesn’t this letter show that? It is dated September 
1942, 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. The letter is a formal request of the Navy Depart- 
ment for retention of mineral rights. It was answered verbally by 
Lieutenant Hillyard 

Mr. Rauwtt, Jr. No— 

Mr. Ravtt, Sr. It was not answered by Hillyard, but Hillyard 
stated that they could not retain their mineral rights. Commander 
Winebrinier, who later conducted the negotiations for the Navy 
Department, told these people in a public meeting in January 1953 

Mr. Wiis. 1943. 

Mr. Rav tt, Sr. 1943, what I have just said, namely, that the Navy 
demanded everything, fee-simple rights, everything, minerals, land, 
surface and everything. At that time 

Mr. Brooks. The point I am getting at is this: They must have 
known the inequitable situation in 1942. 

Mr. Rautvz, Sr. Oh, I see your point, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Mr. Ravtt, Sr. You are under a misunderstanding. 

Mr. Brooks. In the omission of fraud, why then the delay? 

Mr. Rav tt, Sr. No; you are under a misunderstanding of fact 
which is my fault. 

Mr. Brooks. Your judgment was recorded and was known to the 
public. 

Mr. Rav tt, Sr. No; they didn’t know anything about that. 
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Mr. Brooks. Well, it was known to the public. 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. Well, we are talking about—the judgment was 
entered in December of 19—in September of 1943. 

Mr. Brooks. And it was knowledge to the world then. 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. Well—— 

Mr. Brooks. What the transaction was. 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. If you are speaking of constructive knowledge, 
whatever a knowledge may be due to record fact in New Orleans, 
buried down in a record, that was there. But none of these people 
looked at that record. They relied on the representations of the 
Navy representatives that all would be treated alike; that they would 
be treated fairly. They had no lawyers. It was not necessary for 
them to go and search through the condemnation proceedings to find, 
down in some document, that in September of 1943 there had been 
reconveyed, without knowledge to the other landowners, the min- 
eral rights of the South Coast Corp. 

Mr. Brooks. Wasn’t that judgment recorded in Terrebonne 
Parish? The law requires it to be recorded. 

Mr. Ravtt, Sr. It was later recorded in Terrebonne Parish, but 
was not examined by any of these people. 

Mr. Vinson. May I ask this question, Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Pricer. Mr. Vinson. 

Mr. Rau tt, Sr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Is there any oil being pumped out from any of the 
tracts involved in this bill today? 

Mr. Rau tt, Sr. No, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. No oil is being produced on any of the land? 

Mr. Raw tt, Sr. No, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. And none was being produced at the time the Gov- 
ernment took it? 

Mr. Rau tt, Sr. No, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Now, has oil been found in the vicinity or adjacent 
in that area? 

Mr. Rau tt, Sr. Oil had been found prior to 1942 and 1943 in the 
vicinity, and additional oil has been found in the vicinity. Beyond 
doubt the lands——- 

Mr. Vinson. Have any dry holes been brought in from the time the 
Government took this land? On this particular land, this six or seven 
hundred acres involved? 

Mr. Rau tt, Sr. I have to answer no, sir, on information. 

Mr. Vinson. All right. 

Mr. Rau tt, Sr. There had been no drilling on this land. 

Mr. Vinson. No drilling. 

Mr. Rau tt, Sr. It has never been drilled. 

Mr. Vinson. Never been drilled. 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. Not even to now. 

Mr. Lankrorp. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Lankford. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Did the decree which was handed down by the 
district court—— 

Mr. Rau tt, Sr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lankrorp. Which was a result of stipulations filed, mention 
the retention of mineral rights by the South Coast Corp. or was that 
done separately — 
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Mr. Vinson. Separately. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. As a separate arrangement between the Navy and 
South Coast? 

Mr. Rautr, Sr. It was done separately. There were individual 
decrees entered as to each of the individual landowners. 

Mr. Brooks. Do you have a copy of the decree? 

Mr. Rau rt, Sr. We have it here, sir; yes, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. There was no mention in the decree concerning 
South Coast, of the retention by South Coast of the mineral rights? 

Mr. Rau tt, Sr. The decree—as you understand, sir, the moment 
the condemnation proceedings were filed, on January 5, title of every- 
thing went to the Government. 

Mr. LankForpb. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rau tt, Sr. It was purely a question then of just compensation 
thereafter. 

Mr. Lankrorp. That is correct. 

Mr. Ravtt, Sr. Then in September of that year, 9 months later, 
there was, by agreement signed by the South Coast Corp. and the 
then Attorney General of the United States, Mr. Biddle, a recon- 
veyance back to South Coast. 

Mr. LANKForpD. I see. 

Mr. Ravtt, Sr. Of the mineral rights under their land. 

Mr. Lanxkrorp. It was a separate conveyance? 

Mr. Rau tt, Sr. A separate conveyance back to them. 

Mr. Lanxkrorp. Was that conveyance recorded in the parish 
records, land records? It had to be, didn’t it? 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. In late 1943 it was. 

Mr. Vinson. And that started the whole controversy? 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. No, sir. The controversy started last year, Mr. 
Vinson. 

Mr. Vinson. Well, that put them on notice that they hadn’t been 
treated equally. 

Now, let me get this, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. They didn’t know it, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. What buildings of a military character have been 
constructed on any portion of this land in controversy? Any runways 
or any buildings or any fields? What has been done there? 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. There were some buildings constructed there, It 
was operated as a blimp base for some time after it was taken over 
by the Government, and I presume until—— 

Mr. Vinson. No concrete runway—— 

Mr. Rautz, Sr. But now they have been dismantled. There is 
nothing of any value. This property at present has some runways 
on it, in a condition—the condition of which I do not know. It is 
not operated as an activated base, is that right, Mr. Willis, at the 
present time? 

Mr. Wixuts. That is right. 

Mr. Ravtt, Jr. That is right. 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. The grounds around the runways, by an amazing 
coincidence, and I mean just that and nothing more, have been 
leased to the South Coast Corp. and have been planted with sugarcane. 
It is all a sugarcane field at the present time around the runways. 
I suppose a plane—there are no blimps out there. I suppose a plane 
could land on the runways now, and I presume some commercial 
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planes do. But the Navy is not operating it. And as I understand it, 
it has no personnel there. 

Mr. Bray. At the present time that is not being used by the 
United States Government for anything except leasing out for sugar- 
cane to the other people? 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. Well, I think there is a little radar installation in 
onecorner. The runways are there, if the Navy wanted to land a plane, 
and perhaps they do land a plane there occasionally. 

Mr. Vinson. Why didn’t we use that base instead of going some- 
where else in Louisiana and spending some $32 million to establish 
New Iberia? Why couldn’t we have used that base? 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. May I pass that question? [Laughter.] 

Mr. Vinson. Yes. 

Mr. Rau tt, Sr. Because I don’t know the answer. [Further 
laughter.] 

Mr. Price. How many acres are involved there? 

Mr. Rav tt, Sr. Sir? 

Mr. Pricer. How many acres are involved there? 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. There are 1,700 acres, of which about 645 are 
owned, or 35 percent, by South Coast and the balance by the people 
that I represent. 

Mr. Cunnineuam. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question? 

Mr. Price. Mr. Cunningham. 

Mr. Cunnineuam. I am disturbed by your answer to the gentleman 
from Louisiana, Mr. Brooks. I understood you to say in answer to 
Mr. Brooks that you are not charging fraud. 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. That is right, sir. 

Mr. CunnineHam. Now, my question is: Then do you contend that 
the Navy Department does not have the same right to go out and 
deal individually with corporations and citizens of the United States, 
making the best bargain it can for each one, for each parcel of land, 
or is it your contention that the Navy, simply because it is an arm of 
the Government, if it agrees to pay one man so much, it has to pay 
all the others the same amount? 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

Mr. CunnincHam. Do you contend that the Navy does not have 
the same right to bargain that I would have as an individual? 

Mr. Ravtt, Sr. I will give you a categorical answer to your ques- 
tion, sir. . 

Mr. Cunnincuam. How is that? 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. I will give you a categorical answer to your ques- 
tion. Yes, the Navy has the right as a general matter to go out and 
deal with you and me and somebody else—— 

Mr. CunnincHam. All right. 

Mr. Ravtt, Sr. May I finish, sir? 

Mr. CunnincHam. May I say, then, if you are not charging fraud, 
then what is the basis of your claim? 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. I am charging that in this particular case the Navy 
made representations to these landowners in public, at mass meetings, 
that they would all be treated alike, sir—alike, that there would be 
no discrimination. 

Mr. Cunnineuam. Isn’t that fraud? 

Mr. Brooks. Isn’t that fraud? That is exactly it. 
Mr. Rav tt, Sr. I am not going to designate anything as “fraud.” 
Mr. Price. It is misrepresentation, 
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Mr. Rav tt, Sr. ] am a great admirer of the United States Navy. I 
was in World War I, and my son in World War II, and I refuse to use 
the word “fraud.” 

Mr. Brooks. How are you going to explain that long delay, unless 
vou charge fraud? 

Mr. Hérerr. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. Brooks. I yield to my distinguished colleague from Louisiana. 

Mr. Rau tt, Sr. I will only give you the facts, and you may draw 
your own conclusion. I make no innuendoes. I simply say in 1942 
and in 1943 the Navy representatives, in dealing in groups and 
individually with these landowners assured them that they wanted 
everything; that they would be treated fairly; that they would be 
treated alike. I repeat, alike. They were not treated alike. They 
didn’t find it out until 1954, last year, when they learned that South 
Coast which had gotten more for identical land, had been revested 
with its oil rights way back in 1943. 

Mr. Price. I think the gentleman from Louisiana has yielded to the 
gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. Brooks. If I have the right, I will yield to my colleague. 

Mr. Hézert. I will say to the gentleman from Louisiana that I 
can well understand his line of questioning in view of the fact that he 
is just listening to this this morning here. But for himself and for the 
benefit of this committee and in order to use the words that we want 
to use, I will not go so far as to say “fraud,’’ but as long as this record 
is unfolded and will be unfolded, it will be shown gross misrepresenta- 
tion on the part of the Navy. I have the documented proof that they 
were doubledealing at that time, and also that the misrepresentation 
continues into the report, the adverse report which was made to this 
committee on this bill, which is contradictory on its face value. 

Mr. Vinson. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Héserr. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. May I ask the gentleman from Louisiana, Mr. Hébert, 
to submit, then, his documentary evidence showing doubledealing? 

Mr. Hésert. I will be glad to do it. I am patiently awaiting my 
time to do it, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Vinson. Let’s have it right now. 

Mr. Hésert. No, sir. This is not the time. The time is when the 
proper witness is on the stand. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, I yielded to my colleague there. I am not a 
member of this subcommittee and neither is Mr. Hébert. And I am 
not familiar with the background of this. I never talked to anybody 
about it. I just would like, since it is in Louisiana, to know the facts 
in the case. 

Mr. Rau tt, Sr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, it is difficult for me—I practiced law 16 years in 
Louisiana—to see how you come into this committee after a long delay 
that you have had, when you are just beginning to open up the tide- 
lands down there, without showing some sort of fraud or concealment, 
active concealment of a situation that occurred 14 years ago. 

Now, it would seem to me to claim equity you are going to have to 
set forth such facts as would justify you coming in at this late hour. 

Mr. Rau tt, Sr. I can only repeat what I have said. The letter 
that is before you was written in September 1942, 1 year before the 
mineral rights were revested in South Coast. 

Mr. Brooks. That is 14 years ago. 
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Mr. Rauvtt, Sr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. That is 15. 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. These people did not know that there had been 
that they had been treated inequitably. The representations made to 
them by Navy representatives had not been carried out, that others 
had been preferred, until 1954. 

When they found it out in 1954, they immediately made representa- 
tions to the Navy Department here and failing to get relief there 
because of a statement that there is no legal authority; have now come 
before this committee for relief. 

Mr. Brooks. It was all recorded, though, in 1942, in Houma, La., 
wasn’t it? 

Mr. Rauvtt, Sr. Sir? 

Mr. Brooks. I mean the whole transaction was all of record as of 
1942? 

Mr. Rau tt, Sr. If you mean that by virtue of the fact that there 
was a judgment buried in the papers of the court or recorded in some 
office that we should have known, I can only say that constructive 
notice is a pretty valueless thing when a man has been deprived of his 
land and does not know what happened. 

Now Hillyard, the Navy representative who made these representa- 
tions, did not know, although he was there until 1944, that the South 
Coast had been revested with its mineral rights and that the people 
he is here to tell you this himself—and that the other people had been 
discriminated against. 

He did not find that out until last year, when we told him. The 
Navy appraisers did not know it. 

The appraisers said in respect of two of these that they could not 
appraise the mineral rights and as to others they remained silent. 

Mr. Vinson. But the Navy appraisers—this happened after the 
Navy appraisers had appraised the property? 

Mr. Rautr, Sr. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. So they would not know it? 

Mr. Raut, Sr. Well, they did not know it later. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Rault? 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Price. Do you have something further to say? 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. I want to say one particular thing at this moment. 
In line with what the chairman, Mr. Vinson, has just said——-which 
is true, that the South Coast got $119 an acre for the surface of its 
land, and received back its mineral rights, and the others received 
about $98 an acre and were deprived of their mineral rights and lost 
them, the question naturally arises, were the lands of the same 
character? 

And I want to put in evidence here a telegram received last night 
by Dr. Cole, representing the Barrow interests, who will testify here, 
from the president of the South Coast Corp. It is very brief and if I 
may, I will read it 

Mr. Price. You may read it. 

Mr. Rav tt, Sr. (reading): 

Houma, La., July 5, 1954. 
Dr. C. G. Coie: 

In response to your verbal request we hereby inform you that so far as we know 
the land of our Ashland division condemned for the Houma Airbase, from a 
surface standpoint, conforms generally to the other land making up this base 


J. J. Munson, 
President, So.th Coast Corp, 
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Mr. Price. Mr. Rault, you have not completed our prepared 
statement? 

Mr. Vinson. Yes, he has. He covered every point that was in it. 
He has covered every point that is in here. 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. I would like to add one or two thoughts. 

Mr. Vinson. Except, Mr. Chairman, may I say this: I see he 
cites the Moore case, but I want to call his attention to the fact that 
while I had different views from what finally happened, the House 
rejected that. 

And I don’t think that is a good criteria to base this case on. 
Because I presented that bill and they struck out the enacting clause 
of that. And then in addition to it, it required to make the recon- 
veyance, that the owner would have to pay $250,000. 

That is the reason I inquired what is on this piece of property. 

Mr. Héspertr. May I say to my chairman, let’s complete the picture 
and get the whole picture and not part of it. As a matter of fact, in 
the Moore case they actually got the property back. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

Mr. Héserr. And the House and the Senate concurred in giving 
back to them under another bill. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

Mr. H&ésert. So you can’t say the House rejected it. 

They rejected that particular bill. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. They struck out the enacting clause 
when I presented it and some time later Senator Thomas of Oklahoma 
got it in under an appropriation bill and it did pass 

Mr. Hésert. Both the House and the Senate. 

Mr. Vinson. The people got the land back but they had to reim- 
burse the Government $250,000. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Rault, will you proceed with your statement? 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. In the Moore case, the committee approved but 
the bill was otherwise adopted by the Congress. And we think the 
Moore case and the action of this committee is a clear precedent here 
for the return of mineral rights to citizens who have been discrimi- 
nated against. 

Mr. Vinson. I do not think the Moore case fits this case by any 
means. But there are other circumstances and certain facts sur- 
rounding them. I remember Secretary Knox was here before us on it. 
He felt Tike injustice had been done for various other reasons. But 
here in this case you have a consent decree and the people agreed 
to accept the price. And some 11 years later you come back and say 
““Now we want the mineral rights.”’ 

They knew what they were doing when they disposed of the property 
and they knew they were selling the mineral rights and every other 
right they had in it. And they accepted the money. And now 11 
years later you say we should only take the surface rights at that 
value and convey to them the mineral rights. 

Now if you do that you would establish a precedent to open up all 
over the United States this situation. 

Right over there in Barksdale Field and then in other fields over 
the country we would have the identical situation. 

Mr. Héperr. Mr. Chairman, let’s again keep the record straight. 
In the Moore case—the Moore case is not similar to this case except 
to one extent, that the precedent and the philosophy was set by this 
committee, or rather the old Naval Affairs Committee, that the 
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individual had a right to his mineral rights. There the similarity 
ceases. 

Mr. Vinson. No. 

Mr. Héserrt. Let me finish. 

Mr. Vinson. That is not the point involved. 

Mr. Héserrt. Let me finish. 

In the Moore case, it was also by stipulation by the court. It was 
not a condemnation. In the Moore case one individual was offered 
$5 less for his land and he had retained the mineral rights and thought 
nothing of it and refused to do it. 

The other two individuals who came before this committee for 
assistance did not protest at all until after oil was discovered in the 
area. Then they protested. 

Now I submit to you it is an entirely different case. And if you 
will read the case and read a strong minority report, a very strong 
minority report—the whole subject matter upon which the minority 
based its strong report, is removed and is not present in this case. 

Mr. Mouuonwan. Mr. Chairman, I think this is all very interesting. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Mollohan. 

Mr. Mottonan. I think this is all very interesting, but don’t you 
think it would be very helpful to the subcommittee if you could get 
this case before us? 

Mr. Price. I think the gentleman from West Virginia raised a good 
point. I think if you will proceed with your case and then if we have 
any pertinent questions to ask we should ask them of the witnesses—— 

Mr. Ravtt, Sr. O. K. 

Mr. Price. While we have them before us. The representations 
between ourselves can be made at some other time. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman, may I ask—— 

Mr. Price. Mr. Lankford has a question. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Rault? 

Mr. Rauvtt, Sr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Did I understand you to say a little earlier that 
some of these lands were under lease, that someone got, one of the 
parties, got $16,000 a year for oil leases? 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. They had been under lease and the leases had 
expired. 

Mr. Lanxkrorpb. The leases had expired? There were no leases 
current at the time—— 

Mr. Rauut, Sr. While the Navy was taking that over. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. There were no leases. 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. There were no leases, but there were some out- 
standing royalties. There were some royalties that had been con- 
veyed between various parties. The Navy demanded that the 
royalties be returned to them, that there be a quitclaim executed, 
you see, and that was done at that time from these people, thinking 
the Navy needed everything and not knowing about the South Coast 
situation. And this bill is intended to return those royalties also to 
the poeple that made those quitclaims. 

The leases expired during the time that the Navy came in to take 
it over. 

Mr. Vinson. May I ask: How much will the royalties amount to? 

How much would be involved, plus giving back the mineral rights 
and plus paying back out of the Treasury of the United States the 
royalties that the Navy had collected? 
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Mr. Rav tt, Sr. Oh, no, you misunderstood, sir. 

Simply giving back—may I say a word about these royalties? 
There was no money—there is no money involved in this bill. The 
Government paid nothing for the mineral rights. Witness what they 
gave the South Coast. They paid them more for the surface of the 
land. 

Mr. Witurs. He does not understand in Louisiana you can sell 
royalties if evervone is agreeable. 

Mr. Ravtt, Sr. Yes, sir. The royalties are the assignment of any- 
thing that might develop in the future. And nothing had developed. 
And the reason why these people conveyed them to the United States 
was because they were told by an attorney representing the United 
States that these royalties—that the contract by which they sold 
these royalties would expire in 3 or 4 vears, by 1947. 

As a matter of fact, while that is true generally under the Louisiana 
law, the attorney—and his affidavit will be here produced—had over- 
looked the particular Louisiana statute which provided that royalties 
in the case of royalty contracts in the case of lands that had been 
condemned by the United States are forever imprescribable. 

That is to say, they are good forever. 

Now the United States took all these mineral rights and paid noth- 
ing for them. We are asking no money from the Treasury. We are 
asking merely that equity be done by the Government in dealing with 
these five landowners, to accord them the same treatment that was 
accorded because they were represented by able counsel, in 1943 to 
the South Coast Corp. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, may | ask Mr. Rauli a question? 

Mr. Price. Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. Who owns these minerals at the present time? 

Mr. Rauvtt, Sr. The United States. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, what about the minerals here to the South 
Coest Corp.? 

Mr. Ravutr. Oh, they own them. 

Mr. Brooks. They still own them? 

Mr. Ravutt, Sr. Well, they may have—they own them siill, but 
they may have made leases or something. 

Mr. Brooks. Now this copy of this deed here is dated September 14, 
I believe it is—or 21, 1943, and it says clearly that the minerals ere 
deeded back to the South Coast Oil & Development Co., and it was 
apparently put of record as of that date. So it was knowledge to the 
world at that time of the transaction. 

Now I see that this was approved by the Attorney General of the 
United States, too. 

Mr. Ravtt, Sr. That is correct. 

Mr. Brooxs. Does that have anv significance? 

Mr. Ravtt, Sr. And the Secretery of the Navy. 

Mr. Brooks. I sev, do those approvals have any significance to you? 

Mr. Ravtt, Sr. Sir? 

Mr. Brooks. Do they mean anything to you at ell? 

Mr. Ravurt, Sr. It merely means that there wes recorded in the 
docket of the court a judgment reconveying to South Coast their 
mineral rights, unknown to the other landowners. 

Mr. Brooks. Don’t you think this deed ought to be in the record? 
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Mr. Raut, Sr. Oh, lam sorry, sir. I think it would be a good idea 


to put it in the record. 
Mr. Price. Without objection, the deed will be incorporated in the 
record of the hearing. 
m . > 
(The document is as follows: ) 


Unirep States Districr Covet Eastern Dristricr or Louisiana, NEw 
ORLEANS DIVISION 


No. 269 Miscellaneous 


United States of America v. 1,743.18 Acres of Land, More or Less, Situated in 
Terrebonne Parish, State of Louisiana, J. E. and C. L. Chauvin, et al. 


STIPULATION 


IT 1S HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED by and between the United States of 
Americe, eppeering herein through Siegfried B. Christensen, Specie] Attorney, 
Department of Justice (hereinafter referred to as Plaintiff) and the Southcoast 
Corporation, 2 corporate entity organized and existing under the laws of the 
Stete of Delewere, licensed and privileged to do business in the State of Louisiana, 
appegring herein through end represented by Joseph J. Munson, President, duly 
2uthorized 2s per resolution of the Boerd of Directors of seid corporstion, dated 
June 30, 1943, which is attached hereto end mede part hereof, 2nd The South 
Shore Oil & Development Company, a corporetion organized and existing under 
the laws of the State of ——-——-— eppeering herein through and represented by 
M. Q. Peterson, Vice President, duly authorized es per resolution of its Bogrd of 
Directors deted September 29, 1943, copy of which is attached hereto and made 
pert hereof (hereinafter called Defendants), thet: 

WHEREAS, an action in condemnation was commenced in this Court on Jan- 
uary 5, 19438, by the filing of a petition in condemnation or expropriation on behalf 
of the United Stgetes of America, at the request of the Secretary of the Navy and 
on authority of the Attorney Generel of the United States of America; and, 

WHEREAS, 2 Declaration of Taking and an amended Declaration of Taking 
were filed herein on behalf of the United States of America under dates of 
January 5, 1943, and April 24, 1943, respectively; and, 

WHEREAS, in 2.ccordance with the original Decleration of Taking, a judgment 
was entered thereon against the Southcoast Corporation 2nd others on the 5th 
day of Janusry 1943 et 3:15 p. m. o’clock end an amended and supplemental 
judgment wes entered on the emended Declaration of Taking against the ebove- 
named defendent end others on the 24th day of April 1943, et 1:10 p. m. o’clock, 
both of seid judgments vesting the full, complete and unconditionel fee simple 
title (subject to existing public utility egsements, if any) in the United Stetes of 
Americes, in end to the property described in said judgments; and, 

Wuereas, the Defendent, The Southcoest Corporstion, wes the owner in fee 
simple of those parcels delineated 2s G end H on » mep attached to the Declera- 
tion of Taking, which said parcels are described as follows, to wit: 


Parcel G 


A certain tract of land or right of way situated in the Parish of Terrebonne, 
through » poriion of the property of the South Coast Corporation in Section 12 T 
178, R17 E and Section 20, T 17 8, R 18 E, containing 6.69 acres and more 
particularly described 2s follows: 

(a) A 50’ right of way, beginning at the point of intersection of the center line 
of the Ashland Extension of the Texas & New Orleans Railroad Company right of 
way, with the East right of way line of State Highway No. 141, said point being 
Station No. 165+ 63.5 of seid railroad company survey; thence S 82° 0’ E with 
the center line of ssid right of way 2,304 feet to a curve; thence following said 
center line slong 2 5° curve Right, 1,634 feet; thence continuing with said center 
line of right of wey S 0° 22’ E 1,863 feet to a point in the center line of said right 
of way on the South boundary of the tract herein deseribed, said point being 
Station 223+ 64.5 of said railroad company survey. 

(b) Also a strip of land 21 feet in width adjacent to and on the West side of the 
eforedescribed 50’ right of way and extending from Station 206+ 74 to Station 
207 + 36 of said railroad survey, all of the above-described property containing 
6.69 acres. 
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Parcel H 


A certain tract of land situated in the Parish of Terrebonne, Louisiana in Section 
12, T 178, R 17 E and Sections 5, 19 and 20, T 17.8, R 18 E, and being a 
portion of the Woodlawn and the Presque Isle Plantations, less and excepting a 
right of way across said tract containing 6.69 acres, formerly owned by Texas and 
New Orleans Railroad Company, said right of way being known as the Ashland 
Extension, said tract containing 638.72 acres and more particularly described by 
metes and bounds as follows: 

Beginning at the intersection of the East right of way line of State Highway 
No. 141, the Grand Caillou Public Road, with the accepted north boundary of 
section 12 T 178, R 17 E and proceeding with the said north boundary of Section 
12, T 178, R 17 E and the north boundary of Section 20, T 178, R 18 E, S 82°-10’ 
E 7283.6 feet to an old iron grate bar marking the northeast corner of Section 20, 
T 1758, R 18 E; thence with the east boundary of Section 20, T 178, R18 E, 8 
8°—45’ E 1406.6 feet to an old iron grate bar marking the accepted corner common 
to Section 19, 20 and 21, T 17 8, R 18 E; thence with the accepted line between 
sections 19 and 21, between Sections 5 and 21 and between Sections 3 and 5, 
T 1758, R 18 E, N 28°-50’ E 3132.2 feet to the intersection with the southwest 
right of way line of State Highway No. 69. (an old iron grate bar at N 28°—50’ 
IK, 340.2 feet on course N 28°—50’ E 3131.2 feet); thence with the S.W. right of 
way line of State Highway No. 69, S 14°-29’ E 248.4 feet, S 10°-58’ E 150 feet, 
8S 10°-27’ E 145.6 feet, S 12°-15’ E 206.5 feet, S 19°-23’ E 200.0 feet, S 27°-10’ 
E 200.0 feet, S 33°—E 150.0 feet, S 33°-59’ E 470.4 feet, S 35°-05’ E 119.1 feet, 
S 37°—16’ E 200.0 feet, S 40°—10’ E 200.0 feet, S 43°-10’ E 200.0 feet, S 46°-10’ 
E 200.0 feet, S 48°-42’ E 150.0 feet, S 49°-51’ E 331.1 feet to the intersection 
of said S.W. right of way of State Highway No. 69 with the south boundary of 
the tract herein described thence with the said south boundary S 34°-16’ W 
1543.3 ft. S 62°-49’ W 1158.7 feet, West 2578.4 feet to the center line of Bayou 
Chauvin, also known as Bayou Sale, thence with the center line of Bayou Chauvin 
N 15°-17’ W 37.3 feet, N 36°-48’ W 101.3 feet, N 60°—44’ W 175.6 feet, N 67°-28’ 
W 188.1 feet, N 50°-07’ W 220.2 feet, N 39°-O01’ W 65.1 feet, N 19°-23’ W 272.2 
feet; thence leaving the center line of Bayou Chauvin and continuing with the 
south boundary of the tract herein described, West 4204.1 feet to the center line 
of Bayou Grand Caillou, thence with the center line of Bayou Grand Caillou 
N 22°18’ W 393.2 feet N 16°-24’ W 200.0 feet, N 21°-56’ W 672.0 feet, N 19°-31’ 
W 326.2 feet, N 23°-28’ W 500.0 feet, N 15°-04’ W 220.0 feet, N 34°-30’ W 184.0 
feet, N 26°-23’ W 295.3 feet, N 13°-23’ W 135.4 feet to the intersection of the 
center line of Bayou Grand Caillou with the East right of way line of State High- 
way No. 141, thence along the East right of way line of State Highway No. 141, 
N 8°—56’ W 642.1 feet to the point of beginning, less and excepting the right of 
way of the Texas and New Orleans Railroad Company across this tract, containing 
638.72 acres, including all mineral rights in and to all of the above described 
lands; and, 

WHEREAS under the provisions of the statutes pertaining to the filing of Dec- 
laration of Taking, title to the above described property was vested in the United 
States of America in fee simple, as aforesaid, and pursuant to the statutes enum- 
erated and described in pleadings filed herein, the right of just compensation for 
the same vested in the Defendant, the Southcoast Corporation, and the sum of 
Eighty Three Thousand Two Hundred One and no/100 ($83,201.00) Dollars 
was deposited in the Registry of this Court for the use of the person or party 
entitled thereto at the time of filing of said Declaration of Taking; and, 

WHEREAS by virtue of pleadings filed herein by the Defendant and an order 
of this Court rendered thereon and dated June 21, 1943, the said Defendant, 
The Southcoast Corporation, withdrew from the Registry of this Court, the sum 
of $83,201.00 deposited for its account, reserving to itself, however, its right to 
contend that just compensation for the taking of this property was in a greater 
amount than the amount aforestated; and, 

Wuereas the said amount of $83,201.00 deposited in the Registry of the Court 
was deemed by the Defendant, the Southcoast Corporation, to be insufficient as 
just compensation for the property above shown, which the Defendant contended 
to be well worth the full and true sum of One Hundred Thousand and no/100 
($100,000.00) Dollars, plus the additional consideration of having the United 
States of America retransfer to said corporation and reinvest it with title to the 
mineral estate or mineral rights in and to the property above described; and, 
Wuereas the parties hereto, after due deliberation and negotiations, have 
finally concluded and agreed that the Southcoast Corporation is correct in its 
contention as to the value of the property and is entitled to the additional cash 
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sum of Sixteen Thousand Seven Hundred Ninety Nine and no/100 ($16,799.00) 
Dollars, besides the sum of $83,201.00 heretofore deposited for its account in 
the Registry of this Court, and to have returned to it the mineral estate or 
mineral rights in and to said property; and, 

WHERE ss the said Defendant, as a result of a compromise agreement made 
with the Plaintiff, has agreed, for the considerations above set forth, to grant, 
and does by these presents, hereby transfer and set over to the United States of 
America an avigeation easement or servitude for the purpose of aeronautical 
gliding angles over the lands of said corporation which adjoin the entire tract 
of realty forming the subject of this condemnation cause (said lands forming no 
part of this condemnation proceeding), which said lands particularly adjoin the 
Southerly and Southeasterly boundary lines cf the present Lighter Than Air 
Base or Station operated on the condemned property, said lands bieng delineated 
on the maps or blue prints hereinbelow stated to be attached hereto and made 
part hereof. (This easement or servitude hereby given and granted to the 
United States of America by the Southcoast Corporation does restrict the height 
of structures which may be erected on the land subject thereto at a ratio of 1 on 
40 from the end of the runways now established on the said Lighter Than Air 
Base or Station. The area covered by said servitude or easement is shown on 
a map or blueprint marked “Sketch of aviation area, Southerly end of N-S 
Runway, N. A. 8. Houma, La., approximate sketch 1’’ equals 400’”’ and a map 
or blueprint marked ‘Sketch of avigation area Southeasterly end of N-SE 
Runway N. A. 8S. Houma, La., approximate sketch 1’’ equals 400’”’, both of 
said maps or blue prints being attached hereto and made part hereof, as if copied 
herein in extenso, in order to identify the lands or properties of the Southcoast 
Corporation affected by the servitude or easement herein granted. Said ease- 
ment or servitude is not intended to prevent the usual cultivation of the lands 
of the Southcoast Corporation adjacent to said Lighter Than Air Base or Sta- 
tion, or the use thereon during harvesting season of loading derricks of approxi- 
mately 35 ft. in height. The Southcoast Corporation does by these presents, 
however, agree that it will obligate itself to notify the commanding officer of the 
Lighter Than Air Base or Station aforesaid at least twenty-four hours in advance 
of the time when any such loading derrick may be brought to the immediate 
vicinity of the boundary lines between the lands of the Southcoast Corporation 
contemplated by the easement above stated and the Lighter Than Air Base or 
Station. 

It is further agreed and contracted between the parties hereto, that the South- 
coast Corporation and the South Shore Oil & Development Company (which last 
named corporation holds a recorded contract with the Southcoast Corporation 
relative to mineral rights or mineral exploration in and to the lands above 
described) will not explore the mineral rights on the lands described as Parcels 
G and H, by drilling, or in any way otherwise until after a period of six months 
from the conclusion of wartime hostilities in which the United States of America 
is now engaged. 

It is further agreed by said corporations and the United States of America 
that the avigation easements referred to above will continue in existence until six 
months from the date of termination of the present wartime hostilities, to which 
the United States of America is now a party. 

Now, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED by and between 
the parties hereto that the Defendants, The Southcoast Corporation and The 
South Shore Oil & Development Company, do hereby enter an appearance in 
this action and expressly waive notice and service of citation and petition, the 
order of taking and judgment on the said declaration of taking, as well as judg- 
ment on the amended declaration of taking filed herein and any and all other 
processes of any kind whatsoever, hereby expressly waiving any and all rights 
and delays, including a trial before a jury of freeholders; and Defendants do hereby 
further stipulate and agree that the United States District Court for the Eastern 
District of Louisiana has full jurisdiction over this cause and they do hereby 
authorize and petition this Honorable Court to enter a final judgment and decree 
in this action in accordance with and in conformity to this stipulation and agree- 
ment, condemning all of Defendants’ rights, interest, title and estate of whatsoever 
nature and kind, whether in fee simple or otherwise, in and to the above-described 
realty (Parcels G and H) to the United States of America, reserving, however, to 
a Defendants, all mineral rights or a full mineral estate in and to said property; 
anc 

It IS FURTHER STIPULATED AND AGREED, as above declared, that just compen- 
sation for the lands shall be the sum of One Hundred Thousand and 00/100 
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($100,000.00) Dollars; as a further consideration moving from the United States 
of America to the Southcoast Corporation, the United States of America shall 
return or transfer to the Southcoast Corporation full mineral rights or a full 
mineral estate in and to said property for and in consideration of the waiver of all 
demands for damages by the Southeoast Corporation and for the granting of the 
avigation easements above set forth. 

Iv IS THEREFORE FURTHER STIPULATED AND AGREED that the United States of 
America (by virtue of the authority granted the Attorney General of the United 
States by Public Law 752, 77th Congress, approved October 21, 1942) does by 
these presents hereby transfer, assign, set over and deliver to the Southcoast 
Corporation a full miner] estate or full mineral rights in and to all oil, gas, sulphur 
and/or other minerals of any nature and kind which may be found in or on the 
lands described in the Declaration of Taking as Parcels G and H. 

IT IS ALSO STIPULATED AND AGREED that inasmuch as the United States of 
America, by this agreement, has committed and obligated itself to imminently 
deposit in the Registry of this Court the sum of $16,799.00 as a supplement to 
the deposit of $83,201.00 heretofore made for the account and credit of the 
Defendant, the Southcoast Corporation, that the Court is authorized to now in- 
clude in its final judgment and decree as to lands involved in this proceeding 
which were owned by The Southcoast Corporation, a provision for the disburse- 
ment of said amount ($16,799.00) to the First National Bank of Chicago, Trustee, 
immediately upon its receipt and deposit in the Registry of this Court, the said 
Southeoast Corporation admitting, and by these presents declaring, that the 
arount aforesaid is due said bank under the terms of an indenture of general 
mortgage executed by the Southeoast Corporation, dated Septeyrber 1, 1935, 
in favor of the First National Bank of Chicago, as Trustee, all as appears from 
pleadings, of record heretofore filed in this proceeding. 

In further consideration of the above and foregoing mutual contractual agree- 
ments and obligations, it is further-stipulated and agreed that the Southcoast 
Corporation hereby waives, relinquishes, and abandons any and all clsims for 
damages of whatsoever nature and kind which it has or may have against the 
United States of America at this date. 

Iv 18 FURTHER AND FINALLY STIPULATED AND AGREED that inasmuch as the 
Declerstion of Taking and the amended Declaration of Taking were filed herein 
to expedite the vesting of full fee simple title (subject to public utility easements, 
if any) in the United States of America, it is the purpose and intent of this agree- 
ment to vest in this Court without any further proceedings or notices full authority 
to close this action by final judgment and disbursement of the funds involved 
in aecordence with this agreement and stipulation. 

In witness whereof the parties hereto have set their signatures this 28th dav 
of September 1943. 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
By Srecrrigp B. CHRISTENSEN, 
THE SourTucoast CorporRaTIoN, 
JosEPH J. Munson, President, 
Tue Sourn SHore O11 & DEVELOPMENT CoMPANYy, 
By M. G. PEererson. 


By 


i) 


Approved: 
FRANCIS BIDDLE, 
Attorney General, United States of America. 
Approved: 
Mituter & Bock, 
By Jonn D. Mituer, 
Attys. for the South Coast Corporation. 
Approved: 
LeMLE, Moreno & LEMLE, 
By A. A. Moreno, 
Attys. for South Shore Oil and Development Company. 


APFIDAVIT 
STATE OF LOUISIANA, 
Parish ef Terrebonne, ss: 


Before me, the undérsigned authority personally, came and appeared JosEpH J. 
Munson who, after first being duly sworn did depose and say that he is President 
of the Southcoast Corporation, and as such, is duly authorized to make this 
affidavit. 
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That the allegations contained therein are true and correct and that said 
stipulation was executed by him as his free act and deed. 
In witness whereof, the said appearer has hereunto set his signature in the 
presence of the witnesses whose names are subscribed hereto, and me, Notary. 
(Sg.) Joserpn J. Munson. 


Witnesses: 
(Sg.) JosepH SEYPAS. 
(Sg.) BarRBARA ROBICHAUX. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 10th day of July 1943. 
(Sg.) M. L. FuNnprreusH, 
Notary Public. 


AFFIDAVIT 
STaTE OF LOUISIANA, 
Parish of Orleans, ss: 

Before me, the undersigned authority, personally came and appeared M. Q. 
Peterson who, after first being duly sworn did depose and say that he is Vice 
President of the South Shore Oil & Development Company, and as such, is duly 
authorized to make this affidavit. 

That the allegations contained therein are true and correct and that said 
stipulation was executed by him as his free act and deed. 

In witness whereof, the said appearer has hereunto set his signature in the 
presence of the witnesses whose names are subscribed hereto, and me, Notary. 

(Sg) M. Q. PETERSON. 

Witnesses: 

(Sg) Mary Hurtcuison. 
(Sg) Ernent MANBENET. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 15th day of July, 1943. 


(Sg) Henry G. Btiocs, 
Notary Public. 


UnitTED States Districr Court, EAsterRN District or LovIsiaANa, 
NEw ORLEANS DIVISION 


Number 269 Miscellaneous 


United States of America v. 1743.18 Acres of Land, More or Less, Situated in Terre- 
bonne Parish, State of Louisiana, J. E. and C. L. Chauvin, et al. 


JUDGMENT AND ORDER OF DISTRISUTION 


Considering the petition of condemantion or expropriation filed herein, the 
Declaration of Taking and Amended Declaration of Taking vesting title in the 
United States of America to the land which is the subject of this condemnation or 
expropriation proceeding, and also considering the evidence of title presented to 
the Court, and, finally, considering the stiuplation filed herein by and between 
The South Coast Corporation, The South Shore Oil & Development Company 
and the United States of America, dated September 28, 1943. 

Iv IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the sum of One Hundred Thousand 
and No/100 ($100,000.00) Deilars is just copenseticn for said taking and con- 
demnation of the following described property, to-wit: 


Parcel G 





A certain tract of land or right of way situated in the Perish of Terrebonne, 
Louisiana, through a portion of the property of The South Coast Corporaticn in 
Section 12 T 178, R 17 E, and Section 20, T 17S, R 18 E, conteining 6.69 acres 
and being more particularly described as follows: 

(a) A 50’ right of way beginning et the point of intersection of the center line 
of the Ashland Extension of the Texas & New Orleans Railroad Company right 
of way, with the East right of way line of State Highway No. 141, said pcint 
being Staticn No. 165+63.5 of said railroad company survey; thence 8 80° 0’ E 
with the center line of said right of way 2304 feet to a curve; thence following said 
center line along a 5° curve Right, 1634 feet; thence continuing with said center 
line of right of way 8 0° 22’ E, 1863 feet to a point in the center line of said right 
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of way on the South boundary of the tract herein described, said point being 
Station 223+ 64.5 of said railroad company survey. 

(b) Also a strip of land 21 feet in width adjacent to and on the West Side of 
the aforedescribed 50’ right of way and extending from Station 206+ 74 to Station 
207+ 36 of said railroad survey. 

Parcel H 


A certain tract of land situated in the Parish of Terrebonne, Louisiana, in 
Section 12, T 17 S, R 17 E, and Sections 5, 19 and 20, T 17S, R 18 E, and 
being a portion of the Woodlawn and the Presque Isle Plantations, less and 
excepting a right of way across said tract containing 6.69 acres, formerly owned 
by Texas and New Orleans Railroad Company, said right of way being known 
as the Ashland Extension; said tract containing 638.72 acres and more par- 
ticularly described by metes and bounds, as fo'lows: 

Beginning at the intersection of the Kast right of way line of State Highway 
No. 141, the Grand Caillou Public Road, with the accepted north boundary of 
section 12, T 17 S, R 17 E, and proceeding with the said north boundary of 
Section 12, T 17 S, R 17 E, and the north boundary of Section 20, T 17 §, 
R 18 E, 8 82°-10’ E 7,283.6 feet to an old iron grate bar marking the northeast 
corner of Section 20, T 17S, R 18 E; thence with the east boundary of Section 
20, T 17 8S, R 18 E, 8 8°-45’ E 1406.6 feet to an old iron grate bar marking 
the accepted corner common to Sections 19, 20 and 21, T 175, R 18 E, thence 
with the accepted line between Sections 19 and 21, between Sections 5 and 21 
and between Sections 3 and 5, T 17 8S, R 18 E, N 28°-50’ E 3,132.2 feet to 
the intersection with the southwest right of way line of State Highway No. 69 
(an old iron grate bar at N 28°-50’ E 340.2 feet on course N 28°—50’ E 3,132.2 
feet); thence with the SW right of way line of State Highway No. 69, 8 14°-29’ 
E 248.4 feet, S 10°-58’ E 150 feet, S 10°-27’ E 145.6 feet, S 12°-15’ E 206.5 
feet, S 19°-23’ E 200.0 feet, S 27°-10’ E 200.0 feet, S 33°-E 150.0 feet, 
S 33°-59’ E 470.4 feet, S 35°-05’ E 119.1 feet, S 37°-16’ E 200.0 feet, S 40°-10’ 
E 200.0 feet, S 43°-10’ E 200.0 feet, S 46°-10’ E 200.0 feet, S 48°-42’ E 
150.0 feet, S 49°-51’ E 331.1 feet to the intersection of said SW right of way 
of State Highway No. 69 with the south boundary of the tract herein described 
thence with the said south boundary S 34°-1€’ W 1,543.3 feet, S 62°-49’ W 
1,158.7 feet, W 2,578.4 feet to the center line of Bayou Chauvin, also known as 
Bayou Sale, thence with the center line of Bayou Chauvin N 15°-17’ W 37.3 
feet, N 36°-48’ W 101.3 feet, N @0°-44’ W 175.6 feet, N 67°-28’ W 188.1 
feet, N 50°-07’ W 220.2 feet, N 39°-O1’ W 65.1 feet, N 19°-23’ W 272.2 feet; 
thence leaving the center line of Bayou Chauvin and continuing with the south 
boundary of the tract herein described, W 4204.1 feet to the center line of 
Bayou Grand Caillou, thence with the center line of Bayou Grand Caillou N. 
22°-18’ W 393.2 feet, N 16°-24’ W 200.0 feet, N 21°-56’ W 672.0 feet, N 
19°-31’ W 326.2 feet, N 23°-28’ W 500.0 feet, N 15°-04’ W 220.0 feet, N 34°-30’ 
W 184.0 feet, N 26°-23’ W 295.3 feet, N 13°-23’ W 135.4 feet to the inter- 
section of the center line of Bayou Grand Caillou with the East right of way line of 
State Highway No. 141, thence along the East right of way line of State Highway 
No. 141, N 8°-56’ W 642.1 feet to the point of beginning, less and excepting 
the right of way of the Texas and New Orleans Railroad Company across this 
tract; containing 638.72 acres, as aforesaid. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED, in view of the aforementioned 
stipulation, that the United States of America is hereby granted an avigation 
easement or servitude for the purpose of affording it aeronautical gliding angles 
over those certain lands of The South Coast Corporation, which adjoin the 
Southerly and Southeasterly boundary lines of the present Lighter Than Air Base 
or Station now in operation on the condemned property; said adjoining lands, 
and the area covered and affected by said avigation easement or servitude, being 
fully delineated on the maps or blueprints attached to and made to form part of 
the said stipulation of September 28, 1943, and which bear the following legends, 
respectively, to-wit: ‘Sketch of avigation area, Southerly end of N-S Runway, 
N. A. S., Houma, La., approximate Sketch 1” equals 400’ and Sketch of aviga- 
tion area, Southeasterly end of N-SE Runway, N. A. 8., Houma, La., approxi- 
mately sketch 1’’ equals 400’ ”’; said easement or servitude thus granted having 
the effect of restricting the height of structures which may be erected on the lands 
so made subject thereto, at a ratio of 1 on 40 from the end of the runways now 
established as part of said Lighter Than Air Base or Station, but in no manner 
preventing The South Coast Corporation from pursuing the usual cultivation of 
any of its lands adjacent to the said Lighter Than Air Base or Station nor of 
using thereon, during harvesting seasons, loading derricks approximately 35 
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feet in height, conditioned, however, that the Commanding Officer of said Lighter 
Than Air Base or Station shall be notified by The South Coast Corporation at 
least twenty-four hours in advance of the time when any such derrick is to be 
brought within the immediate vicinity of the boundary lines of the condemned 
tract and said company’s adjacent lands; and said easement or servitude thus 
granted shall exist and continue in full force and effect only until six months 
from and after the date of the termination of the present wartime hostilities in 
which the United States of America is now engaged. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED, also in view of the afore- 
mentioned stipulation, that The South Coast Corporation is revested with full 
mineral rights in and to all oil, gas, sulphur and/or other minerals of any nature 
or kind which may be on, in, or under the above-described and condemned 645.41 
acres, such mineral rights having theretofore been component parts of the fee 
simple title vested in the United States of America by virtue of the Declaration 
of Taking on file herein, but neither The South Coast Corporation nor The South 
Shore Oil and Development Company, or their successors and assigns, shall exploit 
said mineral rights by drilling, or in any manner whatsoever, until the lapse of 
six months from and after the termination of said wartime hostilities in which 
the United States of America is now engaged. 

IT Is FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the sum of Eighty-three 
Thousand, Two Hundred and One and No/100 ($83,201.00) Dollars which was 
deposited in the Registry of this Court with the Declaration of Taking for the 
account of the owner of the above-described parcels ‘“‘G’’ 2nd ‘‘H’’, having already 
been withdrawn, in due course, by The South Cozst Corporstion for payment over, 
by its direction, to First National Bank of Chicago, as Trustee, the United States 
of America is now ordered to deposit in such Registry the additional sum of Six- 
teen Thousand, Seven Hundred, Ninety-nine and No/100 ($16,799.00) Dollars, in 
order to make up the deficiency in the agreed money compensation to be received 
by The South Coast Corporation for the 645.41 acres taken and condemned herein; 
and upon such deposit being mede, A. Dallam O’Brien, Clerk of the United States 
District Court for the Eastern District of Louisiana shall and he is hereby directed 
to disburse and pay said sum of Sixteen Thousand, Seven Hundred, Ninety-nine 
and No/100 ($16,799.00) Dollars, for account of The South Cosst Corporation and 
by its direction, to the First National Bank of Chicago, as Trustee. 

New Or.eEaAns, Loursiana, Seplember 30th, 1943. 

(Sg) <A. J. CaILLovET, 
U. S. District Judge. 


Unrrep States or AMERICA, 
Eastern District of Louisiana, ss: 

I, A. Dallam O’Brien, Jr., Clerk of the United States District Court in and 
for the Eastern District of Louisiana, do hereby certify that the annexed and 
foregoing is a true and full copy of the original Stipulation and Judgment and 
Order of Distribution in the case entitled: 


United States of America v. 1743.18 Acres of Land, More or Less, Situated in 
Terrebonne Parish, State of Louisiana, J. E. and C. L. Chauvin, et al. 


No. 269. Miscellaneous Docket 
now remaining among the records of the said Court in my office. 


IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed the 
seal of the aforesaid Court at New Orleans, La., this 30th day of September, A. D. 
1948. 

A. Datuam O’Brien, Jr., Clerk. 
By H. W. NitHEN, Deputy Clerk. 

Mr. Bennett. Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Pricr. Mr. Bennett. 

Mr. Bennett. Might I ask if the witness knows what consideration 
if anything passed to the Federal Government for this conveyance 
back of the mineral rights to the South Coast Corp.? 

Mr. Rau tt, Sr. So far as I know, nothing. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Rault, do I understand now that at the outset of 
the negotiation, back in 1942 and 1943, the five landowners that you 
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represent were not represented in the sale by counsel, had no legal 
representation? 

Mr. Rav tr, Sr. That is correct, though I have been only in the 
case last year and did not know anything about it. They were not 
represented by counsel. As a matter of fact, some of them were told 
they did not need counsel. One of them is a Negro—— 

Mr. Harrman. He has a little farm there. He wanted to keep it. 
Of course they all wanted to keep it, I suppose, when it was con- 
demned. He made some comment—and his affidavit will be produced. 

He made some comment about his mineral rights. He wanted them. 
He was told he could not have them. Everybody was told that. 

It was done very informally. They were not dealing with judg- 
ments that would be entered later on. They were dealing with a 
sovereign who told them again and again “Everybody would be 
treated fairly; we need your easements, mineral rights and everything 
you have. We want everything you have. Uncle Sam wants it in 
wartime.” 

They were right by a highway where the dead and wounded were 
coming up from the Gulf of Mexico. 

I am not trying to make a stump speech. I am trying to give you 
the background where these people were in 1942 and 1943 when the 
negotiations were going on. They had a right to rely as you or I 
would have relied on the representative of the United States Navy 
wearing the uniform of the Navy, telling them that all would be 
treated alike, that there would be justice done every man, that they 
would not need to worry about their rights, that they would be pre- 
served, and that the Government wanted all of it. 

And then they found out later on, found out last year, that the 
statements made to them hed not been carried out, that there was a 
reconveyance, and this was done according to the Navy report, due 
probably to the vigor and persistence with which the representatives 
of South Coast, a corporation through able counsel who I happen to 
know very well, pressed their case. 

I say to you, sir, that that is not a reason for discrimination between 
citizens. The fact that one has an able counsel and he can push the 
case harder than the others, who rely in wartime on the representa- 
tions made by a representative of the Armed Forces—that is not a 
reason for discriminating against them. 

Mr. Price. What caused the revival of interest in this matter last 
vear? 

Mr. Rav tt, Sr. Sir? 

Mr. Price. What caused the revival of interest in this matter last 
veer? 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. It was then found out, only last year, that South 
Coast bad their minerals. 

Mr. Price. How was that found out? What caused the informa- 
tion to come out? 

Mr. Raut, Sr. I will have to esk my son to explein that, sir. 

Mr. Rautt, Jr. Mr. Cheirmen, it wes found out purely by accident. 
These lendowners mede inquiry es to whether they bad env preferen- 
tiel rights es former landowners to get back on the bese since it was 
deactivated, and either get it back or lease it or take it over in some 
wav. 

They asked me to look into it end in investigsting it I found out 
for the first time that South Coast had had its mineral rights back. 
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I felt under a duty to report this to the landowners, which I did, 
and immediately they instructed us to take action to see if they could 
get theirs revested likewise. 

Mr. CunNINGHAM. But that was a public record ell the time? 

Mr. Ravtt, Jr. What is that, sir? 

Mr. CunninGHAM. That South Coast hed gotten back their mineral 
rights. That was a public record for over 10 years, wasn’t it? 

Mr. Ravtt, Jr. Yes, sir; it was a public record. And I might say 
I did not find it for 2 months. 

Mr. CunNINGHAM. How is that? 

Mr. Rautt, Jr. It was a public record, sir, but I did not find it for 
2 months, after looking through the records. In fact, we had gone off 
on another tangent unnecessarily for 60 days before we knew that 
South Coast had hed iis mineral rights back. I found it buried 

Mr. CuNNINGHAM. Was it not correctly indexed or correctly filed? 
Is that your che rge? 

Mr. Rautt, Jr. No, sir; I 2m not saying it was not correctly 
indexed or filed. Iam saying thet it wes in the middle of a stipuletion 
which wes on its surface the same as ell the others ipulaiions relacing 
to crop damage, the price for che surface of the land and so forch, end 
I did not read the instrument carefrlly enough to see that in che middle 
of this instrument was the revestment of the mineral richis. 

Mr. Cunninauam. Now that brings up a question of fact that I 
understood differently a while ago. If it was in the stipulation, then 
the revestment of the mineral rights must have been in the court 
judgment or order based upon the stipulation. It was all one trans- 
action, instead of a vear or two later getting them, is that right? 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. Here it is, right here. 

(Exhibits them.) 

Mr. Rautr, Jr. No, sir. The stipulation for South Coast was 
executed and put of record 9 months after the legal proceedings were 
first instituted. 

Mr. Coxe. He is talking about the judgment. 

Mr. Rauvtt, Jr. The judgment was done simultaneously, ves, sir; 
by consent. 

Mr. Cunninauam. And the revestment was in the judgment? 

Mr. Ravia, Jr. In the judgment and was not indexed under min- 
erals or anything else. It was just part of the overall judgment, the 
same as everyone else had. 

Mr. Coie. Mr. Chairman, may I inquire? 

Mr. Price. Mr. Cole. 

Mr. Coir. Does this one judgment cover all of the properties of 
both the South Coast Corp. as well as the properties of your clients? 

Mr. Rav tt, Jr. No, sir. 

Mr. Coir. There were separate judgments, then? 

Mr. Ravutt, Jr. There were separate judgments for each landowner 
entered on separate dates. And the South Coast judgment was put 
of record and executed before most of the other landowners had signed 
their final stipulations and had their judgments executed and at the 
time these other landowners that we represent signed their final 
stipulations and had their consent judgments put of record they still 
did not know that South Coast Corp. had been revested and granted 
its mineral rights. 
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Mr. Vinson. Now let’s get it clear in my mind, Mr. Chairman. 
When the Navy abandoned this activity there the people who had 
previously had the land taken became interested in it, is that right? 

Mr. Rau tt, Jr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. And then they approached you to find out what their 
rights were? 

Mr. Ravtt, Jr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. And then you began to make an investigation and to 
your surprise and to their surprise you found where the corporation 

ad received a higher price for the surface rights and also retained its 
mineral rights, is that correct? 

Mr. Rautt, Jr. Well, Mr. Chairman, that is right, but we did not 
find out about the higher price until 3 or 4 or 5 months ago. 

Mr. Vinson. All right. 

Anyhow, when you got that information and notified these other 
people what the situation was, why then they became very much exer- 
cised and interested in it and asked you to see your Congressman to get 
this matter before the Congress is that right? 

Mr. Hésert. Not at that time; no, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Anyhow that is the way it worked up, wasn’t it? 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. We went to the Navy Department first, under a 
particular statute, hoping to get relief. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. And we were advised that there was no adminis- 
trative remedy and they said we could come to the Congress and seek 
relief here. 

Mr. Vinson. All right. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Rault, is it your idea in taking over land in the 
New Iberia Base, that the Government must pay everybody exactly 
the same amount and treat them exactly the same in every instance, 
and if they do not then you can come in 10, 20 years later and rectify 
that situation? 

Mr. Rau tt, Sr. Mr. Brooks, I don’t know anything about the New 
Iberia Base. 

Mr. Brooks. Well—— 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. But I will answer the question, the principle 
involved in the question. 

Mr. Brooks. Is that the principle you would assert? 

Mr. Ravuut, Sr. Yes. The answer to your question is this: The 
Government is at liberty to deal individually with landowners. The 
Government is not at liberty to tell the landowners individually and 
collectively that they will all be treated alike, that their mineral 
rights are required and the mineral rights were going to be taken from 
every one of them and then to turn around and give back later on the 
mineral rights to one of them. 

Now that is a fundamental principle of fairness. 

Mr. Brooks. It is the same way as charging fraud, as I say. 

Mr. Rau tt, Sr. Sir? 

Mr. Brooks. You can’t escape it. 

Mr. Ravtt, Sr. I am not 

Mr. Brooks. When you say there is a misrepresentation. 

Mr. Rau tt, Sr. I state facts. 

Mr. Brooks. And acting in concealment of the misrepresentation, 
that is fraud in law? 
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Mr. Rautt, Sr. I state facts. 
Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I suggest we hear from the Navy 
officer that went down there and talked to the people. 

Mr. Wiuuts. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Hésert. Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Moutiowan. Mr. Chairman, before we do may I ask this 
question? 

We use the language here “conveyance and revestments.”’ 

But then as I understand young Mr. Rault to say, this was all a 
part of the original decree or judgment of the court in the South Coast 
case. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

Mr. Rau tt, Jr. Of the second decree, sir. The stipulation and the 
consent decree of South Coast was filed 9 months after the original 
proceeding was instituted. 

Mr. Mouionan. Now I realize that instituted the matter. But 
actually there was only one judgment or decree of the court, is that 
right? 

Mr. Rau tt, Jr. No, sir. 

Mr. Raw tt, Sr. No, sir. 

Mr. Rautt, Jr. There were six different judgments or consents or 
decrees of the court. 

Mr. Mouuonan. I realize that. But for the South Coast, there was 
only the decree judgment? 

Mr. Rau tt, Jr. That is right. 

Mr. Mo.uonan. This was all part of it. Actually, the court did 
not make any finding originally or did not have to amend its finding 
or come out with a new finding? 

Mr. Rautt, Jr. Yes, sir; in this respect. In the original taking by 
the United States, by the declaration of taking act, it acquired the 
full fee simple title including the mineral rights of everybody, and 
therefore it had to amend, if you will, that original judgment by filing 
this stipulation authorized by a certain act of Congress which had 
been passed on October 21, 1942. 

Mr. Motxionan. Well, do you contend that that was two separate 
actions on the part of the court? 

Mr. Rau tt, Jr. The legal effect of it was that it was two separate 
actions, and that the Government had the minerals and then 9 months 
later reconveyed them or gave them back to South Coast. 

You see, that was the legal effect of that, sir. 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. You see, sir, as you know, when you file condemna- 
tion proceedings, as was done, the mere fact of the filing and the 
affidavit of the Government immediately then and there under the 
law of the United States conveys title to the property to the United 
States. 

There is property. It is no longer the property of the original 
owners. Then—— 

Mr. Coxe. Excuse me. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Cole. 

Mr. Cote. Are you speaking advisedly when you say the mere 
filing 
Mr. Vinson. Yes; that is right. 
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Mr. Coxe. It does not convey title. It conveys the right to go in 
and use it. It does not automatically convey title. 

Mr. Rautrt, Sr. It gives them title, sir. 

Mr. Coxe. I doubt it. 

Mr. Ravuut, Sr. There are certain formalities. They put some 
money in the registry of the court. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. They put the money in the court. 

Mr. Rav tt, Sr. The citation is 40 U.S. C. A. 258. 

Mr. Price. | think if the committee would be in order, and not 
have this crossfire, it would help the reporter. 

Mr. Mouitowan. Mr. Chairman, I am not interested in the legali- 
ties and formalities of it. I just wanted to know the answer to my 
question. 

Mr. Ravtt, Sr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Mo.iionan. The question that I asked was were two decrees 
here? 

Mr. Rau tt, Sr. Well, there did not have to be a decree in the 
beginning. 

Mr. Moutuionan. Well, the court did make a finding, did it not, in 
which it - 

Mr. Raut, Sr. Well—I have to amend my answer. 

As soon as the document was filed and the formalities complied 
with, immediately, then and there, there was a decree giving title 
to the United States. 

Mr. Motionan. Now, this first decree: were not stipulations made 
and the understandings reached and the agreement reached? 

Mr. Rautr, Sr. Many months later that was done. That was 
the question of compensation. And many months later, 9 months to 
be exact, nearly 9 months—January to September—there was a 
further action by the court in the South Coast case revesting the 
South Coast with the mineral rights that, of course, had been taken 
over entirely by the Government when it took the land in January 
of that vear. 

Mr. Moutzionan. | see. All right, thank vou. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, | think we have the picture. Let us 
hear from the Navy witness who went down there to talk to the 
people. 

Mr. Hfésert. Before the Navy witness, I think the most important 
witness would be the man who owns the land who was present and 
heard the representations made and then the Navy representative. 

Mr. Wituts. Yes. 

Mr. Cote. Mr. Chairman, I have enough of an understanding in 
general of this problem. I would like to hear somebody from the 
Navy Department as to what their attitude is. 

Mr. Héserr. Mr. Cole, if we get a chance to get to hear from the 
witness instead of these lawver members, we can get to that. 

Mr. Price. How long will it take him? 

Mr. Wiiuts. Very short. He has a very short statement. 

Mr. Price. I think arrangements have been made with Mr. Willis 
to have him present the affirmative side and to have the Navy present 
the negative side. 1 think in fairness we should hold to that program. 

So Mr. Willis, would you present your next witness? 

Mr. Wiuuis. | would like to present Dr. C. G. Cole, formerly coroner 
of the city of New Orleans, whose wife has an interest in these lands. 
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But I would like to say just one word to Mr. Vinson who raised the 
question about the introduction of the bill. 

Actually we sought for many, many months a working out of this 
situation by administrative relief under the act of Congress which 
says that in an expropriation suit the court on the recommendation of 
the Attorney General may segregate at the two estates, take the land 
and not the minerals, and that that may be done during the course 
of the proceedings. 

The administrative point was whether the proceedings in New 
Orleans are still current or still under the equitable powers of the court 
and whether the Attorney General could at this time correct adminis- 
tratively what happened. 

Now as a matter of fact, the Federal judge in New Orleans on his own 
motion takes the position that he would be willing to reopen the case 
and do justice in the various decrees that he signed. 

Mr. Vinson. But he can’t do it. 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. And I just wanted to point out that we tried ad- 
ministrative relief before we offered the bill. 

Mr. Vinson. This is your only relief, what you have now. 
Mr. Raut, Sr. That is right. 
(The full statement of Mr. Rault, Sr., is as follows:) 


STATEMENT OF JosEPH M. RauLtt, ATTORNEY FOR LANDOWNER-BENEFI( IARIES 
or H. R. 5625, in Support or THat BILL 


My name is Joseph M. Rault. [am an attorney-at-law at New Orleans, La. 

I represent the landowner beneficiaries of H. R. 5625 which seeks to revest in 
these landowners oil rights that were unfairly and unequitably taken from them 
when their lands were requisitioned in 1943 for the construction of a Naval 
Airbase near Houma, La. 

My clients include a municipality (city of Houma), a parish governing body 
(Terrebonne) and private citizens from virtually all walks of life. 

On January 5, 1943, the United States, at the instance of the Department of 
the Navy, commenced a condemnation proceeding in the Federal Court at New 
Orleans and thereby immediately acquired full fee simple title to 1,743 acres of 
land in south Louisiana upon which was erected a blimp base for use in anti- 
submarine patrol on the Gulf of Mexico. This base is located close to our southern 
shoreline in swampy Terrebonne Parish on a piece of land near the city of Houma. 

During the proceedings, the Navy revested in one of the landowners, the South 
Coast Corp., its full mineral interest under some 645 acres of land (part of the 
total requisitioned) and also paid South Coast $119.20 per acre for the surface 
rights of that land. The other landowners, notwithstanding their prior demands 
for a revestment of their mineral rights, did not receive back the mineral rights on 
their adjoining 1,100 acres. Further, they weie paid an average compensation 
ot only $98.37 per acre for the surface rights of their lands which are practically 
identical to the lands of the South Coast Corp. 

In 1942-43, the war was on. Houma is located only a relatively short distance 
from the Gulf of Mexico where the submarine menace at that time was very real. 

It was desirable, in the furtherance of the war effort that a blimp base be con- 
structed in that vicinity at the earliest possible date. When the Navy represen- 
tatives, about August of 1942, laid before the local citizens the proposition to 
construct a blimp base near Houma, these landowners were happy to cooperate 
to do their pert to further the war effort, and gladly relinquished their surface 
rights (even before legal proceedings were instituted) for the establishment of the 
base. 

However, being aware of the value of their mineral rights, and thinking that 
they might not be necessary to the operation of the airbase, the landowners made 
repeated requests, both written and oral, of the Navy for retention of the mineral 
rights. «In response, they were told by the Navy representative that the Navy 
required everything, not merely the surface of the land but the mineral rights and 
all other restrictions as well. They were told that none of the landowners could 
retain mineral rights and that all would be treated alike and that their interests 
would be fully protected. 
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There will be produced here as a witness today, Dr. C. Grenes Cole, a prominent 
physician of New Orleans who, some 41 years ago, married into the Barrow family 
of Terrebonne Parish. The Barrows have been inhabitants of that section for 
more than 100 years. They owned some 4,000 acres of land, some 300 acres of 
which were in the area where the Navy desired to build the blimp base. These 
lands had been in the possession of the Barrow family for more than 117 years 
at the time of the condemnation. When Lieutenant Hillyard, the Navy repre- 
sentative in charge at Houma in August-September, was exploring the situation 
and taking preliminary steps looking to the requisitioning of the lands, Dr. Cole, 
acting as spokesman for his wife and her sisters and representing all of the Barrow 
interests, on September 17, 1942, made a formal request in writing, of the Navy in 
care of Lieutenant Hillyard, that the Barrow interests be permitted to retain all 
mineral rights on any acreage to be sold or transferred to the United States Navy 
for use as a blimp base. I handed the committee a copy of the written request 
made 13 years ago by Dr. Cole. 

Lieutenant Hillyard was a construction-corps man and was not charged with 
the ultimate responsibility of working out the details of requisitioning. Never- 
theless, he was the senior naval officer present at Houma and thus was the logical 
person for Dr. Cole to deal with in connection with Navy matters. Lieutenant 
Hillyard fortunately is here to speak for himself today and to tell the committee 
the facts in his own words. These facts are that he forwarded Dr. Cole’s letter 
to the appropriate Navy authorities for their consideration and that he had re- 
ceived no instructions from the Navy with respect to condemnation of mineral 
rights. By instructions of the Navy Department, he had appointed two local 
Houma citizens, Mr. Farquard P. Guidry and Mr. David W. Pipes, Jr., to appraise 
the surface of the lands and the improvements thereon, but not the minerals. 
He handed the appraisers official Navy instructions which stated that the ap- 
praisals were to be confidential, that they were to show separately the value of 
the land and improvements, including crops and any permanent fixtures thereon. 
The appraisal instructions were silent as to appraisement of mineral rights. 
These instructions will be here produced. 

There will also be produced the appraisals made by Messrs. Guidry and Pipes 
which show that in fact there was no appraisal of any mineral rights under any 
of the lands in question. 

In the late fall of 1942, Lieutenant Commander Winebrinier was sent by the 
Bureau of Yards and Docks from Washington to undertake the condemnation 
negotiations with the landowners. Unfortunately, Commander Winebrinier is 
dead. However, Lieutenant Hillyard attended several of the meetings held with 
the landowners in the fall of 1942 and several times in 1943 and thus, from personal 
knowledge, Lieutenant Hillyard can state that in addition to the written request 
previously mentioned, the landowners repeatedly made verbal requests that they 
be permitted to retain their mineral rights and that they were told that the 
Navy required the entire fee simple, including mineral rights and that all of the 
landowners would be treated alike in this respect. 

These landowners well knew, in 1942 and 1943, that their mineral rights had 
a definite potential value. Thus the requests for their retention. Some of their 
Jands had been the subject of oil, gas and mineral leases from as early as 1926— 
17 years before. One of the landowners had been receiving annually $16,000 
from an oil lease prior and up to the time of the condemnation proceedings. As 
early as 1936 the Barrow interests had carved out royalty interests as among 
themselves from about 400 acres of the land in question and the Navy even 
required these landowners to quitclaim these royalty interests. The conservation 
records of Louisiana show that in 1941 Terrebonne Parish produced nearly 9 
million barrels of oil and over 13 billion cubie feet of gas. 

H. R. 5625 is also intended to return some mineral royalties that were taken 
by the Navy from the Barrow interests and one other party during the course of 
the condemnation proceedings, the Navy having obtained a quitclaim on same 
on erroneous and faulty legal grounds. 

It is admitted by the special attorney representing the Navy in Houma in 1943 
that the quitclaim of the royalties was procured on an incorrect statement of law. 
The landowners were advised in writing that their royalty rights on the lands in 
question would prescribe in 3 or 4 years or by 1947, whereas the State law of 
Louisiana is exactly to the contrary. Ordinarily, in Louisiana, a conveyance of 
royalty rights, unless there is production, prescribes in 10 years. However, by 
special statute (exhibit P, enclosure 12) where land is condemned by the United 
States, a conveyance of royalties thereon shall be imprescribable, that is, they 
remain valid forever. The former special attorney representing the Navy at 
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Houma admitted his error in an affidavit, copy of which I am filing with the 
committee (exhibit O). 

As stated, the condemnation proceedings were filed in the United States district 
court at New Orleans on January 5, 1943, and after negotiations were had with 
various landowners, stipulations were entered, followed by judgments, paying the 
landowners certain agreed compensation as follows: 


Proceedings instituted Jan. 5, 1943 





7 


Date of | Date of 


l 
stipulation | judgment 


Name of landowner Acreage | 





EE EE ee eee oe ee ee ee eee i 645.41 | Sept. 28, 1943 | Sept. 30, 1943 


te tg tl i pa A es 313.79 | Dec. 28,1943 | Dec. 29, 1943 
City of Houma and Police Jury of Parish of Terrebonne ----- 619.82 | Jan. 4,1944| Jan. 6, 1944 
Jas. E. and Chas. L. Chauvin. .-.....-.......----- : oaths 44.10 | Ang. 18,1943 | Aug. 21, 1943 


ee Cac. 0... Ceratindreaeenedewetcaberepurns eal a4 85.47 | July 13,1943 | July 19, 1943 
ey Ee ee eae ee Pee Ae iakniy <mtemada 7 34.88 | Jan. 3, 1944 Jan. 6, 1944 


The landowners who are the beneficiaries under H. R. 5625 did not know that 
at the very time they were being told that the Navy demanded everything, 
including mineral rights, that the Navy representatives were negotiating with 
South Coast Corp. for the return of its mineral rights and in fact did so return 
the mineral rights on September 28, 1943. 

Subsequently—2 or 3 months later—agreements were made and then placed of 
record with other landowners representing nearly 1,100 acres of land, paying 
them less compensation for the surface of their lands than was paid South Coast 
and at the same time, taking over all of the mineral rights thereunder. It is this 
discrimination by the sovereign between the citizens that H. R. 5625 is designed 
to remove. 

This course of dealings is all the more remarkable because at a meeting of 
landowners called by the Navy at Houma in January 1943 the landowners were 
publicly told by Commander Winebrinier that all their interests would be protected 
in every way, that they would be treated alike by the Navy Department, and that 
the Navy, in the construction and operation of the blimp base, needed all the title 
to the land, surface, improvements, and minerals. The question of minerals came 
up at this meeting because verbal requests for retention of mineral rights were 
made then by some of the landowners. 

It may be that the discrimination against these landowners and in favor of 
South Coast was due to the fact that the latter was represented by able counsel 
properly zealous to protect the rights of their client. 

In view of the Navy’s representations as to the equality of treatment of all 
landowners, coupled with the absolute insistence of the Navy to acquire the 
mineral rights, the landowner-beneficiaries of H. R. 5625 cid not employ counsel 
to represent them in the negotiations of the condemnation proceedings. 

Whatever the explanation, the bold fact is that these landowners received an 
average of $98.37 per acre for their surface rights and South Coast, for surface 
rights of similar land, received $119.20 per acre. These landowners, without 
having been paid any compensation therefor, lost their mineral rights, whereas 
those of South Coast were revested in that corporat on. These landowners did 
not oppose the lawsuit. They relied completely on the Navy’s assurances of 
fair and equal treatment. They were not shown the appraisal reports and agreed 
to the amounts the Navy representative said was fair compensation. As it now 
turns out, unbeknown to the landowners, the minerals had not been included in 
the appraisal valuations. Moreover, by comparing those appraisal reports (which 
were unearthed only late last year), to the records in the condemnation proceeding, 
it is seen that all the landowners got less than the appraisers stated was fair 
compensation, with the lone exception of South Coast Corp., which was the only 
landowner to get more than the appraisers had placed on their lands (in addition 
to getting their mineral rights back). 

The relief that the landowner beneficiaries of H. R. 5625 are seeking is in accord 
with basic Navy policy as declared by the former Secretary of the Navy, the 
Honorable Frank Knox, in a hearing involving similar requests by landowners 
for revestments of mineral rights under the Moore Air Field in Oklahoma before 
the House Committee on Naval Affairs (78th Cong., 2d sess. (H. R. 3748)). In 
that case the Secretary of the Navy, under date of November 23, 1943, submitted 
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a letter to the committee on the question of the Navy acquiring mineral rights 
in condemnation proceedings, from which letter I quote the following excerpt: 

“Immediately we were offered, by one of the oil companies, #250,000 in cash 
plus a royalty of one-sixteenth, which the oil company estimated would give us 
$500,000 more, Of course, instead of accepting the first offer made, I immediately 
dispatched an expert to the scene to get some information on which I could depend. 

“T have been thinking about this since, and I am wondering if it is fair and 
equitable for the Government to exercise its power to condemn and thus become 
the private owners, and then take advantage of a discovery of oil in adjoining 
territory and profit by the transaction. These people did not want to sell their 
lands. We made them sell. If they had not sold they would themselves have 
benefited by the discovery of oil beneath the surface. Query: Should the Govern- 
ment, under these circumstances, proceed to take a big profit through the sale 
of the lands, a profit that otherwise would go to the owners whose title we had 
compelled them to yield to us? 

“The Government is not in the oil-speculation business. The lands were 
bought for an airfield and not for speculative purposes. * * * Under these 
circumstances would it not be equitable and just to return the land to the people 
whom we dispossessed * * * 

‘Here is an ethical question on which I would like to have the judzment of the 
committee * * *” 

In the Moore Airfield case the committee thereafter voted out favorably to 
return the land, including the minerals, to the landowners. 

I believe our case is stronger because it was known at the time of the requisi- 
tioning that the Houma lands in question had valuable mineral possibilities and 
accordingly, the landowners then and there, at the time of the requisitioning, 
made demands for the retention of the mineral rights. 

The Navy policy, declared in the Moore case, is unchanged. It was carried 
out in Texas where the Navy recommended to the court and the court actually 
revested in former landowners all mineral rights under various naval bases. 
U.S. v. 16,572 Acres of Land (45 F. Supp. 23; 49 F. Supp. 544 (1943)). 

As late as August 1954 the Navy, in connection with the recent establishment 
of the Alvin Callendar Airfield near New Orleans, stated to the Federal court 
that it desired to have condemned only the surface of the land and not the mineral 
rights thereunder. 

In connection with its consideration of this matter (H. R. 5625) the committee 
will note that the United States paid nothing to the Houma landowners for the 
title to their mineral rights and that accordingly, the revestment of these rights 
to these landowners would be at no expense whatsoever to the United States. 
The mineral rights were never appraised or valued by the Navy appraisers. 
This committee, in recommending this bill, will merely be returning to these 
landowners who have been discriminated against, that which is equitably, justly, 
and morally theirs. 


Mr. Price. Dr. Cole, would you please present your statement? 

Dr. Coir. May I present the statement, Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Price. I think Dr. Cole has been identified for the record: 
hasn’t he? 

Mr. Ke.uener. He has, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Price. I understand he has. 

Mr. Wiuuis. Dr. Cole has a statement but he would just like to 
summarize it in 5 minutes. I think he can do it in 5 minutes. Then 
you can ask him questions. 


Mr. Price. Dr. Cole. 


STATEMENT OF DR. C. GRENES COLE, REPRESENTING THE 
BARROW INTERESTS, LANDOWNER-BENEFICIARIES OF H. R. 
5625 


Dr. Cote. My name is Dr. C. Grenes Cole. I am a member of 
the American Medical Association and have been engaged in the 
practice of medicine in New Orleans since 1908. During the course 
of my professional career, I have been president of the Medica! 
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Society for the City of New Orleans as well as president of the Louis- 
iana State Medical Society. I have also been coroner of the city of 
New Orleans for some 16 years. I am 74 years of age. 

Some 41 years ago [ married Hallette Barrow, of Houma, Terre- 
bonne Parish, La., with whom I am still living. Her father, who was 
a prominent sugar planter owning considerable lands in Terrebonne 
Parish and elsewhere in Louisiana, died in 1926. My wife’s family 
holds presently some 4,000 acres of land, of which approximately 313 
acres were requisitioned by the United States in 1943 as part of the 
Houma Airbase. 

Some of the land owned by my wife and her family is held in a 
family corporation known as R. R. Barrow, Inc. Other land was 
divided between my wife and her sisters in kind. My wife and her 
sisters, in order to spread the risks in connection with mineral rights, 
granted each other cross-assignments of royalty. All this was done 
in mid-1930. 

Particularly since the death of my wife’s father in 1926, there being 
no sons in the family, I have assisted my wife and her family in their 
business dealings. Accordingly, in 1942 and 1943, | handled with the 
Navy, for the Barrow interests, their dealings in connection with 
their lands which were being requisitioned. 

The first we knew about the condemnation proceedings was in the 
late summer, about August of 1942, when Navy representatives came 
to Houma and announced that the Navy was taking over some of 
our property, and that of some other landowners, for the establish- 
ment of an airbase. My wife and I wanted to be cooperative with 
the Navy and to do our part to further the war effort. 

Houma is not far from the gulf where the submarine menace was 
very real at that time. Knowing that the mineral rights had value, 
one of the first things that came to our minds was whether the Barrow 
interests would be able to keep the mineral rights under the land or 
whether it would be necessary for the United States to acquire these 
mineral rights as well as the surface in order to operate the base. 

Accordingly, under date of September 17, 1942, I wrote a letter 
on behalf of the Barrow interests to “United States Navy, care of 
Lt. Hillyard, Houma, La.,’”’ making the following formal request 
for the retention of mineral rights by the Barrow interests. 

Mr. Chairman, do you want me to read that letter? 

Mr. Pricer. No. : 

Mr. Vinson. We already have it. 

Mr. Price. It has already been delivered. 

Dr. Coie. All right. 

This letter was delivered by we to Lieutenant Hillyard, who had 
come to Houma in August of 1942 and who, for the Navy was in 
charge at that time. We also discussed the matter with Lieutenant 
Hillvard, who told us that the question of these mineral rights would 
be taken up bv another Navy representative from Washington. 
Later we met with this representative of the Navy, lt. Comdr. J. L. 
Winebrinier. I believe we first met with him in late 1942, but we also 
met with him at later dates in 1943. 

I repeated to Commander Winebrinier that the Barrows desired 
to retain their mineral interests under their properties since thev were 
of value to us. We had been actively leasing these ‘rineral rights for 
a long period of years and had been receiving substantial sums of 
money in the form of oil bonuses and rental payments for them. 
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In fact, we received a cash bonus of $15,000 and an annual rental 
in excess of $16,000, with certain drilling obligations, on the very 
lands that were taken in the condemnation by the Navy. 

Commander Winebrinier told us unqualifiedly that Navy policy 
would not permit the Barrows to retain the mineral rights because the 
Navy was taking the entire fee title and that it w anted the property 
without any restrictions or reservations of any kind. We were also 
told by Commander Winebrinier that none of the other landowners 
would be allowed to retain mineral rights either. Commander Wine- 
brinier suggested to us that for patriotic reasons we should not press 
our demands for minerals any further. 

1 recall another meeting with Commander Winebrinier some time 
in January 1943, after the legal condemnation proceedings had been 
commenced. There were a number of parties present, including 
Lieutenant Hillyard, some city and parish officials, and most of the 
other landowners involved. 

At that meeting Commander Winebrinier repeated again that the 
Navy was taking all property interests and that there could be no 
restrictions, mineral reservations, or other outstanding interests in 
the title. The Navy representative also advised us that all of our 
interests would be completely and fully protected. 

From time to time during 1943, I had various contacts and dealings 
with Commander Winebrinier. At no time did he modify his position 
as stated in earlier conference » Navy demanded the entire 
fee, including minerals. 

On the contrary, I was given to understand in all of our dealings 
that all landowners would be treated alike and that all mineral inter- 
ests would be required by the United States. The stipulation covering 
the taking of the Barrow property was signed on December 28, 1943. 
At that time we were still under the impression, because of representa- 
tions by Commander Winebrinier, that the Navy needed everything, 
including mineral rights. ° 

As a result of the affirmative decision taken by the Navy throughout 
the entire course of my dealings with him we did not employ an 
attorney to represent us during. the condemnation proceedings since 
there was nothing further to negotiate with the Navy except to reach 
an agreement as to price. 

On the issue as to price, Commander Winebrinier told us that the 
Navy had had appraisals made of the lands and that the Navy had 
the report of what it considered just compensation. We knew that 
Messrs. Pipes and Guidry had made the appraisal for the Navy in 
the fall of 1942 because we had discussed the matter with them. 
However, Commander Winebrinier never showed us a copy of the 
appraisal report on the Barrow property, nor were we told of its 
contents. 

It was not until the very end of the year 1954—more than 11 years 
later—that we saw the appraisal report on our property and for the 
first time learned that the appraisers did not put any valuation on 
the Barrow mineral interests, but had valued only the surface of the 
land, buildings, crops, improvements, and so forth. I noted from 
the appraisal report that our land and improvements were valued at 
over $40,000, whereas the Navy only paid us about $33,000. 

Likewise, it was not until the early part of 1954 (February to April), 
11 years after the condemnation proceedings, that I for the first time 
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learned that discrimination had been shown and that South Coast 
Corp. had been revested with its mineral rights under all of its 645 
acres that had been taken—at the very time that we were being told 
that the Navy demanded of us all of the mineral rights under our 
property. 

When this information came to us in early 1954, we decided to take 
action to try to remedy this wrong, and that is why I am here before 
this committee today. 

We are very much surprised at this discrimination toward the 
Barrow interests and other landowner interests. If at any time 
during the negotiations of 1942-43, we had known that the Navy 
had changed its mind and that we might retain our mineral interests 
if we insisted upon it, or if we had known that the South Coast Corp. 
had been revested with its mineral rights, we would never have gone 
along with the condemnation proceedings which took everything 
from us—surface land as well as mineral rights. 

In addition to losing our mineral rights, we were also required by 
the Navy to quitclaim certain mineral royalties on the lands in 
question. The Barrow heirs had, in the year 1936, cross-assigned to 
each other royalties from this property. These royalties had not 
been condemned, and were still outstanding. 

During the course of the condemnation proceedings, the Navy’s 
special attorney advised us that in line with the Navy’s policy that 
no mineral interest of any kind could be retained, these royalties 
would have to be quitclaimed to the Navy. 

He further stated that it made no difference since the royalties 
were valueless at that time as the 10-year prescription would ‘“‘kill’’ 
them or make them valueless within 3 years—that is, by 1947. 
Accordingly, we entered into such a quitclaim. 

I have since learned that the advice given by the special attorney 
for the Navy was entirely incorrect. The royalties would not have 
prescribed by 1947. In fact, I have been informed that by a special 
Louisiana statute, royalties on requisitioned lands never prescribe. 
The Navy attorney who made this mistake, has admitted his error, 
which is in the record. 

In conclusion, I wish to state that in view of the above facts, I 
believe that H. R. 5625 will rectify a wrong that has been done and do 
justice to landowners who have been discriminated against by their 
Government. - 

The Government paid nothing for the mineral rights that they took 
from us, and, in fact, gave us $7,000 less for the surface of our lands 
than the appraisers said we should have received ($33,000 instead of 
$40,000.) 

Incidentally, South Coast was the only landowner that got more than 
the Navy appraisers awarded. Our land—which has been in the 
Barrow family for some 117 years—adjoins and is of the same general 
character as that of the South Coast Corp., and that corporation 
received for the surface of its land more than we did, at the same time 
being revested with its mineral rights. 

I want the committee to understand that at the time of the con- 
demnation to establish this war facility, we were strongly moved by 
the patriotic motive. We accepted without reservation the statements 
repeatedly made to us by Navy representatives that the Navy wanted 
everything. We employed no lawyer. We did not contest the 
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condemnation proceedings in court. We accepted the price tendered 
by the Navy without being shown the appraisal reports. In fact, 
we gave the Navy the use of our land even before the condemnation 
proceedings were started. 

In short, after having made demand for our mineral rights and been 
denied them by the Navy’s statement that the Navy needed every- 
thing, including mineral rights, we then did what the Navy wanted 
without further argument or question. We did this as our part to 
further the war effort by having the blimp base established as rapidly 
as possible. 

I respectfully urge your favorable consideration of this bill. 

Mr. Price. Thank you, Dr. Cole. 

I notice that you say up here that South Coast was the only land- 
owner that got more than Navy appraisers awarded. 

Do you know what the appraisers set the value of that property at? 

Mr. Wiuurs. I think it is before you. 

Mr. Rault will put out to you at what point in the document it is 
before you. 

Mr. Price. Just for the purpose of the record, I would like to have 
that information. 

Mr. Raut, Jr. For the purpose of the record, Mr. Chairman, on 
exhibit H, which has been handed the committee, appears a num ber of 
columns. The Navy appraiser gave South Coast a total assessment of 
$95,000 for surface and crop and improvements and South Coast 
received $100,000 plus the mineral rights. 

The Navy appraisers also valued the surface of South Coast Jand 
at $69,104, as shown in column 7, and South Coast actually received 
in the condemnation proceedings $76,934, plus the mineral rights. 

Mr. Price. Have you placed in the record anywhere the makeup 
of the South Coast Co.? 

Who is the South Coast Co.? 

Mr. Rautt, Jr. Mr. Chairman, the South Coast Corp. is a public 
corporation which owns various lands. 

I believe it is about 40,000 acres or 45,000 acres of land for sugarcane 
cultivation in south Louisiana, most of the lands in Terrebonne Parish, 
in Lafourche, and some in St. Mary Parish. 

South Coast also has a subsidiary corporation called South Shore 
Oil & Gas Co. which handles its mineral rights under those sugarcane 
lands. 

Mr. Price. Does the committee want to ask Dr. Cole a question? 

Mr. Héserr. I would like to ask Dr. Cole one question if you 
please. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Hébert. 

Mr. Hézerr. Dr. Cole, you have testified that you wrote the letter 
on September 17, 1942, asking for the retention of your mineral rights, 
and you have further testified that you were in constant contact 
practically with a man—what is bis name? 

Dr. Coie. Winebrinier. 

Mr. Héserr. Winebrinier. 

On May 29, 1943, were you still trying to retain your mineral rights? 

Dr. Coin. Yes, sir, right up to tre last time. 

Mr. Hésert. You were trying to retain it? 

Dr. Cour. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Héperr. And you were in contact with this Commander 
Winebrinier, Doctor, did you know anything about a meeting that 
was held in the Roosevelt Hotel in New Orleans on May 29, a meeting 
that was attended by a representative of the Navy Department, a 
meeting that was attended by representatives of the Department of 
Justice, a meeting that was attended by representatives of the South 
Coast Corp., whereby a deal was made? 

Dr. Coueg. I did not. 

Mr. Hésert. Let me finish what I am going to tell you, the kind 
of a deal that was made—whereby a deal was made between the 
Navy Department to give back to South Coast their mineral rights. 

Did you know anything about that? 

Dr. Cox. I did not. 

Mr. Héperr. Well, such a meeting was held. At the proper time 
I will introduce the documents there, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooks. Let me ask the attorney a question if I may. Has 
this transaction as far as the South Coast Corp. been investigated? 

Is there anything in your mind that is irregular as to them? 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. Well, Mr. Brooks, I do not represent South Coast 
and I have not had available to me the records of the Navy Depart- 
ment or the records of South Coast. 

So I do not feel that I can comment on the regularity or irregularity 
of any of those negotiations. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, you are showing it by comparison there, and 
I just wondered, did the same people handle both transactions? 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. The same Navy representatives, sir? 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Mr. Rauvtt, Sr. So far as I know, it was handled by the same Navy 
Department representatives. 

Mr. Brooks. You are going to have one here in a few minutes. 

Did he handle that, too? 

Mr. Wituts. Hillyard. 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. Yes, sir, at the outset he was there. 

Mr. Héserr. Mr. Chairman, I was asking the questions. 

Mr. Brooks. No, I was asking the questions. 

Mr. Hfésert. I had the floor, Mr. Brooks, and I will yield to you 
at the proper time. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Hébert had the floor. 

Mr. Héserr. If we are allowed to continue, we will get the case 
before the committee. 

Now, Dr. Cole, on July 16, 1943, you still wanted your mineral 
rights; did you not? 

Dr. Cote. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Héserr. You still were in touch with the Navy Department; 
were you not? 

Dr. Coxe. That is very true. 

Mr. Héserr. Nothing was told you about any finalization or 
recommendation as related to the deal which was made in the Roose- 
velt Hotel, which I have described prior? 

Dr. Cote. None whatsoever. 

Mr. Hésert. Are you familiar with the fact, then, that on July 16, 
1943, the United States special attorney for the Department of 
Justice in the city of New Orleans wrote to Lt. Comdr. L. J. 
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Winebrinier and told him that South Coast was ready to deal but 
only on one stipulation. 

They wanted what they wanted, but they would not take anybody’s 
word except the Secretary of the Navy and the United States Attorney 
General. 

They would take no less authority than that, if the deal was to be 
O. K. 

Are you familiar with that? 

Dr. Cote. No. 

Mr. Héserr. I know you are not. That is another document, 
Mr. Chairman, I will present at the proper time. 

Now, Dr. Cole, I again ask you: On August 31, you still wanted 
your mineral rights, did you not? 

Dr. Coxe. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Héserr. Did you know that on August 31 the Navy over the 
signature of James Forrestal, Acting Secretary, and concurred in by 
the Department of Justice, instructed the Attorney General to proceed 
and to give South Coast what they wanted? 

Dr. Coue. I did not. 

Mr. Hfésert. That is on August 31. 

On September 29, in 1943, you still wanted your mineral rights 
and had not been informed? 

Dr. Coxe. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Hézert. You were not familiar, then, with the letter which was 
addressed to Mr. Sigrid B. Christensen, the attorney in New Orleans, 
signed by J. Edward Williams, the acting chief of the Lands Division, 
instructing the attorney in New Orleans to proceed with the carrying 
out of the stipulation agreed upon as a result of this deal in the 
Roosevelt Hotel between representatives of the Navy and South 
Coast Corp., their lawyers? 

Dr. Cote. No; I did not. 

Mr. Héperr. Or whoever represented them? 

You are not familiar with that? 

Dr. Cote. No. 

Mr. Hézert. Now, Dr. Cole, on September 10, 1943, you also 
were still interested in your retention of oil rights? 

Dr. Coir. That is very true, sir. 

Mr. Hésert. Are you familiar with a letter which was written by 
the Department of Justice from J. Edward Williams, again, the acting 
head of the Lands Division, to Mr. Sigrid B. Christensen, and dis- 
patched with such haste to New Orleans by airmail—ordinary mail 
was not fast enough. They sent it by airmail, and in that letter told 
the United States attorney in effect, ‘‘“For God’s sake, let’s close this 
case before these other fellows find out how much their land is worth.” 

Are you familiar with that? 

Dr. Cote. I knew nothing about that. 

Mr. Héperr. In which they instructed the attorney down there to 
hurry on and close the case out, and keeping in mind, Mr. Chairman, 
on this date of September 10, when the Department of Justice on the 
advice of the Navy that there is valuable oi] land there—they had 
been advised by the Navy. 

So they say, ‘Hurry up and close this case out before these fellows 
find out and it is going to cost us some more money’’—even before 
that time, on July 16, they had already agreed to give the South 
Coast their mineral rights. 
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Now that, Mr. Chairman, I submit, is quite a bit of doubledealing 
and doubletalk. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the doctor a question? 

Mr. Price. Mr. Vinson. 

Mr. Vinson. Doctor, your testimony shows that they took 313 


acres of your land? 

Dr. Cote. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. And you received $33,000 for it? 

Dr. Coir. And a few cents. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

And as a matter of fact, this base has been declared surplus or they 
are not using this base for any naval activity now; isn’t that correct? 

Dr. Cour. Not so far as I know. 

Mr. Vinson. What would you say if Congress said to you and the 
other people, ‘“You pay back what the Government has paid you 
and you can take your land back’’? 

Now you have 313 acres and you got $33,000 for it. And if Con- 
gress says, ‘“Now, Doctor, you and the other people, you just pay back 
what the Government paid to you, you can take your land, your 
surface rights and your mineral rights, too’’, what would vou say? 

Dr. Coun. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. What? 

Dr. Cote. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. You will do it? 

Dr. Cote. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. Why isn’t that the proper thing for the committee 
to do? 

Dr. Cote. Well—— 

Mr. Vinson. This base is not being used. You give these six 
people the privilege of buying back their property for the amount the 
Government paid. 

Mr. Hfépert. Mr. Chairman, the Navy is holding on to the base. 
They are not using it. 

Mr. Vinson. I know that. We determine that anyway. 

Dr. Cote. You know, half of that land is covered with concrete 
there now. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Vinson. All right. 

Dr. Coxe. It would be useless as far as——[Further laughter.] 

Mr. Vinson. Unless—in the Moore case, we made the Moore 
people pay $250,000 for the runway. We made them pay for them. 

Now the Moore people had a runway on their property. We said, 
“You pay back $250,000 of the money we got and we will give you 
your land back.” 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, why—— 

Mr. Vinson. Suppose the committee says—or Congress says— 
“Well, we will give all you people the land back if you just pay the 
the Government, what the Government has given you for it, and then 
we will call it all off’’—because this base is not being used. It is 
already being—it is abandoned. It is surplus property. 

Dr. Coxe. It is being used. 

Mr. Vinson. What? 

Dr. Cote. It is being leased by South Coast Co. right now. 
Mr. Vinson. All right. 
Dr. Coie. They are cultivating it. 
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Mr. Vinson. It will go back to the owners. You would have the 
right to buy it back, your $33,000. 

Mr. Hésert. How about the rental for the 11 years, Mr. Chairman, 
they have used the land. Do you give that to the Government? 

Mr. Vinson. He would have the runway. 

Mr. CunNINGHAM. Money without interest. 

Mr. Vinson. He has had the use of his $33,000. 

Mr. Hézert. That does not amount to the runway, though. 

Mr. Vinson. Of course it does not. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, is it your idea that we have a general 
bill covering all land in the United States—— 

Mr. Vinson. No. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, now, it does involve a general principle. Where 
the Government has land that is not being in use—and I am not 
prepared to say it is a bad principle. 

Where the Government has land which is not in use, to give it back 
for the return of the purchase price to the persons who originally 
purchased it or sold it to the Government—— 

Mr. Vinson. May I say this, Mr. Brooks? Here are six people 
who seem to have been given a little runaround in this transaction. 
To try to do equity to them we just say to them, “‘ You just pay back 
to the Government and we will give you back your land.” 

Mr. Ravutt, Sr. Mr. Chairman, may I give you a reply to your 
question? 

Mr. Vinson. Yes; glad to have it. 

Mr. Rautrt, Sr. I have consulted with Mayor Gary of Houma, 
La., and who is one of the parties here and who says he can also speak 
in his opinion for the parish of Terrebonne. 

The Doctor here has said the same thing so far as his interest is 
concerned. 

So far as these two interests are concerned they are agreeable to 
your suggestion, to pay back to the United States the money that 
the Government paid to them and to receive back the full fee including 
the mineral rights on this land. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

Mr. Ravtt, Sr. As to the other clients who are not here represented, 
obviously as a lawyer I can’t speak for them. 

Mr. Vinson. All right. 

Mr. Ravtt, Sr. But I will recommend to them the acceptance of 
the proposition that you have made. 

Mr. Vinson. I think that—now we would have to consult the 
Secretary of the Navy to find out what he is going to do with this 
property. Of course he is not using it. And the people back there 
want the property. And there are six people whose property has 
been condemned. We at least ought to give them the privilege of 
buying it back first. And if they do not want to buy it back, then 
let the property be sold. 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. At the price they paid for it? 

Mr. Vinson. At the price they paid for it. 

Mr. Héserr. But you would have to pass a law for that, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. Vinson. You have to pass a law for this, too. 

Mr. Hésert. That is right. 

Mr. Vinson. You have to pass a bill. 
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Mr. CunnINGHAM. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Cunningham. 

Mr. CunninGHAM. I would like to at this time commend counsel 
for his unwillingness to charge the Navy with fraud. I think he was 
wise in letting the facts speak for themselves. I want the record to 
so show. 

Mr. Ravtt, Sr. Thank you, very much, sir. I never had the sligbt- 
est idea of charging the Navy with fraud. 

Mr. Vinson. I suggest Mr. Hébert put in the record these letters 
that he has referred to. That makes the record complete. 

Mr. Hésert. May I ask 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, are we going to hear from the Navy 
man? 

Mr. Hépert. May I ask, Mr. Chairman, are we going to proceed 
further or let it rest on this note of returning the land? 

Mr. Price. We will hear from the Navy. 

Mr. Hésert. All right. Then I will put the letters in at this time. 
I want to question the Navy on it. 

Mr. Moutionan. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question or two? 

Mr. Price. Mr. Mollohan. 

Mr. Motionan. Doctor, you made a statement on page 3 of your 
statement, the second sentence, where you say: 





In fact we received a cash bonus of $15,000 and an annual rental in excess of 
$16,000 on the very lands that were taken in condemnation by the Navy. 

Now, are you referring there to the 313 acres? 

Dr. Coir. And other adjoining lands. 

Mr. Motionan. How much adjoining land is involved? 

Dr. Coir. Well, I imagine about 1,000 acres. 

Mr. Mouionan. 1,000 acres of other land. 

In other words, 1,300 acres? 

Dr. Cour. Yes- 

Mr. Raw tt, Jr. 1,300. 

Dr. Coz. 1,300 acres. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Willis? 

Mr. Witurs. Mr. Chairman, if you will permit me, we have Mr. 
Hillyard here. If you don’t question him, he will finish his statement 
in 4 minutes. But he handled this and I think it is very important. 

Mr. Pricer. I think we should take Mr. Willis now and close the 
hearings until tomorrow morning because Mr. Vinson will be tied up 
in conference this afternoon. 

Mr. Hépertr. Can the subcommittee sit without Mr. Vinson this 
afternoon? 

Mr. Vinson. Yes; I suggest you proceed without Mr. Vinson. 

Mr. Hépert. I would not suggest that, because you always come 
around and see the light of day in the end. 

Mr. Price. If the committee was willing I think we could take—— 

Mr. Vinson. (Aside.) 

Mr. Price. If the committee is willing, then we can take Mr. Hill- 
yard now and complete the testimony presented by the witnesses intro- 
duced by Congressman Willis. And then we will recess until 10 o’clock 
tomorrow morning. 

Mr. Hfésert. I would ask 

Mr. Rauvtt, Sr. Mr. Chairman, may I have a word in connection 
with that? 
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Mr. Hésert. These people are here from Louisiana. 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. We have to go back. 

Mr. Wits. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Hillyard is from Colorado, or some 
place in the Mid-States, and his statement is very short. He will 
read it. 

It is just about three pages long. 

Mr. Price. We want to hear Mr. Hillyard. 

Mr. Wits. He has to go back today. 

Mr. Rav tt, Sr. He is in the construction business and has to go 
back. 

Mr. Price. We will hear him right now. 

Mr. Ravtt, Sr. All right. 

Mr. Hésertr. What I am saying— 

Mr. Chairman, I want to say this. I am vitally, as you know, 
interested in this case. Tomorrow morning we have a very important 
meeting of the special investigating committee. It would be impossi- 
ble for me to be present. I would like to be present because I think 
it is important. I am the only one in possession of these documents. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Vinson is tied up this afternoon in conference. 

Mr. Vinson. I would say this, Mr. Chairman, it may be a principle 
involved in this that we will have to follow. 

Why can’t we put this off? I have to go to conference on the 
public works bill. 

Mr. Hésert. I know. 

Mr. Vinson. Why can’t we put this off in the morning until 10 
o'clock. 

Mr. Héserr. We have another meeting at 10 o’clock on the 
pipeline. 

Mr. Price. We have a meeting in the afternoon. 

Mr. Héserrt. It is going through 2 days, 2 whole days. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Hébert’s committee has to meet and go to 
California on a very important matter. 

Go ahead with them. Finish the testimony except the Navy 
until—— 

Mr. Price. Mr. Willis, introduce your next witness. 

Mr. Hésert. On the understanding, Mr. Chairman, no action will 
be taken until you read the record, is that correct? 

Mr. Vinson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, I want to be present here and I am 
faced with the alternative of either being in this conference committee 
or being here. I think in fairness we ought—I could come after 
the conference but I do not know when it is going to break up. 

Mr. Hésert. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that I have been vitally 
interested in this thing. I am not a Johnny-come-lately on it. 

Mr. Price. Let’s hear—— 

Mr. Héperr. I cannot meet except this afternoon. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Willis, will you call your next witness? We will 
decide the time of the next meeting after we hear the witness. 

Mr. Wits. Thank you very much. 

Now I would like to present former Lt. Comdr. Harvey W. Hill- 
yard, who in the beginning was officer in charge of construction of the 
pase. 

Commander Hillyard. 
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Commander Hrityarp. Mr. Chairman, I am from Denver, Colo., 
and I will not read the details of this report but will attempt to 
summarize it quickly to take less of your time. 

I would ask, however, that it be incorporated in the record in its 
entirety. 

Mr. Price. Without objection, the request will be agreed to. 

(The document is as follows:) 


Before me, the undersigned authority, in and for the State of Colorado, county 
of Denver, personally came and appeared Harvey W. Hillyard, who being by me 
duly sworn did depose and say: 

During the war I was a Reserve officer in the Civil Engineer Corps of the United 
States Navy, and was officer in charge of construction of the United States naval 
air station at Houma, La. I was sent to Houma about August 1942, to direct 
the construction of the base for the Navy and remained there until about Novem- 
ber 1944. 

I presently live in Denver, Colo. My home address is 2820 Vrain Street. I 
am engaged in construction work under the firm name of H. W. Hillyard, general 
contractor, with offices at the above address. I am 45 years of age. 

As officer in charge of construction, I was not vested with duties relating to 
land acquisition for the naval air station; nonetheless, in the early stages of the 
Houma project, I was necessarily involved in certain of those details. For some 
time, I was the only naval officer present in Houma, and so represented the Navy 
in all matters involving the civilian population. I was also the senior naval 
officer at Houma for a period of time with the rank of lieutenant commander. 

My primary job was to supervise design and construction of the base. How- 
ever, shortly after my arrival at Houma, I was instructed by the Navy to select 
local citizens as appraisers to arrive at land and crop values in the area where 
the base was to be located. Accordingly, in September 1942, I contacted Mr. 
Farquard P. Guidry and Mr. David W. Pipes, Jr. Under date of October 3, 
1942, I forwarded to Mr. Pipes a copy of appraisal instructions which had been 
supplied to me by the Navy. (I have verified these dates by reference to file 
copies of correspondence.) 

During land acquisition negotiations I had occasion to meet the various land- 
owners. Of course I remember Dr. and Mrs. C. Grenes Cole because of my 
dealings with them and also because of their sugar mill, which had been de- 
molished. I have seen a copy of Dr. Cole’s letter of September 17, 1942, 
addressed to me, with respect to a reservation by his family (the Barrow interests) 
of their mineral rights under the property that was then being condemned. 
I recall that letter which reads as follows: 

SEPTEMBER 17, 1942. 
Unitep States Navy, 
Care of Lieutenant Hillyard, 
Houma Bank Building, Houma, La. 


Dear LikuUTENANT HintyarpD: I am enclosing properly executed document 
giving the United States Navy full authority to take immediate possession of the 
property in the name of Miss Mary P. Tennent, as described in said document. 

The necessary legal document, covering this l-acre strip, bordering the property 
of R. R. Barrow, Inc., has just been filed with the clerk of court in Houma, La., 
permitting the only living heirs of Miss Mary P. Tennent to sign the document 
enclosed. 

I have just learned from good authority that on one of the airport properties 
near Montgomery, Ala., the owners of the land, from whom the Government 
purchased, were permitted to retain their mineral rights on said property with, of 
course, the understanding no drilling would be permitted on said acreage as long 
as the property in question is being used for a dirigible base by the United States 
Navy. 

On behalf of R. R. Barrow, Inc., and the legal heirs of Miss Mary P. Tennent, 
I am requesting that they be permitted to retain these mineral rights on any 
acreage sold and transferred to the United States Navy or its duly authorized 
agents. ; 

I understand you have prepared maps covering a definite acreage to be pur- 
chased by the United States Navy or its duly authorized agents, and, if this is 
correct, | would be very glad indeed, if you will mail a copy of such a map to me 
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in order that the owners, who are most vitally interested, might be apprized of the 
acreage expected to be turned over to the Government by them. 
Thanking you, I am 
Very truly yours, 
C. GreNnEs Couz, M. D. 


Since I was not in charge of that phase of the condemnation proceeding, I 
undoubtedly forwarded Dr. Cole’s letter to the proper naval authorities for their 
consideration. I had received no instructions from the Navy with respect to 
condemning mineral rights; in fact, the appraisal! instructions that I forwarded 
to Messrs. Pipes and Guidry were silent on the matter of mineral rights. My 
instructions were to choose appraisers familiar with crop values (sugarcane), land 
values, and the value of improvements, if any. I am sure that appraisal of mineral 
values would have been beyond the experience of Messrs. Pipes and Guidry, who 
were not, to my knowledge, geologists or petroleum engineers capable of making 
such determinations. Incidentally, I have been referred to their various appraisal 
reports, which confirm my attitude, as these were either silent on, or specifically 
excluded mineral values. 

Construction commenced in October 1942, which is during the sugarcane grind- 
ing season, and several of the landowners and farmers requested permission to 
harvest their crops before vacating their lands. Under date of October 31, 1942, 
I wrote the landowners, giving them this permission. I also advised them in 
accordance with my instructions from the Navy, that upon final settlement, they 
would be paid for the value of the ‘land and improvements” and reimbursed for 
any crop loss or damage. I did not advise them with respect to any payment for 
their mineral rights, as I had no instructions from the Navy in that respect. 

Of course, I had opportunity to go upon the land and see it in all stages during 
its conversion from the small existing airport and surrounding sugarcane land 
into the completed naval air station. Most of the parcels taken, except the exist- 
ing municiapl airport of Houma, were sugarcane properties of similar general 
character, although there were of course different owners. 

Lt. Commar. J. L. Winebrinier was sent by the Bureau of Yards and Docks 
from Washington to undertake negotiations with the landowners. I believe he 
also had some assistance from a Lieutenant Thompson, who was stationed in 
New Orleans. Commander Winebrinier came to Houma in the fall of 1942, just 
before the condemnation proceeding was initially instituted, and thereafter, on 
several other visits, during which time he negotiated directly with individual 
landowners. Dr. Cole’s letter of September 17, 1942, had undoubtedly been di- 
rected to his attention so that he could discuss it with Dr. Cole. I was not present 
at most of those meetings. Prior to the arrival of Commander Winebrinier, I 
remember discussing with some of the other landowners, particularly Clarence 
Hartman, Joseph Jaccuzo, and James Chauvin some of their problems. Since 
I was not in charge of land acquisitions, I was not authorized to take an official 
position with these landowners, other than to keep them advised to the best of 
my knowledge. The landowners were most cooperative and I realized that they 
relied upon the Navy to protect their interests. 

Speed of construction was essential since it was desired to curtail the submarine 
menace in the gulf as quickly as possible. For that reason, I was instructed by 
the Navy to expedite access to the site as rapidly as possible and to impress upon 
the landowners that their cooperation with, and confidence in the Navy would be 
greatly appreciated. The policy was to gain access to the land as quickly as 
possible, and to try to adjust values and damages at a later date when there was 
more time to go into these matters. I so advised the citizens in various talks 
before local organizations. 

I attended several meetings with the landowners, at some of which Commander 
Winebrinier was also in attendance. I specifically remember one such meeting 
in November 1942 with the South Coast Corp. officials, in which a variety of 
problems were discussed, including the matter of drainage, a narrow-gage railroad 
and others. Mineral rights may also have been discussed at this meeting. Mr. 
Pipes was present at that meeting, which was held in New Orleans in Mr. John 
Miller’s office, who, I believe acted as attorney for the South Coast Corp. 

I also recall a meeting in early 1943 following the condemnation proceeding, 
at which the landowners and also representatives of the city and parish were 
present. At that time, we assured the landowners that all of their interests 
would be properly taken care of; that we were extremely anxious to construct the 
base, and would settle property differences later, and that the Bureau of Yards 
and Docks representatives would see that the landowners’ interests were pro- 
tected. I recall that among the various things discussed, the subject of mineral 
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reservations was brought up by the ae prt holders. Although I had no direct 
al 


interest in that, due to the presence of Lieutenant Commander Winebrinier, it is 
my recollection that the landowners were advised that the Navy required a full 
title without restrictions or reservations of any kind. 

I have recently been advised that the South Coast Corp. about a year after 
construction began was granted a full revestment of its mineral rights, and that 
none of the other landowners were so favored. I am at a loss to explain the 
apparent discrimination since my firm impression during my duty period at 
Houma was that the Navy desired a policy of fairness and equality of treatment 
to all of the landowners. I attempted to reflect this general attitude and policy 
in my personal relations with them. The failure to return mineral rights to all 
owners alike is in my opinion an inequitable situation which should be remedied 
if at all possible. I personally recall the full cooperation these people gave me 
as an individual and as a representative of the Navy, and I am embarrassed that 
the confidence they undoubtedly placed in my personal and official assurances 
of just and equitable treatment has been compromised. I feel particularly sensi- 
tive about this since my pleasant negotiations with those individuals resulted 
in a number of personal friendships, some of which remain alive to the present 
time. 

In summary, I can confirm that the landowners requested that their interests 
with respect to mineral reservations be protected and that I, in turn, channeled 
such requests to the Bureau of Yards and Docks. I was not aware of the results 
of the negotiations with the landowners concerning mineral rights until recently 
so informed by representatives of the Coles. 

Harvey W. HILiyarp. 

Witnesses: 


Sworn to and subscribed before me, this ———~ day of January 1955, at Denver, 
Colo. 


Notary Public. 

Commander Hittyarp. During the war I was ordered to Houma, 
La., as officer in charge of construction of the proposed naval air sta- 
tion for lighter-than-air craft which you will see referred to in these 
documents as the blimp base. 

My primary function of course was to supervise on behalf of the 
Navy Department and the Bureau of Yards and Docks the construc- 
tion of the naval air station there. 

Shortly after I arrived in Houma, La., I contacted the property 
owners who were to be involved in the process of taking the lands. I 
wanted to make their acquaintance personally and to reassure them 
that we were intending to treat them with fairness and treat them 
equitably. 

That was in August of 1942. I contacted among others Mr. 
Jaccuzzo and Dr. Cole and the men whose names have been men- 
tioned here. 

My primary job was to supervise the design and the construction of 
the naval air station and I was advised by the Bureau of Yards and 
Docks that the legal details of acquiring the land would be handled by 
a representative of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, a lieutenant com- 
mander whose name you have heard referred to here, Winebrinier. 

As soon as Winebrinier arrived at Houma, La., I took him per- 
sonally and introduced him to the parties involved in the acquisition 
of the land. 

And at those initial conferences, which were brief and of an intro- 
ductory nature, it was my idea that he should have that access to 
the people involved. 

I recall the letter which I received from Dr. Cole concerning the 
reservation of mineral rights, and I advised Dr. Cole that those 
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matters were to be handled by a special representative of the Navy 
Department and that I would forward his letter to the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks for action by that representative. 

At the time that Commander Winebrinier entered upon the scene 
as a representative of the Bureau of Yards and Docks and after I 
had made the introductions my activities concerning the acquisition 
of the land ceased and of course construction activities were building 
up at that point. 

I was on various occasions to speak in public assembly in Houma, 
namely, on Navy Day, and to various clubs and groups in the city of 
Houma concerning the prospect that they faced as the construction 
of the air station proceeded. 

And I consistently reassured them that they would be treated 
fairly and equally by the Navy and that they had no cause for concern. 

Informally, at many of those meetings the matter of mineral rights 
and their reservation was brought up, but they were assured that 
those matters would be taken up by the Navy’s representative and 
would be fairly settled by him together with just compensation for 
the lands that were involved. 

It was essential that the base at Houma be constructed with all 
possible speed. I recall in substance a statement made by Admiral 
Moreell, who was then Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, that 
he would rather see a naval installation 100 percent complete and 75 
percent perfect than 100 percent perfect and 75 percent complete, 
indicating the desire of the Navy for speed. 

The property owners were most cooperative in permitting us to 
enter upon the land prior to any settlement whatever for the land. 

As a matter of fact, in September, it is my recollection in September 
of 1942 we began actual operations on the site. 

And by January of 1943, we were well along with the primary road 
system and many of the preliminary details of construction together 
with certain temporary structures that were necessary for the con- 
tractor’s operations. 

I recall the meeting in 1943 with officials of the city and of the 
parish and with the landowners at which Commander Winebrinier 
was present and at which the matter of mineral rights again was 
informally raised. And I recall that once again Commander Wine- 
brinier assured those people that those matters would be handled by 
individual settlement and that they could all expect fair and equitable 
treatment. And I was more than happy to concur in that assurance 
to these people. 

I have been advised within the last 6 months that South Coast 
Corp. managed by diligence to retain their mineral rights. 

This embarrasses me a little bit because as I have stated in public 
assembly I did reassure these people—as a matter of fact they were 
my neighbors and friends and many of them continue to be my 
friends, and I am recognized by them upon the few occasions which it 
has been my privilege to return to Houma. 

And it is my feeling that they have received inequitable treatment 
through no fault of their own. I am sure that had I been in their 
position I would have not had the intelligence to roam through a lot 
of legal documents in the courts or in the recorder’s office to find out 
whether—and read those documents to find out whether I had been 
treated equally with other people involved in those legal transactions. 
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And I can confirm that these people were cooperative and that they 
lent every effort that they could to speed construction of the naval 
air station in accordance with my expressed wishes and desires as | 
attempted to reflect the attitudes of the Navy Department. 

Mr. Price. Does that complete your statement? 

Commander HiLiyarp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Price. Any questions? 

Mr. Hépert. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the commander a question? 

Mr. Price. Mr. Hébert. 

Mr. Hésert. Commander Hillyard, in view of what you have said, 
and in retrospect, do you consider that an injustice has been done and 
misrepresentation has been made on the part of the Navy; not on your 
part, I mean, but on the part of those who concluded the negotiations? 

Commander Hittyarp. Mr. Chairman, I think that an injustice has 
been done. I am loath to accuse the Navy of misrepresentation 
because I was never present at any of the conferences at which these 
matters apparently were taken up. 

I am shocked and surprised to hear of the documents that you 
discussed briefly in questioning Dr. Cole. 

Mr. Héspert. You never heard of these documents before, did you? 

Commander Hittyarp. I never heard of them, sir. 

Mr. Hépertr. And you were always on the scene down there, 
weren’t you? 

Commander HiLtyarp. Yes, sir; I was, sir. 

Mr. Hésertr. And you were always in contact with Commander—— 

Commander Hittyarp. Winebrinier, sir. 

Mr. Hépert. Winebrinier? 

Commander Hitutyarp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. H&ésert. It is almost as bad as Hébert to pronounce. 

At any time down there during these negotiations and conclusions 
of negotiations, did Captain Winebrinier or anybody else in authority 
ever indicate to you that South Coast was being treated differently 
than the others? 

Commander Hituyarp. No, sir; they did not, sir. 

Mr. Héserr. You knew absolutely nothing about it? 

Commander Hittyarp. Absolutely nothing, sir. 

Mr. Hépertr. And you knew nothing about it until 6 months ago, 
when you were shocked to learn of it; is that correct? 

Commander Hitiyarp. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Hésert. In retrospect, would you say that these dealings were 
kept from you, since you were on the ground and in general daily 
discussion with the individuals and no mention made, although they 
knew that you initiated the negotiations? Would your opinion be 

that it was deliberately kept from you? 

Commander Hittyarp. Mr. Hébert and Mr. Chairman, my in- 
structions were to turn over all negotiations to the hands of Com- 
mander Winebrinier and to proceed with my duties as officer in charge 
of construction. I am not sure that I would be willing to say that 
he was deliberate in not advising me of the difference in treatment. 

Mr. Hésert. Well, I will withdraw the word ‘‘deliberate” and say: 
Don’t you think these were strange goings-on or strange situations? 

Commander Hitiyarp. I do, sir. 

Mr. Hésert. Whereby you, the individual who was vitally in- 
terested and made the commitments of the Navy, were not advised 
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of a change of policy so you could tell the people to whom you had 
made those commitments that the policy had been changed? 

Commander Hitiyarp. I do, sir. 

Mr. Hésertr. Now, you mentioned Admiral Moreell. I am glad 
you did. For the benefit of the committee, I want to say this: I 
don’t think there was a finer naval officer during the war than Adm. 
Ben Moreell. The job he did was a terrific job in the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks. 

Commander Hittyarp. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Héserr. And only recently I happened, in personal conversa- 
tion with Admiral Moreell, to mention this situation, and he too was 
shocked and very much concerned. So there is strange goings-on 
around here somewhere, Mr. Chairman, as will later be developed, 
even to the present time. And I[ have some more documents to 
introduce. 

Mr. Cote. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Cole. 

Mr. Coxe. Let me just suggest, Mr. Hillyard, I don’t think you 
are being quite fair to Commander Winebrinier when you subscribe 
to Mr. Hébert’s interpretation that there was some “‘shennanigans”’ 
going on behind your back. Because actually it wasn’t—after you 
had been instructed to turn over this responsibility of negotiating 
for the property to Winebrinier, your responsibility ceased. 

Commander Hittyarpb. That is correct. I thought I said that. 

Mr. Coxe. It wasn’t incumbent on Winebrinier to come and report 
to you his dealings with them. 

Commander Hittyarp. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Cote. So it is not quite fair to Winebrinier, who I understand 
can’t defend himself, to give to him any color of improper doings. 

Commander Hriiyarp. I didn’t intend to do that, sir. 

Mr. Cote. I don’t think you did. 

Commander Hiityarp. And I am sorry that that 

Mr. Core. But I am afraid that somebody reading this record 
cold might think that you did. 

Commander Hrttyarp. That is correct. 

Commander Winebrinier was reporting dire¢tly to the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks, as I was, and he had no responsibility whatever 
to clear with me as officer in charge of construction any matters 
concerning the settlement of taking. 

Mr. H&sert. Of course, Mr. Chairman—and I don’t want the 
commander to be put in the position—I withdraw the word “deliber- 
ate’? and said “strange.’””’ Commander Winebrinier wasn’t even 
under compulsion to talk to Commander Hillyard down there. But 
he did, in the natural course of human events. I say this is a very 
strange thing, that with this thing in litigation as long as it had been 
going on, and this man who initiated and made a speech in the public 
square of Houma, on Navy Day made a speech, with Winebrinier 
present, and told these people that they would be treated alike, it is 
strange that Winebrinier never mentioned tbe fact to him that the 
»olicy had been changed somewhere along the line in the Navy. 

hat is all I suggest. 

Commander Hittyarp. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Price. Commander Hillyard. — 

Commander Hituiyarp. For the record, I do not believe that 
Commander Winebrinier was in Houma on Navy Day in 1942. 
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However, he and I were both present at other meetings in which 
those assurances were given. 

Mr. Hépert. Public meetings? 

Commander Hittyarp. Public meetings, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Price. Commander Hillyard, was Commander Winebrinier a 
legal officer? Did he conduct the actual legal work in connection 
with the acquisition of the property? 

Commander Hittyarp. Mr. Chairman, I am unable to answer that. 
My recollection is that he was out of the Bureau of Yards and Docks 
Land Division. I am not certain whether he was a lawyer or not. 

Mr. Benner. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Bennett. 

Mr. Bennett. I would like to have the record a little more clear 
and precise with regard to what you said to these people relative to 
the term ‘‘equal treatment.’’ I understand from the testimony you 
have so far given that you told these people that they would all be 
treated equitably and fairly. But there have been some other words 
used in this hearing which you may or may not use relative to equal 
treatment. 

Did you ever tell these people publicly or privately that they would 
all be equally treated? 

Commander Hitiyarp. Mr. Chairman, I have had to go back into 
my recollection for much of the information that I have given you 
here. Some of it has been refreshed by those documents bearing my 
signature and attached to certain letters which I signed. But on the 
matter of the specific words that I used in public speeches, I kept no 
record of those speeches in writing. 

Mr. Bennett. Did you ever say they would be treated alike? 

Commander Hittyarp. I am trying to put the proper construction 
on the intent of what I said to them. I did my best to assure them 
that they would be fairly and equitably treated by the Navy in the 
settlement. And more than that, sir, 1 am unable to say. 

Mr. Bennett. Well, would you think that your words would go 
mostly to the question of whether in dealing with a particular person 
the Navy would be fair or would your words imply that the Navy 
would treat everybody the same? 

Commander Hittyarp. My words most certainly did imply that, 
sir. 3 
Mr. Bennett. I mean by that everybody would be treated the 
same. 

Commander Hittyarp. May I make this clear 

Mr. Bennett. You see, I had an ‘or’ in my question and you just 
can’t answer by saying ‘‘it did imply that.’’ Did they imply that the 
Navy would treat everybody the same? 

Commander Hi,tyarp. May I qualify that by answering your ques- 
tion this way: I am aware that in matters of condemnation the actual 
per-acre payment for land, for example, will not always be identical. 
When I reassured these people that they would be treated equitably, 
it was my intent to convey to them that they would receive just and 
fair and equal treatment at the hand of the Navy—not necessarily 
the same number of dollars per acre of land. 

Mr. Bennett. But you never had in mind that there was any 
possibility the Navy might deal differently as between people, did 
you? 
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Commander Hittyarp. No, sir. 

Mr. Bennett. So the question of whether they would deal 
differently between one person and another never came up in your 
own mind, and you don’t feel you expressed that to the people that 
heard you, do you? 

Commander Hittyarp. No, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Pricr. On that point, you feel that in this case, from what you 
have testified, at least, I gather that you feel that in the result of this 
ease the Navy did deal differently with the people involved? 

Commander Hittyarp. Mr. Chairman, that is my personal opinion; 
yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. The mineral rights there was plainly a fundamental 
issue, wasn’t it? That is, the mineral rights was, in your opinion, an 
important issue on that land there? 

Commander Hittyarp. Mr. Chairman, no more important than, 
for example, the value of the cane crops that were standing on it at 
1 yaa and the value of improvements and the value of the land 
itself. 

Mr. Bray. But considering the number of thousands of dollars 
that had been paid and was being paid clear up until practically that 
time, payment for the mineral rights there, at least, it was an impor- 
tant matter. There is no question about that, is there? 

Commander Hittyarp. Mr. Chairman, I had no knowledge of the 
number of dollars being received by anybody for mineral rights. So 
I couldn’t attach any relative value to it. 

Mr. Bray. What I am trying to get at: the fact that they did give 
some people back the mineral rights and not the other was a material 
change and treating them materially different? 

Commander Hitiyarp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. That is what I was driving at. 

Commander Hriiyarp. In my opinion; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. All right. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Hillyard, at least at the time that you were 
thoroughly familiar with this case, the mineral rights were in question? 

Commander Hittyarp. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman. 

May I ask you 2 or 3 questions? 

In handling this transaction you tried to do equitably with every- 
en down there. Now, you were succeeded by Commander Wine- 

rinier. 

a Hittyarp. Yes, sir, in the matter of land acquisition 
only, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. You stayed around there while he was there? 

Commander HILtyarp. Yes, sir. I was there until 1944, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Who were the others in the transaction besides him? 

Commander Hittyarp. The only one that I recall specifically was 
a Lieutenant Thompson in the naval district headquarters in New 
Orleans, to whom certain documents were forwarded prior to the 
arrival of Commander Winebrinier. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, now, let me ask you: In handling this transac- 
tion for this South Coast Oil Co., who handled that? 
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Commander Hittyarp. That was Commander Winebrinier, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Did he handle it exclusively? 

Commander Hiiityarp. Let me say this, sir: I was present at one 
conference with the South Coast representatives and with the Navy 
appraisers—that is, Mr. Pipes, representing the Navy appraisers, and 
with the South Coast attorneys, one of whom, as [ remember, was 
Mr. John Miller. I was present at that conference. And various 
matters concerning the South Coast Corp. holdings were discussed 
there, the land, the improvements, a narrow-gage railroad, as I 
remember it, that was on the South Coast property, and mineral 
rights. There were no conclusions, and I knew of no deals that 
resulted from that conference. I would like—TI am trying to separate 
that conference from one of these that Congressman Hébert mentioned, 
at which [ was not present. 

Mr. Brooks. You mean the deal conference there? 

Commander Hitiyarp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. You were not present. Do you know who was there 
at that deal conference? 

Commander Hittyarp. My knowledge of that conference comes 
to me only as a result of this testimony today. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, let me ask you one more question. 

Why was South Coast given special treatment here, including the 
signature of the Attorney General and, as someone said, the Secretary 
of the Navy? Why wasthat? You were on theinside. Tell us why. 

Commander Hittyarp. Sir, I have no idea. As I have explained, 
my duties and responsibilities were entirely in connection with design 
and construction of the base after the Bureau of Yards and Docks 
relieved me of land acquisition problems in the person of Com- 
mander Winebrinier. 

Mr. Brooks. So you don’t know who was there, or why that special 
treatment? 

Commander Hittyarp. I have no idea, sir. 

Mr. Chairman, there are two questions which apparently I did not 
make clear. After I received Dr. Cole’s letter in connection with his 
request concerning mineral rights, I forwarded that letter with a 
forwarding letter through channels to the Bureau of Yards and Docks. 
Apparently I did not say that when I was making my statement. 

Now, there is also a question as to whether Commander Wine- 
brinier said that property owners could not be expected to retain 
mineral rights. 

My recollection on that matter is clear and that is this: That 
Commander Winebrinier advised the property owners that the title 
had to be clear of any reservations whatsoever. I believe you call it 
fee simple. 

Mr. Brooks. Fee simple title. 

Commander HiLiyarp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Price. Just a minute. I want to get this point out. 

In Dr. Cole’s statement, on page 3, about the middle of the page, 
the paragraph beginning at the middle of the page, he says this: 

I recall another meeting with Commander Winebrinier sometime in January of 
1943 after the legal condemnation proceedings had been commenced. There were 
a number of parties present, including Lieutenant Hillyard, some city and parish 


officials, and most of the landowners involved. At that meeting Commander 
Winebrinier repeated again that the Navy was taking all property interest and 
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that there could be no restrictions, mineral reservations, or other outstanding 
interests in the title. The Navy representatives also advised us that all of our 
interests would be completely and fully protected. 

Do you recall that meeting? 

Commander HI.Ltyarp. I do, sir. 

Mr. Pricz. Do you recall Commander Winebrinier giving such 
assurance to the property owners? 

Commander HiLiyarp. I do, sir; yes, sir. 

Mr. Lanxkrorp. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Lankford. 

Mr. Lankxrorp. Mr. Hillyard, I have gotten one definite impression 
from what I have heard this morning, and I would like to see if this 
impression is correct. The impression is that all of the property 
owners, with the possible exception—and I don’t—well, all of the 
property owners were anxious to cooperate with the Navy, and 
because of this patriotic motivation sort of threw themselves on the 
mercy of the Navy, after having received assurances from representa- 
tives of the Navy that they would be fairly and equally treated, is 
that correct? 

Commander Hittyarp. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Lanxkrorp. As a result of that, all of them except South 
Coast failed to retain legal counsel for their condemnation suits and 
accepted the offers made by the Navy for their land, is that correct? 

Commander Hittyarp. Sir, I believe they failed to retain legal 
counsel—I was not actually present at the negotiations between 
Commander Winebrinier and the individuals, so I am not aware as 
to whether they accepted the first offer or not. I know that they did 
settle individually with Commander Winebrinier. 

Mr. Lankrorp. But there is definitely the impression given them 
that they would be fairly and equally treated by the Navy, and as a 
result of that—and you were right there on the spot—the other 
landowners said—relying on the assurances of the Navy—sort of 
threw themselves on their mercy and went along with them. 

Commander Hitityarp. That is correct, sir. That is what 
embarrassed me. 

Mr. Lankrorp. And they were assured by Commander Wine- 
brinier that there must be a fee simple title given to the Navy Depart- 
ment and that there would be no reservation of mineral rights? 

Commander Hittyarp. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. For anyone? 

Commander Hittyarp. For anyone; yes, sir. 

Mr. Lankrorp. South Coast included? 

Commander Hinttyarp. Of course—— 

Mr. LANKForp. I mean it was an all-embracing term? 

Commander Hitityarp. That is correct. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. That said all property owners must give up a fee 
simple title? 

Commander Hittyarp. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Cunnineuam. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Pricer. Mr. Cunningham. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Might I ask: Was this assurance that they would 
all be treated alike and fairly of sufficient strength in your opinion 
that would justify the owners in relying upon it and not seeking advice 
of legal counsel? 
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Commander Hittyarp. | am afraid so, sir. 
Mr. Cunninenam. Thank you. 
Mr. Price. Mr. Hillyard, to tie this down, of course when you are 

talking about being treated alike, you have already stated that you 

recognize the fact there could be some difference in bargaining prices 
on land? 

Commander Hituyarp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Price. Were you then thinking, when you made these assur- 
ances when you were in charge—were you thinking in terms of possible 
reservations, mineral rights reservations? 

Commander Hiniyarp. That is what | had in mind, sir. 

Mr. Price. That there would be none? 

Commander Hitiyarp. That there would be no mineral rights 
reserved to anyone. 

Mr. Price. Are there any further questions? 

Mr. vom Baur. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if I might ask a question? 
I am General Counsel of the Department of the Navy. I want to 
ask if Lieutenant Hillyard will be here tomorrow? It may be that 
the committee may have some questions of Lieutenant Hillyard after 
they have heard the Navy’s case presented. 

Mr. Price. Lieutenant Hillyard, can you remain over and be here 
tomorrow in case we have a meeting in the morning? 

Commander Hitiyarp. Mr. Chairman, I had asked, when I was 
asked to come to Washington, if my stay might be limited to this 
morning only. I have a reservation on flight 611, returning to 
Denver this afternoon at 5:30. Iam a building contractor and have 
already been absent for 2 days from my business, which I don’t like 
to do. 

Mr. Corr. How long will it take the Navy to present their side? 

Mr. Bennett. Could he be interrogated now? 

Mr. Cour. How long will it take the Navy to present its case? 

Mr. Price. Have you any idea how long it would take the Navy 
to present its case? 

Mr. vom Baur. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Fogler has a statement of 
three pages, and I will be prepared to answer any further questions. 
I would probably like about 2 minutes—— 

Mr. Pricer, Let’s continue as far as we can now and see what 
happens. 

Mr. Hépert. Mr. Chairman, it is going to take the Navy quite 
some time. I have a lot of questions to ask the Navy. 

Mr. Bennett. Is there any reason why we couldn’t have the cross- 
interrogation before the Navy goes on? 

Mr. vom Baur. I would like to say this, Mr. Chairman, in direct 
answer to your question. We have information that Lieutenant 
Hillyard was fully familiar with the terms of the purchase from South 
Coast Corp. as they proceeded during the year 1943. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman— 

Mr. Price. Perhaps we could question now. 

Mr. Brooks. I want to say this: Mr. Chairman, I am not a member 
of the subcommittee, but I don’t think this is a matter that ought to 
be hushed up or rushed through. It looks to me, from the statements 
made to date, very bad on the part of somebody, perhaps with the 
Navy, and it ought to be cleared up. I think it should go into the 
matter fully, very carefully, and uncover whatever is to be uncovered. 
55066—55—No. 388 ——6 
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Mr. Price. Apparently, then, Lieutenant Hillyard is an important 
witness in the case. I see he has plane reservations at around 5 
o’clock this evening. The only alternative we have is to have an 
afternoon session. Therefore, I am going to call a meeting at 2 o’clock 
this afternoon. 

Mr. Coxe. Let me advise the chairman that I am a member of the 
subcommittee. I have another committee commitment this after- 
noon. I will not be able to be present. 

Mr. Price. Well now, let’s resolve it. Let’s see what we can do 
here. 

Mr. Brooks. Why not make it 1:30 o’clock and let us go to the 
other meeting. 

Mr. Price. Can you get back here at 3 o’clock? 

Mr. Cote. Go ahead and have your meeting at 2 o’clock. I just 
want you to know that I do have another commitment. 

Mr. Brooks. I am on Mr. Hébert’s subcommittee in the morning, 
and I am on the conference this afternoon. I want to be here, 
because this involves Louisiana and that is the reason I want to be 
here. 

Mr. Price. Well, I will tell you: Will the members of the sub- 
committee remain after this thing and we will 

Mr. Coie. You have counsel here. 

Mr. Price. We have to set a time. 

Mr. Hésert. Two o’clock. 

Mr. Cote. Two o’clock. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. I can be here at 2. 

Mr. Hésperr. Two o’clock. 

Mr. Price. I will compromise. I will make it 2:30. 

Mr. Héserr. All right, 2:30. 

Mr. Wiis. Mr. Chairman, before you close, this concludes our 
case, and I am shortening it. I would like to offer certain affidavits 
in lieu of witnesses. May I do that at this time? 

Mr. Price. Without objection. 

Mr. Wiuus. I would like to offer a letter addressed to me by Mr. 
Guidry, who was one of the appraisers. 

Also, the affidavit of Mr. Guidry and Mr. Pipes. 

The affidavit of Mr. O’Neal, who was parish attorney. 

The affidavit of Mrs. Cole. 

The affidavit of Mr. Hartman. 

They are all short. 

The affidavit of Mr. Chauvin. 

That of Mr. Jaccuzzo. 

That of Mr. Darsey, who was special assistant to the United 
States attorney. 

And finally, the affidavit of Mr. Parro, with the Conservation 
Commission of Louisiana. 

(The documents follow:) 





Bank oF TERREBONNE & Trust Co., 
Houma, La., July 1, 1956. 


Re Houma Naval Base 


Hon. Epwin E. Wiuuis, M. C., 
House of Representatives, W ‘ashington, D.C. 

Dear Str: I have been requested by Mr. Joseph M. Rault, Jr., to appear and 
testify on bill H. R. 5625 before the House Armed Services Subcommittee No. 3. 
I have advised Mr. Rault that I am 83 years of age and due to my health, I do 
not feel that I can make the trip to Washington at this time. 
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However, I would like the committee to have my testimony on this bill and 
submit my affidavit-statement dated January 19, 1955, as my testimony. 

I would also like to point out that I was selected by the Navy to act as one 
of its appraisers. I was not instructed by the Navy to appraise the mineral 
rights or royalties on the lands that were taken for the Houma Naval Air Station. 
I did not, in fact, appraise the mineral rights or the royalties, but, as noted in 
our appraisal reports, specifically excluded the mineral rights from our valuations. 
Our appraisals included only the value of the surface of the land, any sugarcane 
crops, houses, damages or improvements, etc. Actually, I would not have been 
qualified to appraise minerals since I am not trained or experienced in that line. 

I do remember that some of the landowners discussed with me the possibility 
of retaining their mineral rights, and I was informed that the Navy would take 
this question up with them. Certainly, I had nothing to do with it. 

I have learned only in the last year that South Coast was revested with its 
minerals by the Navy and the other landowners did not get theirs. This is the 
first I knew of that and I fail to understand how one could get minerals and 
the others not, because I was instructed to treat all alike and according to the 
same standards, and I know that the surface character of all the lands involved 
was about the same. 

I understand that Mr. David W. Pipes, Jr., plans to testify before the sub- 
committee, and I am certain he will be able to supply any further information 
the committee might desire on our appraisals. 

As far as I personally am concerned, I am in favor of this bill as I want to see 
justice done. I regret very much that I cannot be present in person, and remain, 

Yours sincerely, 
Farquarp P. Guipry, 
President. 


AFFIDAVIT OF Navy APPRAISERS GUIDRY AND PIPES 


STaTE oF LOvISIANA, 
Parish of Terrebonne: 


Before me, the undersigned authority, a notary public in and for the parish of 
Terrebonne, State of Louisiana, personally came and appeared Farquard P. 
Guidry, and David W. Pipes, Jr., who being by me duly sworn did depose and 
say: 

We were engaged by the Navy during the war to act as appraisers in connection 
with the acquisition of the properties for the United States Navy lighter-than- 
air base at Houma, La. Our first contact with this matter was in September of 
1942, when Lt. Harvey W. Hillyard requested us to act, and to render a written 
report appraising the land that was to be condemned. 

I, Farquard P. Guidry, have been a resident of the parish of Terrebonne for 
my lifetime; I am the president of the Terrebonne Bank & Trust Co., and have 
been in the banking business 44 years; during my lifetime, I have acted as ap- 
praiser on many different occasions and done appraisal work for our local courts 
and judges. I am 83 years of age. 

1, David W. Pipes, Jr., have been a resident of the parish of Terrebonne for 
40 years; during my lifetime, I have been actively engaged in the sugar planting 
and sugarcane business, including the harvesting and grinding thereof; I am 68 
years of age. 

Both of us are still residents of the parish of Terrebonne, living in Houma, La. 

We have reviewed the records, correspondence, documents and other data 
compiled by us in connection with the appraisement we made of the area con- 
demned for the blimp base, and on the basis of that information and our inde- 
pendent recollections, we have the following to state: 

When we were first requested to appraise the property in question, we were sent 
a list of instructions by Lisetinand Hillyard. Attached hereto is a copy of these 
instructions. We were told to appraise the value of the lands, that is, the value 
of the surface, the value of any crops, the damage to any crops, and the value of 
any improvements, such as buildings, etc., that would have to be removed from 
the surface. 

We received no instructions whatsoever with respect to appraising or putting 
a value on the mineral rights under any of the property that was condemned, and 
we did not include in our appraisal a valuation of those mineral rights. It will 
be noted in the set of instructions attached hereto, promulgated by the Navy, 
that no reference whatsoever was made to appraising the mineral rights. 
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We attach hereto as part of our statement our carbon or file copies of the fol- 
lowing reports of appraisal made by us: 

(1) Joseph Jaccuzzo, October 10, 1942. 

(2) Clarence Hartman, October 20, 1942. 

(3) City of Houma and parish of Terrebonne, October 24, 1942. 

(4) James E. and Charles L. Chauvin, November 7, 1942. 

(5) R. R. Barrow, Inc., November 14, 1942. 

(6) South Coast Corp., November 24, 1942. 

In our reports on Jaccuzzo, Hartman, Chauvin, and the city of Houma and 
parish of Terrebonne, it will be seen that no reference whatsoever is made to 
mineral rights. In our discussion in the said reports, we segregate crop damage, 
the improvements, and the surface values, as will be shown in the recapitulations 
thereof. 

In the report on the Barrow property, after listing the various instruments, as 
reflected by the conveyance records, including a mineral deed which had been 
released and a royalty deed dated October 9, 1937, covering portions of the Barrow 
lands, particularly parcel K, we stated at page 5 as follows: 

“Notrre.—We, as appraisers, are at a loss to know whether or not the above 
recited mineral royalty interest should be appraised and valued, since the payment 
of any royalty seems to be dependent upon actual production of some mineral or 
minerals. It occurs to us that if and when the property is taken over by the 
Government, unless some reservation be made by the vendor, the payment of 
royalty would depend upon whether the Government, either on its own initiative 
or through its lessee, would exploit the same and actually produce minerals 
therefrom. 

‘‘As long as the owner, who has exclusive control over the development and the 
granting of mineral leases, refrains from doing so, and without which there can 
be no production, we cannot at this time foresee any benefits to be derived by the 
grantees under said deed. However, should it be deemed that the land has 
potential mineral value and there might be a possibility of its being developed for 
mineral purposes, we stand ready and willing to make an appraisement and 
valuation of the mineral royalty interests above referred to.” 

Again, in our South Coast report, in listing the various outstanding instruments, 
we noted the contractual agreement between South Coast Corp. and South Shore 
Oil & Development Co., concerning the right and control over royalties and mineral 
interests by South Shore, and in that report, at page 7, we state as follows: 

“We have made no attempt to appraise and value the land from the standpoint 
of its mineral value. It is our understanding that it is not subject to any mineral 
lease or leases, nor are any minerals of any kind being produced therefrom. We 
have been informed, however, that a reservation of mineral rights is contemplated 
in such form as to be acceptable to the South Coast Corp. and the Navy De- 
partment.” 

We repeat that we were not instructed by the Navy to appraise the minerals; 
we did not appraise the minerals under any of the properties, and as a matter of 
fact, we did not feel qualified to render an appraisal of the minerals, unless we 
were furnished geologists, geophysicists or petroleum engineers, as we were not 
experienced in that line. Had the Navy requested us to appraise the minerals, 
we would have done so by engaging an appropriate specialist to submit a special 
report to us or the Navy. 

We had nothing further to do with this matter, following the submission of our 
reports. We were paid a fee at the rate of $15 per day for our services, after 
having been refused our offer to contribute our services without compensation 
to the war effort. 

We noted that South Coast Corp. wanted its mineral rights, it was also our 
understanding that the other landowners wanted their mineral rights. At that 
time, the mineral rights had a definite value, although there was not too much 
activity due to war curtailment. We did not know what the final outcome of 
this matter was, because the negotiations were conducted by the Navy directly 
with the landowners. However, we have recently learned that South Coast Corp. 
retained its mineral rights, and that the other landowners did not receive their 
mineral rights. Although we were not charged with that responsibility, we 
cannot understand how such an inequity or inequality of treatment should 
result, because it was our understanding in doing this work for the Navy that all 
parties would be treated in like manner, and would be paid on the basis of the 
values of their land. Leaving out the improvements, as noted in each report, all 
of the land under the blimp base was more or less of the same character, that is, 
it was varying grades of high land, used for the raising of sugarcane. Of course, 
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some of it bordered on highways and some was inland, but by and large, so far as 
the surface went, it was all similar property. 

So far as any responsibilities that we had with respect to the condemnation 
proceeding, it was our understanding that all of the landowners would be treated 
on the same basis, that the same regulations and instructions governed the 
appraisals of all of the properties, and that there was to be no differentiation 
among the landowners, and we carried this policy out in our reports. Specifically, 
so far as mineral values were concerned, it will be noted that since we received no 
instructions from the Navy on mineral rights, we did not include a valuation of 
the minerals in any of the reports. 

In addition to the written reports we were required to and did render, a diary 
was maintained day by day by Mr. David W. Pipes, Jr., summarizing all of the 
work that was done in connection with the preparation of these reports. By 
referring to this diary, it is noted that the question of whether the mineral rights 
should be valued or not, and whether or not the landowners could retain the 
minerals, was discussed at various meetings. At some of those meetings, the 
landowners were present and made requests for their mineral rights to the Navy 
representatives. As noted above, we were not charged with the negotiations with 
the landowners, so did not carry through on that phase of the case. However, 
to cite a few instances of when these matters were discussed: 

October 20, 1942, we spoke with the city council, and the police jury, Mr. 
Munsou, president of South Coast, and Mr. Jim Chauvin. 

October 21, 1942, we met with Mr. Theriot of South Coast, and with Lieutenant 
Hillyard on the matter of mineral reservations. 

October 23, 1942, further discussion was had with Mr. Munson of South Coast, 
re minerals. 

October 27, 1942, we went to air base with Lieutenant Hillyard and discussed 
mineral matter; Lieutenant Hillyard advised that Commander Winebrinier of 
Washington would be in charge of that and other negotiations with the land- 
owners. 

October 29, 1942, we spoke to Lieutenant Thompson concerning the mineral 
reservations of the landowners. 

November 4, 1942, we met in New Orleans with Lieutenant Thompson, Lieu- 
tenant Hillyard, Mr. Endreas, Mr. Theriot, Mr. Vaught, Mr. Munson, and Mr. 
Miller, and discussed among other things the mineral reservations. 

Although we discussed the question of mineral rights with the landowners 
and the Navy representatives from time to time, as we have noted above, we 
were advised that this matter would be taken up by the Navy, and we were 
instructed not to appraise the mineral rights, and received no further orders to 
the contrary. In all, our services covered a period between September 25, 1942, 
and November 24, 1942, a period of about 2 months. 

Farquarp P. Guipry. 
Davip W. Pipsgs, Jr. 

Witnesses: 

Joyce B. Couuins. 
N. GorMAN Hooper. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me, notary public, at Houma, La., this 19th 
day of January 1955. : 
H. Minor Pires, 
Notary Public. 


AFFIDAVIT OF Navy TitLE EXAMINER AND ParisH ATTORNEY 


State or LovurstaAna, 
Parish of Terrebonne: 


Before me, the undersigned authority, in and for the parish of Terebonne, 
State of Louisiana, personally came and appeared A. Deutsche O’ Neal, who being 
by me duly sworn did depose and say: 

I am an attorney at law, residing in Houma, La., where I am actively engaged 
in the practice of my profession. I have been a member of the Louisiana State 
Bar for almost 24 years; I am 48 years of age; and I have been residing in the 
parish of Terrebonne for the past 18 years. 

During the war years, 1942, 1943, etc., I was special attorney for the police jury 
of the parish of Terrebonne (the district attorney for the parish is the official 
police jury attorney, but since he was principally engaged in criminal work at 
that time, the police jury used me on special occasions). This was by appoint- 
ment from the attorney general of the State of Louisiana. 
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On the occasion of the Navy’s condemnation proceeding, I was never “‘officially’’ 
appointed as special parish attorney because the parish never got that far in the 
proceeding, and as a result of Navy advices, as will be later explained, there was 
no need for the parish to have an attorney, as the Navy said there was nothing to 
negotiate on except to reach an agreement on price. Since I was a part-time 
attorney only, it was necessary on each occasion that I served for the police jury 
to adopt a resolution and have it approved by the attorney general in Baton 
Rouge, all of which was time-consuming. Although I had served as special counsel 
on other occasions, in view of the small amount of work I did on the condemna- 
tion, my appointment for that was never formalized. 

I recall that in 1942, I was informally consulted by the police jury, particularly 
Dr. M. V. Marmonde, the president of the police jury, with respect to the pos- 
sibility of the parish of "Terrebonne having a United States naval air station located 
near Houma. I was told that the Navy was contemplating taking over the air- 
port that the city of Houma and parish of Terrebonne had created on the out- 
skirts of the city of Houma. Naturally, all of us wanted to do our part for the 
war effort, and I was instructed by Dr. Marmonde, president of the police jury, 
to cooperate with the Navy officials in the establishment of the base, but that so 
far as the parish of Terrebonne was concerned, although it welcomed the Navy to 
Houma, it did not want to relinquish any greater interest in its land holdings, 
fee holdings, or servitudes in the existing Houma Municipal Airport than was 
necessary to get the Navy to Houma. In other words, the parish of Terrebonne 
wanted the blimp base there as its contribution to the war effort, but at the same 
time did not want to give away or even sell any interest that it did not have to 
sell or relinquish to get the Navy there. I was so advised specifically on this by 
Dr. Marmonde. For example, Dr. Marmonde instructed me that we should 
keep access to and rights-of-way for navigational purposes to Bayou Terrebonne, 
which is on one side of the blimp base; he also advised me to try to keep owner- 
ship of the fee, if possible, and allow the Navy only a servitude for the right of 
ingress and egress of flights during the war; and as to mineral rights, he advised 
me to request from the Navy a full reservation of the minerals to the parish of 
Terrebonne and the city of Houma, if that was consistentent with the Navy’s 
specifications, as Dr. Marmonde said that the Navy probably only wanted the 
use of the surface. Mr. James E. Chauvin, then vice president of the police 
jury, was also in charge of some of the dealings and consulted with me about it. 

Dr. Marmonde is now deceased. 

In late 1942, or early 1943, I, as representative of the parish of Terrebonne, 
met with the Navy officers to discuss the establishment of the naval base. Al- 
though I do not recall the names of the men with whom we met, I do recall that 
one was an officer who was stationed in Houma and another was an officer of 
higher rank, who apparently came down from Washington. At our first meetings, 
we discussed what the Navy needed, and I advised the Navy officers of the 
position that the police jury had taken, as expressed by Dr. Marmonde and noted 
above. The Navy officers advised me that the parish could not keep any servi- 
tudes, any rights-of-way, any navigational easements, any drainage easements, 
or any mineral rights, because the Navy wanted the entire fee, and nothing short 
of that would suffice for the establishment of their base at Houma. In a meeting 
held in early January 1943 with these naval officers, we further discussed the 
matter, and they reaffirmed the Navy’s position that we could not keep servi- 
tudes, rights-of-ways, or mineral rights. However, the Navy emphasized that 
the parish as a landowner should cooperate with the Navy (as, of course, we 
intended to and did do), and these naval officers assured me that they would see 
that the interests of the city and parish were fully protected. I was led to believe 
in those meetings by these naval officers that we would all be treated fairly and 
squarely, and all on the same basis. Accordingly, on January 20, 1943, I wrote a 
joint letter, with the city attorney, as a result of our meetings with the naval 
officers, which letter was addressed to the United States attorney handling the 
case, and in which we specifically stated and specifically made reference to the 
assurances of the Navy that the interests of the parish and the city would be 
protected. Herewith is quoted my file copy of that letter: 


JANUARY 20, 1943. 
In Re U.S. v. 1,743.18 acres of land et al. 
Mr. Srecrriep B. CHRISTENSEN, 
Department of Justice Attorney, 
Post Office Building, New Orleans, La. 
DEAR Srecrriep: We thank you for the kind attention given us on Thursday, 


January 14, in our conference with you in your office in New Orleans in reference to 
the above matter. 























4683 


Upon our return we attended a conference with Lieutenant Hillyard, the president 
of the police jury of Terrebonne Parish, the mayor of the city of Houma, and several 
other parties including most of the defendants in this matter, and at least for temporary 
peace of mind, we think that these people are, in a general way, quite satisfied that 
their interest will be protected in every way. At that meeting we were advised that a 
representative of the Navy would appear in Houma for the purpose of determining 
fair valuations on the property owned by the various defendants, and this gentleman 
is in Houma during the writing of this letter. 

We trust that the matter will be determined in an entirely amicable fashion; 
however, as a matter of precaution, and in line with our conversation had with 
you on last Thursday, the police jury of the parish of Terrebonne and the city 
of Houma respectfully request that they be given until May 1, to file any pleadings 
ir. defense of the suit. We understand clearly that you will not make any move 
in the case, but, as you suggested, it will be wise to place in our respective records 
an understanding as to some time in order to avoid any complication that might 
arise between us and any successor in your office. 

At that meeting held by Lieutenant Hillyard and others it was suggested, 
Siegfried, that we write you a letter on behalf of all of the defendants and ask 
the extension of time. If you see fit to voluntarily advise us that this extension 
of time will apply to all defendants, we will be glad to let these people know that 
you have voluntarily extended the time. We do not feel justified in officially 
requesting an extension of time for defendants whom we do not represent. 
Therefore, this explanation to you. 

Your usual kind attention will be deeply appreciated. 

Sincerely yours, 
Morris A. LOTrinGcErR, 
Attorney for the City of Houma. 
A. Drutscue O’NEAL, 
Representing Terrbonne Parish Police Jury. 
[Emphasis added.] 

After these initial meetings, I had nothing further to do with the matter on 
behalf of the police jury, and as previously explained, was not actually “‘officielly”’ 
engaged for this particular matter. What little work I did perform for the parish 
was done without compensation. Of course, if it had been necessary for the 
parish to have utilized legal services in the condemnation, I would have been 
the one appointed for the job. 

At that time, I was not given a copy of the appraisers’ reports, nor was I 
advised by the Navy that the appraisal reports did not include a valuation or 
appraisal of the mineral rights. I have since learned that they did not take 
these minerals into consideration, and have seen copies of the appraisal reports, 
and I am convinced that this is true as verified by the statements in the South 
Coast and Barrow reports. Incidentally, Messrs. Pipes and Guidry, whom I 
know well, still live in Houma. 

At all times during my few negotiations with the Navy, despite my requests 
for rights-of-ways, servitudes, and mineral rights, the Navy always maintained 
that we could not get them. 

At no time during the procedure was I advised that the South Coast Corp. had 
been allowed to retain or have revested its mineral interests, or that the parish 
could get its. As a matter of fact, it is only in the last few months that I have 
been told that the Navy revested South Coast’s minerals during the proceedings. 

If I had known at the time of the condemnation proceedings that the Navy 
would allow South Coast to retain or have revested its mineral rights, in view of 
the instructions the police jury had given them through Dr. Marmande, its 
president, I would have been obligated to and would have insisted that the parish 
of Terrebonne be treated on an equal basis, and that it, too, be allowed to retain 
its mineral rights. 

The only reason why I, as part-time parish attorney, did not participate in or 
question the condemnation proceeding was because my initial protests and re- 
quests for retention of the mineral rights or other rights were denied by the Navy. 
I was advised by the Navy at the outset that under no circumstances could we 
get them for the reason that the Navy would not establish the Base at Houma if 
there were any restrictions on the title. This definite position, therefore, removed 
any necessity for the parish having further legal advice, and I, therefore, had 
nothing further to do with the proceedings after those initial meetings of late 
1942 and early 1943. 

Had not the Navy emphatically told me at the beginning that we could not 
retain our mineral rights or other servitudes or rights, as the attorney for the 
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parish of Terrbonne, I would have then participated in the condemnation pro- 
ceeding actively to protect the parish’s interests. Had I done so, I would then, 
of course, have discovered that South Coast had obtained its minerals, and 
naturally, seeing this change of position by the Navy, would then have insisted 
that the parish be given equal treatment and get its minerals, also. Unfor- 
tunately, at that point of the proceeding, the parish was without the benefit of 
my counsel or any other legal advice as a result of the affirmative position taken 
by the Navy initially that before the base could be established, it must obtain 
an unrestricted title. 

Incidentally, I have been told that South Coast got its minerals on September 
30, 1943, and our matter was not taken up until January 6, 1944, 4 months later. 
I am disappointed to now discover this inequity and varied result, particularly 
since at the outset of the proceeding, the Navy had emphasized that all of our 
interests would be protected, and that everybody would be treated on the same 
basis, fair and square, and all alike. 

Personally, I feel rather badly about this matter. I saw lots of necessary legal 
work that would be required by the Navy herein Houma. As part of my meager 
effort to assist in our war effort, I had offered my services at $1 per year. This 
was refused. I offered my services free. I was advised by the Navy that they 
were not able to do this, since I was not a naval officer and only a civilian. Accord- 
ingly, I took the matter up with my Congressman, Mr. James Domengeaux, who 
in turn took it up with the Secretary of the Navy. I was then advised by Con- 
gressman Domengeaux that the Navy would give me a commission as a naval 
officer (lieutenant, ,unior grade) in order that the Navy could make use of my 
offer to serve without compensation. I was notified that the commission had 
come through, and I went to New Orleans to be sworn in. However, when I 
arrived to be sworn in, I was turned down by the authorities there on the grounds 
that I could not meet the physical requirements, since I had lost part of my 
right arm. 

During the winter of 1943, I was requested to act for Lawyers Title Insurance 
Corp. to render a title opinion on all of the properties to be taken by the Navy 
for the blimp base, which consisted of some 1,700 acres. I was not able to perform 
the service for the Navy free, so I then went into the contract with Lawyers 
Title to render the title opinions. 

Thereafter, I spent several weeks, indeed months, working on the titles to these 
1,700 acres, and because the job was so huge, I worked out with Lawyers Title to 
have Attorney Elton Darsey assist me in the job, which he did, making us co- 
authors of the title opinions. We rendered a written report on each parcel, in 
accordance with the form of certificate of guaranty of title, prepared in accordance 
with Regulations for the Preparation of Title Evidence of Land Acquisitions by 
the United States, published by the Department of Justice on February 1, 1940. 

After we completed and submitted the report, I heard nothing further about the 
matter, and that concluded my services as title opinion author. 

As mentioned before, I was never advised and did not know until recently that 
the Navy had given South Coast preferential treatment by allowing it to retain 
its minerals, and not allowing the other landowners to do so, also. As a matter 
of fact, since I was advised and instructed by the Navy that the parish of Terre- 
bonne couid not have its minerals, I did not have occasion to look into the law as 
to how the minerals could be confirmed or revested. It is only recently that I have 
been told that Congress had passed a special statute on October 21, 1942 (40 
U.S. C. A. 258 (f)), which might permit such revestment, and which I have also 
been told was the tegal vehicle used by the Navy for revesting South Coast with 
its minerals. 

I am forced to say that I am very much shocked at the treatment the Navy 
gave the parish of Terrebonne and the other landowners who did not receive their 
mineral rights. I trust that this is merely the result of an inadvertent error; I 
presume that the error was made in good faith. However, the inequitable result 
is still there, and it is my opinion that this result is contrary to everything that 
was said or done by the Navy, so far as any contact with myself in either my role 
as parish attorney or Navy title examiner. 

I would never have agreed to any alleged taking of the minerals had I known 
that (1) they were not included in the appraisals (2) that despite our futile 
demands the Navy might have changed its position and allowed us to keep them, 
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and (3) that South Coast had, in fact, gotten its minerals all in the same pro- 
ceeding. 
(Signed) A. DrutscHEe O’NEAL. 
Witnesses: 
(Signed) CHARLES BERGERON. 
(Signed) Euuts R. Jackson. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me, notary public, at Houma, La., on this 9th 
day of February 1955. 
(Signed) CrciLe L. Dupre, 
Notary Public 


State or LovimsiANaA, 
Parish of Orleans: 


Before me, the undersigned authority, in and for the parish of Orleans, State 
of Louisiana, personally came and appeared: Mrs. Hallette Barrow Cole, and 
Dr. C. Grenes Cole, who being by me duly sworn did depose and say: 

I, Hallette Barrow Cole, am the daughter of the late Jennie Tennant Barrow 
and Robert Ruffin Barrow. I was raised in Terrebonne Parish, at Houma, La., 
and have maintained a home there all of my life, although I also maintain a home 
and now live in New Orleans, La. (4938 St. Charles Avenue). Houma is about 
50 miles from New Orleans. I am married to Dr. C. Grenes Cole. My father, 
who died in 1926, was a very prominent sugar planter. He also had a sugar 
refinery and several plantations. During his lifetime, he acquired considerable 
acreage in Terrebonne, Lafourche, and Jefferson Parishes, and at his death, I, 
my sister, Jennie Barrow Dawson, wife of Dr. Harris P. Dawson, and my other 
sister, Irene F. Barrow, and a third sister, Zoe Barrow Topping, inherited, along 
with my mother, all of these properties. The total acreage held by my family 
is approximately 4,000 acres. My mother died in 1942. 

Naturally, when oil came to south Louisiana over 30 years ago, our lands 
became valuable not only from the viewpoint of investments, sugarcane, and 
trapping, but also from a mineral viewpoint. In fact, our family commenced 
receiving money from oil leases in the 1920’s. Asa matter of fact, I have reviewed 
the abstract of title which my husband and I kept on our properties, and I note 
that the property which was taken by the Navy for the blimp base, and known 
as Myrtle Grove Plantation, had been the subject of mineral leases quite some 
time before the Navy came in. In fact, the abstract on that property was made 
available to us by our lessee, the Barnsdall Oil Co. This lease was executed by 
us on September 23, 1933, for a cash bonus, a rental, and some drilling obligations, 
and was recorded in the conveyance records for the parish of Terrebonne in 
COB 100, Fo. 461, entry 14,978, under date of September 23, 1933. This was 
10 years before the Navy took over the property. There was no drilling on 
Myrtle Grove Plantation under that lease and accordingly it expired. Following 
the expiration of the first lease with Barnsdall, we entered into another lease 
with them covering the property that was taken by the Navy for the blimp base, 
as well as other property, which mineral lease was dated September 22, 1937, 
and which is recorded in the conveyance records of Terrebonne Parish in COB 
RI Os tek , entry 27,530, under date of November 23, 1937. I note from 
my copy of the lease that we received a cash bonus of $15,000, an annual rental 
in excess of $16,000 and certain drilling obligations. There was no drilling done 
on our property that now forms part of the naval base. The lease was for 5 
years, and therefore the primary term of this lease expired in September 1942, 
just before the Navy took over this property for the blimp base. 

Some of the land that I inherited from my father, along with my two sisters 
and my mother, was owned by us in indivision. We held this in a corporation, 
known as R. R. Barrow, Inc., for administrative purposes. Some of the other 
land we divided in kind, that is, I would own some acreage outright, and my sisters 
and mother would own some other tracts all to themselves. Accordingly, after 
we saw that minerals were becoming of value, in the middle thirties, as noted by 
the leasing activity and the income we were receiving therefrom, in view of the 
large amount of acreage our family held, we decided to spread our risks and grant 
in favor of each other assignments, that is, cross-assignments of royalty. For 
example, I would give some royalty from my tract to my sisters, who in turn would 
reciprocate by granting me royalties out of their tracts. Under date of July 7, 
1936, for instance, we entered into a mineral royalty conveyance by which my 
sisters and I exchanged royalty interests on various tracts, some of which covered 
the same sections that the naval base is on, which mineral deed covered parts of 
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section 9, T. 178., R. 17 E., section 10, T. 17 S., R. 17 E., section 105, T. 175., 
R. 17 E., and section 21, T. 178., R. 18 E. The royalty interest therein conveyed 
was five-sevenths of one-eighth of the whole. This document is filed in the 
conveyance records of the parish of Terrebonne, COB 109, Fo. ———, entry 21,540. 

Another example is the royalty deed executed by us on October 9, 1937, cover- 
ing portions of Myrtle Grove Plantation in various parts of T. 17 S., R. 18 E., 
in which royalty deed my mother, my two sisters, myself and another sister 
(Zoe Barrow Topping, who has since died) and also a family friend appear. In 
this instrument, we transferred seven-eighths of one-eighth of the whole mineral 
royalty interest. This royalty deed is recorded in the parish of Terrebonne in 
COB 119, Fo. 106. This royalty covered a portion of the property that was 
taken over by the Navy in 1943. I estimate that it covered around 400 acres, 
all as can be determined by comparing the royalty deed to other sales and plotting 
the results on a map. This royalty will be referred to later as the Navy forced 
us during that condemnation suit to file a quitclaim to it. 

Again, also on October 9, 1937, my family entered into another royalty transfer, 
in accordance with our policy. This again covered other lands which we owned. 
This deed is recorded in COB 119, Fo. 108. 

Again, there is a further mineral royalty deed in COB 119, Fo. 110 covering 
six-sevenths of one-eighth of the mineral royalties in certain other tracts. 


I, Dr. C. Grenes Cole, am a member of the American Medical Association and 
have been engaged in the practice of medicine in New Orleans since 1908. During 
the course of my professional career, I have served in various official capacities, 
including the position as coroner for the city of New Orleans. I am presently 
retired from the active practice of medicine (retired in October 1950) although I 
am acting as secretary-treasurer of the Louisiana State Medical Society. I am 
74 years of age, and have been married for 41 years to Hallette Barrow. 

During my married life, I have from time to time assisted my wife and her 
family in their business dealings, particularly since the death of my wife’s father, 
as there are no sons in the family to take care of it for them. Accordingly, I am 
very familiar with my wife’s family’s property, and have made many dealings 
on it for them. Together with my wife, I conducted the negotiations, what little 
negotiations there were, with the Navy with respect to the properties of Myrtle 
Grove Plantation taken by the Navy for the erection of the blimp base. 

The first we knew about this condemnation proceeding was in the fail of 1942, 
when the Navy came to Houma and announced that it was interested in taking 
over our property and that of some other landowners for the establishment of 
the airbase. In all, as it later turned out, over 300 acres of the Barrow interest 
were taken by the Navy. Of course, we wanted to be cooperative with the 
Navy and do our part to further the war effort. However, one of the first 
things that came to our mind, when the Navy announced that it was interested 
in acquiring some of our land, was whether we would be able to keep our mineral 
rights under the land or whether it would be necessary for the United States to 
acquire those also. Accordingly, one of the first things that we did, some 4 
months before the condemnation proceeding was formally filed, was to write a 
letter to the Navy authorities making written demand for the retention of our 
mineral rights. This letter is quoted herewith from our file copy: 


SEPTEMBER 17, 1942. 
U. 8. Navy, 
Care of Lieutenant Hillyard, Houma Bank Building, 
Houma, La. 

Dear LifvTENANT HiILiyarp: I am enclosing properly executed document 
giving the United States Navy fully authority to take immediate possession of 
the property in the name of Miss Mary P. Tennant, as described in said document. 

The necessary legal document, covering this l-acre strip, bordering the property 
of R. R. Barrow, Inc., has just been filed with the clerk of court in Houma, La., 
permitting the only living heirs of Miss Mary P. Tennant to sign the document 
enclosed. 

I have just learned from good authority that on one of the airport properties near 
Montgomery, Ala., the owners of the land, from whom the Government purchased, 
were permitted to retain their mineral rights on said property with, of course, the 
understanding no drilling would be permitted on said acreage as long as the property 
in question is being used for a dirigible base by the United States Navy. 

On behalf of the R. R. Barrow, Inc., and the legal heirs of Miss Mary P. Tennant, 
I am requesting that they be permitted to retain these mineral rights on any acreage 
sold and transferred to the United States Navy or its duly authorized agents. 








—eneoks 
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I understand you have prepared maps covering a definite acreage to be purchased 
by the United States Navy or its duly authorized agents, and, if this is correct, I 
would be very glad indeed, if you will mail a copy of such a map to me in order that 
the owners, who are most vitally interested, might be apprized of the acreage expected 
to be turned over to the Government by them. 

Thanking you, I am 

Very truly yours, 
C. Grenes Corg, M. D. 

[Emphasis ours.] 


We also discussed this matter, of course, with Lieutenant Hillyard who was stationed 
in Houma and was in charge at that time. Lieutenant Hillyard told us that this 
mineral reservation would be taken up by another Navy representative from 
Washington, as he was not personally handling the matter. Later, we met with 
this representative of the Navy, Lt. Comdr. J. L. Winebrinier. I believe we first 
saw him in late 1942. We also recall another meeting with him in early 1943, 
following the institution of the condemnation proceeding. 

We repeated to Commander Winebrinier that we desired to retain our mineral 
interest under the properties since we had been actively leasing these mineral 
rights for a long period of years and since additionally we had divided up various 
royalty holdings under our property and other property under the base within 
our own family. Commander Winebrinier told us that the Navy policy would 
not permit us to retain the mineral rights, because the Navy was taking the entire 
fee title and that they wanted the property without any restrictions or reserva- 
tions. We were also told by Commander Winebrinier that none of the other 
landowners would be allowed to retain their minerals. Commander Winebrinier 
suggested to us that for patriotic reasons we should not press our demands for 
the minerals any further. Perhaps we had been a little insistent with Commander 
Winebrinier to provoke that remark, but our insistence was based upon our 
knowledge of the minerals in the area and our reluctance to give them up since we 
had been enjoying such nice income and rentals from them and, of course, had the 
hope of getting some royalties if they were developed. We got to know Com- 
mander Winebrinier rather well because on his trips to Houma on occasions, he 
came to our home at Myrtle Grove Plantation, which adjoins the blimp base. 
He had Sunday dinner with us at times. We also knew Lieutenant Hillyard 
during his stay at Houma and met with him and his family on social occasions at 
various times. 

As a result of the affirmative position taken by the Navy that we could not 
retain our minerals, we did not employ an attorney to represent our interests 
during the condemnation proceeding since there was nothing further to negotiate 
on with the Navy except to reach an agreement as to price. On that issue, 
Commander Winebrinier told us that the Navy had had an appraisal made of the 
lands and that the Navy had the report of what it considered just compensation. 
However, Commander Winebrinier did not show us a copy of the appraisal report. 
We knew that Messrs. Pipes and Guidry had made the appraisal for the Navy in 
the fall of 1942, because we had discussed the matter with them and discussed 
the retention of mineral rights with them. However, we never saw their formal 
report at that time. 

Recently, that is in thé last few days, we have seen a copy of the appraisal 
report of Messrs. Pipes and Guidry, and we note that in the report relating to our 
properties the appraisers did not put a valuation on the mineral rights or on the 
royalty interests. We specifically refer to page 5 of the appraisal report, which 
is dated November 14, 1942, in which the appraisers recite that our royalty rights 
as set forth in the early part of this statement were still outstanding on the blimp 
base properties, and then they go on to say: 

““NoTE.—We, as appraisers, are at a loss to know whether or not the above 
recited mineral royalty interest should be appraised and valued, since the pay- 
ment of any royalty seems to be dependent upon actual production of some 
mineral or minerals. It occurs to us that if and when the property is taken over 
by the Government, unless some reservation be made by the vendor, the payment 
of royalty would depend upon whether the Government, either on its own initia- 
tive or through its lessee, would exploit the same and actually produce minerals 
therefrom. 

“‘As long as the owner, who has exclusive control over the development and the 
granting of mineral leases, refrains from doing so, and without which there can be 
no production, we cannot at this time foresee any benefits to be derived by the 
grantees under said deed. However, should it be deemed that the land has 
potential mineral value and there might be a possibility of its being developed for 
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mineral purposes, we stand ready and willing to make an appraisement and valua- 
tion of the mineral royalty interests above referred to.”’ 

I also observe that the appraisal report values our land and improvements at 
over $40,000 whereas the Navy only rendered us about $33,000. 

Later on during the proceeding, we were contacted by an attorney who was 
representing the United States in some negotiations with the landowners. This 
was Mr. Elton A. Darsey of Houma. Mr. Darsey advised us that the Navy 
desired to obtain a quitclaim of the royalties noted above, and that we would 
have to have some sort of affidavit executed. Mr. Darsey also stated that it 
made little difference that we were quitclaiming the royalties since they would be 
valueless due to the fact that prescription was running and that they would 
expire in 3 years (1947) while the Navy would still have control of the base. We 
have the original of this letter, which is dated July 8, 1943, and which reads as 
follows: 

Houma, La., July 8, 1943. 
Dr. C. GrENEs COLE, 
Maison Blanche Building, 
New Orleans, La. 


DrarR Dr. Core: Enclosed is the quitclaim deed on the royalties affecting the 
land presently occupied by the United States naval air station, which I ask that 
you have signed by Miss Irene Barrow, Mrs. Cole, and yourself, and have one of 
the witnesses to the signatures appear before a notary public to acknowledge the 
signatures. Please forward the instrument to Mrs. Dawson and have her and 
Dr. Dawson sign it, with instructions to have one of the witnesses to their signa- 
ture acknowledge the instrument before a notary public. 

After the instrument is thus signed, Mrs. Meraux might be prevailed upon to 
sign it since the quitclaim affects only the lands occupied by the naval station. 
I assume that she has been appointed the natural tutrix of her minor child in 
which case a court order would be necessary to authorize her to sign this instrument 
on behalf of said minor. 

Mr. Lottinger, who is clearing the titles for the city of Houma and parish of Terre- 
bonne, suggested that if Mrs. Merauz is unwilling to sign without a monetary con- 
sideration that he thought he could prevail the city and parish to pay some considera- 
tion for the signature. However, we shall try to get the signature without paying any- 
thing since the royalties are valueless at the present time. You may also tell her that 
at all events the 10 years prescription will be over in 1947. For patriotic reasons she 
might sign. 

Mr. Swaze gave me the information on the LeBlanc claim but I have not finished 
checking the Barrow lands yet as I wanted to get this quitclaim deed out of the 
way. The court will reopen in October so I shall file the suit in order to get it in 
the October session. 

Yours very truly, 
Eton A. DaRSsEY. 

[Emphasis ours.1 

Accordingly, we entered into a stipulation which purportedly quitclaimed those 
royalty interests and which stipulation also stated that the royalty interests were 
without commercial value since the property would not be drilled for minerals 
while it was occupied by the United States. 

We now realize that the above advice was erroneous and untrue. We have 
been advised that the outstanding royalties which the Navy forced us to quitclaim 
would not have prescribed or died out in 1947 but, as a result of a special Louisiana 
law, would have instead enjoyed life forever. 

We received from the Navy the sum of $33,326 for our 313.79 acres of land. 
We realized that this amount was less than the then market value of the land 
and also that it included some amounts for improvements, as we had a sugar 
mill on part of the property which had to be demolished. (Our tenants who 
were farming the land for sugarcane, Hartman, Keen & Harang, were paid for 
their crop damage separately.) 

We went along with the amount of money the Navy deposited because we 
felt that although we were entitled to more, we did not desire to contest the 
condemnation proceeding solely on the issue of compensation, and since the 
Navy had specifically advised us that we could not get our mineral rights back, 
there was apparently no other issue at stake. 

Recently, we have learned that the South Coast Corp., one of the other land- 
owners, was allowed to retain all of its mineral and royalty interests under lands 
adjoining ours and also under the base. We are very much surprised at this, 
because we were emphatically told in 1952 and 1943 by Commander Winebrinier 
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that none of the landowners could retain the minerals. We were never advised 
by the United States or the Navy at any time during the negotiations or before 
we accepted the money that was deposited in court, that South Coast was per- 
mitted to retain their minerals. 

If, at the time of the negotiations in 1942, 1943, or 1944, we had known that 
the Navy might have changed its mind and allowed us to retain our mineral 
rights, or that South Coast had in fact obtained all of its mineral rights, we would 
never have gone along without also obtaining ours. If, in 1943, we had not been 
misadvised as to what the law was on mineral royalty prescription, we would 
never have entered into a quitclaim of the outstanding imprescriptible royalties. 
If, at the time of the condemnation, we had known that the mineral rights were 
not included in the appraisal reports of the Navy, we would not have gone along 
with the matter either. 

Our relations with Lieutenant Hillyard and with Commander Winebrinier 
were pleasant. Our dealings with the United States attorney’s office were also 
on a very friendly basis. At all of these meetings, the Government representatives 
manifested that our interest would be fully protected, and that we would all be 
treated on an equal and fair basis. As a result, we never engaged counsel. We 
are now distressed to learn that our confidence has been compromised. We feel 
that the failure of the United States or of the Navy to advise us of the action 
they were taking with South Coast Corp. in allowing it to retain its mineral rights 
is contrary to everything that was told us by the United States representatives. 
We have no quarrel with the South Coast retaining its mineral rights, but in 
view of what has transpired, we feel that we should be treated on an equal basis 
and should not be discriminated against. 

For the above reasons, we feel that we should be given a revestment or recog- 
nition of our mineral rights, though belatedly, just as South Coast Corp. obtained 
over 11 years ago. Incidentally, we understand that South Coast has been 
getting revenues from those mineral interests by bonuses and rentals from mineral 
leases thereon during part of the past 11 years, just as we had gotten before the 
Navy even came into the picture. 

(Signed) Hallette Barrow Cole. 
(Typed) Mrs. Hatuterre Barrow Cote. 
C. G. Coz, M. 
Witnesses: 
Netson G. BEEGREA. 
Micuat M. Harst. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 18th day of February 1955, at New 
Orleans, La. 


Joe F. Arak., Jr., Notary Public. 





AFFIDAVIT OF LANDOWNER HARTMAN 


SratE oF LovIsIANA, 
Parish of Terrebonne: 


Before me, the undersigned authority, in and for the parish of Terrebonne, 
State of Louisiana, personally came and appeared Clarence Hartman, who being 
by me duly sworn did depose and say: 

I am a colored man who makes’ my living by farming. I am 56 years old. The 
only education I got was up to the second or third grade, and although I read and 
write a little bit, I cannot do either too good. However, I can sign my name. 
I have been living in the parish of Terrebonne all along. 

I was the owner of a small tract of land which the Navy took during the war to 
make the blimp base. I had saved all my life and bought this property, which 
consisted of about 35 acres, in 1936. During the war, at the time the Navy took 
it, this was all the property that I had; it was my farm, where I raised sugarcane 
and cabbage, and it was my home, 

The first I] remember about this is 1 day at noon, I came home for lunch, and 
I saw some men throwing lumber all over my field, and ruining my crop. They 
were also cutting and taking away, or stealing, the cabbages that I had on my 
5 or 6 acres of cabbage patch. So I ran in and says to my wife: ‘‘Mildred’’, I 
says, ‘‘What are these men doing, ruining our garden and stealing our cabbage?”’ 
She said that some Navy men had come with a bunch of workers in the morning, 
and had said that the Navy had to take the property over right away to put some 
kind of an airport up for the war. 
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After that, I checked with some of the other landowners, like Mr. Jim Chauvin 
and Mrs. Cole, and they confirmed that the Navy was taking over, so I just had 
to let it go, and do what the other landowners were doing, too. The Navy then 
let me harvest ny sugarcane and get my money for that, but I never did get paid 
for the cabbage which those workers stole and hauled off in their cars. 

I don’t have any files or anything on this, any old records or papers, but I do 
have a recollection that some officer came over to my house and talked to me 
about the damages. He said that the Navy would pay for everything. I told 
him that this was the only thing I had in life, and if I lost my farm, I did not know 
how I could make a living. He said that why didn’t I join the Navy, and that 
he would give me a lifetime job in the Navy. I said no, because farming was all 
I knew how to do. 

Then on another occasion, another officer came, this time a different one from 
the first, came and saw me. We talked about the money, and I asked him if it 
was not possible for me to keep my land, as it was just a small farm. He said, 
“No.” I then told him that when I had bought my property in 1936, I had 
bought some of the mineral rights for that property, too, and what about them; 
what was the Navy going to do about them; did they need that, too, or could I 
keep them. This Navy man just told me no, that the Navy needed those minerals 
and everything else. Later on, my friend, Mr. Jim Chauvin, and Mrs. Cole, 
from whom I have rented grounds, told me the same thing, that the Navy was 
taking it all. So I did not object any further then, because of what Mr. Jim and 
Mrs. Cole told me, and also because like in the war, you wanted to do things 
right. 

After I lost my property to the Navy, I then went out and hunted around to 
buy another piece with the money I got. However, everything was too high 
priced and the money I got would not buy me another farm. So I went out and 
rented a farm from the bank, and I started paying them rent and farming that. 
After a few years, from that farming I saved up and got enough, and then I went 
and bought another farm a little farther up the bayou. 

That is the only property 1 own now, in addition to my house which is on 4 
acres on the other side of the highway, across from the base, and which the Navy 
said they did not need. I still live in that same house, and I look out at that 
base every day; and I look at what used to be my farm, and it is just sitting out 
there, sort of a lawn or flower place in front of some homes where some officers 
stayed. It is a good ways from where the blimps used to be. 

And now I believe that part of my land has sugarcane growing on it. I have 
been told that the Navy has allowed South Coast to farm there and plant sugar- 
cane. I never have been given that right, although I would like to farm it if I 
could and not pay rent on it, too. 

I have never sold a piece of property in my life. I have just saved up my money 
and bought property, and saved up again to buy this little bit Ihave now. I never 
would have sold my property if it had not been for the Navy and the war. 

I have just been told lately that South Coast Corp., which owned property near 
mine in those days, got its minerals. This was the first I heard of that. I never 
knew it did, and if they got theirs, why can’t we get ours, particularly since I 
told that Navy officer why couldn’t we get it back, then in 1948. That don’t 
seem right. 

I swear to this, that it is all true. 


Witnesses: 





Sworn to and subscribed before me, notary public, at Houma, La., this —— 
day of January 1955. 





Notary Public. 


AFFIDAVIT OF LANDOWNER AND PoLicE JuROR CHAUVIN 


STaTE OF LOUISIANA 
Parish of Terrebonne: 


Before me, the undersigned authority in and for the pee of Terrebonne, 
State of Louisiana, personally came and appeared James E. Chauvin, who being 
by me first duly sworn did depose and say: 

I am 74 years of age, and I have been a businessman all my adult life, and have 
lived in the parish of Terrebonne all that time. I am president of Chauvin Bros., 
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which is in the general merchandising business and located at Chauvin, La., a few 
miles south of Houma. I am also president of Louisiana Packing Co., which 
rocesses, freezes, and packs shrimp for distribution over the entire United States; 
am executive vice president, a director, and a large stockholder in the Terre- 
bonne Bank & Trust Co.; and I also own a good bit of real estate in this parish, 
including the Fox Theater. 

During the war, I served as a police juror for the parish of Terrebonne, and was 
vice president of the police jury. Dr. M. V. Marmonde was president during my 
tenure of office. I was a police juror when the Navy established the blimp base 
here during the war, so I had a double interest in it, firstly, as a private citizen, 
since I and my cousin, Charles, now deceased, owned a piece of real estate there 
(about 44 acres), and also since the parish of Terrebonne, which is governed by 
the policy jury, owned a half interest in the municipal airport, which was swallowed 
up in the blimp base. 

All of us in Houma wanted the Navy to come here in 1942 and 1943. We wel- 
comed the Navy here, and still do. It was the least that any private citizens 
who were at home could do during the war to further the war effort. I know this 
because in my own family there were some very close members who were out in 
the service exposed to the dangers of war. 

We also knew that, aside from generally patriotic motives, we had a direct 
interest in getting the Navy base at Houma because of the casualties and sinkings 
out in the Gulf of Mexico, caused by German submarines. I used to hear the 
ambulances going by, passing on the highway, down to the gulf to get the sur- 
vivors, and I knew that the blimps would at least try to stop that. The gulf is 
just a few miles south of where we are in Houma. 

Although I was patriotic and still am, at the same time, through my long 
experience, I am a businessman. I did not want to give up anything that was 
not necessary, and when the Navy came, I talked to Mr. Deutsche O’Neal, 
who was parish attorney, and asked him whether, while he was looking into the 
matter for the parish, he would let me know what we had to do and what we 
did not have to do. Mr. O’Neal told me during the early part of the negotia- 
tions that what the Navy wanted was very simple—they wanted to just come in, 
take the whole fee of the land, rights-of-way, servitudes, minerals, and all. In 
talking to the other landowners, like Dr. C. Grenes Cole, this fact was confirmed. 
In fact, I remember talking to my friend, Dr. Cole, on one occasion when he 
was complaining a little bit because he had written the Navy asking for his 
mineral rights, and they had told him that he could not have them. Dr. Cole 
had been handling all of the land and mineral interests of the Barrow estate for 
his wife, one of the Barrow girls, and they have land holdings which have been 
in oil areas for years and years, all throughout this parish and Lafourche Parish 
just next door. 

In my ofticial capacity as vice president of the police jury, | was nominated in 
the fall of 1942 as the representative of the police jury to handle some of the 
negotiations with the Navy with respect to the acquisition by the Navy of the 
parish of Terrebonne’s property for the blimp base. I met with Mr. Allen 
Munson, one of the aldermen for the city of Houma and who was also appointed 
by the city to represent their interests in connection with this matter. In the fall 
of 1942, we were first contacted by the Navy, and met with them to discuss the 
proposition. As I have noted elsewhere herein, the parish of Terrebonne wanted 
the Navy to come to Houma to further the war effort, but at the same time did 
not desire to give up any further interest or title than was necessary to get the 
Navy there. I told this to the naval officer who came but whose name I do not 
recall. He advised us that to get the Navy, we had to give up all interest. We 
told him that we did not want to make a profit on our base, and that to show our 
patriotism, the city and parish would offer to give the Navy its lands, or the use 
of the surface of its lands, and just get back the amount of money it had cost, 
even though this was less then the then market value. In fact, about a year later, 
when we finally settled up with the Navy, they even gave us less than our expenses. 
As I recall, our expenses in building the airport were around $73,000, and I believe 
that we received from the Navy around $65,000 or $66,000 for the city’s and 
parish’s 620 acres. 

If we had known during the course of our negotiations that we could have 
reserved some servitudes, or rights-of-ways, or minerals, we would have done so, 
particularly since the Navy let South Coast do it, as we learned only recently, 
many years later. However, 1 had consulted with the president of the police 
jury, Dr. M. V. Marmonce, and our police jury attorney, Mr. Deutsche O’ Neal, 
and reported to them that the Navy wanted the entire fee, and they told me that 
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under those circumstances, we would have to give it, as everybody else was 
granting their fee, and the Navy could probably take it all through the con- 
demnation anyway. Our offer to sell the lanc to the Navy for our cost was 
predicated on the Navy’s advice to us that they needed the entire fee, and nothing 
less would do. 

When the Navy came to me about the price for my property I just went along 
not knowing, as I have now been told, that they were doing something else with 
South Coast. I have just recently learned that South Coast Corp. got its mineral 
rights back. I was never advised of this, and the first I knew of it was when Mr. 
Rault, my family attorney, told me that this is what had happened. Mr. Rault 
has been engaged by me and the city and parish, and the other landowners, in 
view of these things. At that time (1942-43), there was a definite mineral value to 
the property that the city and parish owned (and also to the property my cousin 
and I owned). There had been mineral leases on adjoining properties at about 
that time. As a matter of fact, our parish property, which was a municipal airport, 
was being used by the Texas Oil Co. to base its aeroplanes, which were used in 
extensive mineral operations throughout the Houma area. Of course, I don’t 
know what the minerals were worth then, because I am not a geologist, but I know 
as a businessman that they were worth something, and still are. However, 
because there has never been any drilling on the immediate area of the base, we 
don’t know what they might be worth, if anything. Since the war curtailments 
have been removed, there has been more development in the Houma area in 
general, and that is obviously one of the reasons why we now feel that the matter 
should be looked into. In any event, it is common knowledge that any property 
in south Louisiana, that is, south of a line drawn from Baton Rouge to 
Lake Charles, has mineral possibilities and has always had mineral possibilities 
during the past 40 years. During the war and before the war, there was mineral 
activity in Houma, but at that time the drilling was not to the depths of present 
production (14,000 feet), and also, of course, during the war development more or 
less stopped, or slowed down considerably. 

[ knew that the amount of money the Navy offered me was less than the 
property was worth, but I accepted the amount the Navy tendered because of 
my patriotic feelings, as did most of the other landowners. 

If | had known that South Coast was getting its minerals or that I could have 
gotten mine, I would certainly have insisted upon it at the time (1942-43). It 
was only my lack of knowledge, or you might say the failure of the Navy to tell 
me, that I went along with the deal as it was. 

JAMES E, CHAUVIN. 

Witnesses: 











Sworn to and subscribed before me, notary public, at Houma, La., this day 


of January 1955. 





Notury Public. 





AFFIDAVIT OF LANDOWNER JACCUZZO 


STaTE oF LOUISIANA, 
Parish of Terrebonne: 


Before me, the undersigned authcrity, in and for the parish of Terrebonne, 
State of Louisiana, personally came and appeared Joseph A. Jaccuzzo, who being 
duly sworn did depose and say: 

I am a businessman, and I have been living in the parish of Terrebonne for most 
of my life. I own various business interests, such as the Bijou Theater, some 
rent houses, ete. 

I was in Houma during the war, at which time I owned a small tract of land 
consisting of about 85 acres, which was taken over by the Navy for the blimp base. 
I used to rent this land for sugarcane farming. 

I remember when the Navy man came here that they said, in a meeting that 
I attended with other landowners and with the attorneys for the parish and the 
city, that they wanted to take everything, to clean us out—take the surface, the 
rights-of-ways, servitudes, minerals and all. I remember there was some dis- 
cussion about that at the meeting, which I believe was in early 1943, and I re- 
member that one of the lawyers talked to one of the Navy men, I believe it was 
the parish lawyer, and he wanted to know why the Navy wanted all those other 
things in addition to the surface, and the Navy told him that they had to get it 
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as part of the condemnation. The Navy told us that we would all be protected, 
and would be paid the right amount later on. Since it was the war and all, and 
since this area has been good to me, I did not protest any further, and went along 
with the amount the Navy offered. 

The reason why I discussed the possible reservation of mineral rights is that our 
lands in Terrebonne Parish had always had mineral value or mineral potential. 
I own a good bit of property throughout the parish, and have had mineral leases 
on lots of it for many, many years. In fact, I recall that the very property the 
Navy took away from me for the blimp base had been under a mineral lease about 
30 years ago, because before the Navy would give me my money, they made me 
get some evidence that this lease was no longer in effect. My records show that 
the oil, gas and mineral lease the Navy was referring to and which had been on 
my property was granted by Guisseppe Alesi under date of October 12, 1926, in 
favor of John P. Bech. This was some 17 years before the Navy came to Houma. 

I have just learned recently that the South Coast Corp., one of the other land- 
owners, got all of its mineral rights back. This is the first I heard of that, as I was 
under a contrary impression, that is, that none of the landowners got or could get 
their minerals. This is a surprise to me, and if I had known at the time, back 
during the war, that we could get the minerals, I certainly would have insisted on 
keeping mine. I never would have gone along if I had known that South Coast 
or anyone got theirs, or that I could get mine. 





Witnesses: 








Sworn to and subscribed before me, notary public, at Houma, La., this ener 
day of February 1955. 





Notary Public. 


AFFIDAVIT OF Navy TitLE EXAMINER AND ATTORNEY 


State OF LoviIsIaNa, 
Parish of Terrebonne: 


Before me, the undersigned authority, in and for the parish of Terrebonne, 
State of Louisiana, personally came and appeared Elton A. Darsey who being 
by me duly sworn did depose and say: 

I am an attorney at law, and a resident of Houma, La_ I have been practicing 
law here in the parish of Terrebonne for nearly 20 years. I have been a member 
of the Louisiana State bar for nearly 20 years. I am 47 years of age. 

I recall that during the war, in the winter of 1943, I was requested to assist 
Mr. A. Deutsche O’Neal in the preparation of a title opinion for Lawyers Title 
Insurance Co. and the United States Navy in connection with the condemnation 
of the properties for the establishment of a naval air station. Our instructions 
under the contract with Lawyers Title and Navy were to render a title report 
covering the 1,700-odd acres of the various landowners, and noting in our opinion 
any exceptions or restrictions on an indefeasible title. We were instructed that 
we were to note everything outstanding in our research of the conveyance records, 
that is, any outstanding servitudes, rights-of-way, mineral or royalty rights, 
oil leases, and for that matter, even crop liens. The instructions also were blanket 
orders and applied to every one of the landowners. 

Mr. O’Neal and I collaborated with one another in the preparation of the 
opinions. Fhe work covered a period of several months. 

In addition to performing that work, I was also requested by the United States 
attorney, Mr. Siegfried Christensen, to assist the United States in closing out 
some of the details with the landowners. 

In the summer of 1943, several mouths after I had completed the title reports, 
Mr. Siegfried B. Christensen, the United States attorney, contacted me and 
requested my assistance. Specifically, I was asked to straighten out any diffi- 
culties involving the tracts of R. R. Barrow, Inc., the city of Houma and parish 
of Terrebonne, and Clarence Hertman. 

In line with the instructions I had previously received when I was rendering 
the title opinions, I was again requested to get the necessary stipulations, state- 
ments or other documents necessary to cure the title of these landowners, that is, 
to remove any outstanding reservations or restrictions on an indefeasible title. 
This was made a requirement before the landowners could receive their money. 
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I worked for about 6 months, or until about January 1944, for the United States 
attorney. Among the restrictions or servitudes that I assisted in getting removed 
for the United States attorney was some outstanding royalty interest owned by 
the Barrows covering some of the lands condemned by the United States. At 
the request of Mr. Christensen, United States attorney, I prepared a quitclaim 
for the Barrow heirs and Meraux heirs to quitclaim the mineral royalty, which 
quitclaim deed was signed after it was pointed out to them that no drilling would 
be allowed by the Navy and the Government would not pay for the land until the 
title was cleared. I advised the landowners that they might as well quitclaim 
the royalties, since they would prescribe in 10 years from October 9, 1937, due to 
the fact that the Navy would have possession of the base. Recently, my atten- 
tion has been called to a Louisiana law making an exception to the 10-year pre- 
scription rule in Louisiana, and which renders outstanding mineral or royalty 
rights imprescribable where there are condemnation proceedings instituted by the 
United States. This is Louisiana Revised Statutes of 1950, title 9, section 5806, 
which was passed in 1940 (formerly act 315). I, therefore, now realize that I was 
in error in making the statements in 1943 that the royalties would have prescribed. 
I was not aware of this Louisiana law making an exception to an otherwise blanket 
rule. As noted previously, the reason why the United States instructed me to get 
this quitclaim was because they were outstanding and still valid at that time, that 
is, they were restrictions to what otherwise would have been a fee simple title. 
On this point, I corresponded not only with the Coles, but also with the United 
States attorney. 

I finally concluded the mineral royalty quitclaim matter by having the parties 
execute a quitclaim in favor of the United States and the landowners were paid 
soon after the quitclaim deed was placed of record. 

Exiton A. DarseEy. 

Witnesses: 

Marie MOoRELLO. 
R. A. Bazet, Jr. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me, notary public, at Houma, La., this 5th day 
of February 1955. 
ANNA Rita MORELLO, 
Notary Public. 


AFFIDAVIT OF LovISIANA MINERAL CONSERVATION DEPARTMENT, HouMA 
MANAGER 
STaTE OF LOUISIANA, 
Parish of Terrebonne: 


Before me, the undersigned authority in and for the parish of Terrebonne, State 
of Louisiana, personally came and appeared Randolph H. Parro who, being by 
me duly sworn, did depose and say: 

I am manager of the Houma district of the Department of Conservation for the 
State of Louisiana. 

I have been with the minerals division of this department since 1940, and have 
been its manager for the past 10 years. I am a registered professional engineer, 
license No. 2716. I am 44 years of age, a lifelong resident of south Louisiana, 
and have been employed in the oil industry since 1936. 

The attached schedule A shows permits issued by this office for wells drilled in 
the area shown. Wells showing serial numbers have files in this office. Wells 
having no serial numbers are taken from maps of this office. 

Listed below in alphabetical order are some of the fields discovered in Terre- 
— pe Parish, La., prior to 1940, as shown by Louisiana Geological Survey 

eview: 


EE: Rennes) ee see ST 1937 
a Eee NS eS Dae Se IL 1935 
oC See 30001 tame Mared..........<........ 1929 
SE eee 1006 | Lake Pelte.. 2 1929 
| SER ee eae SO SSIES SR a ee 1937 
CS aes 1935 | South Houma________________- 1938 


Terrebonne Parish produced in 1941 a total of 4,968,214 barrels of oil and 
13,487,674,000 cubic feet of natural gas. 

The oil industry in 1940 in Terrebonne Parish was moving ahead ata very rapid 
rate. There was much drilling activity in proven fields and many wildcat prospects 
being drilled. 
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Located in the city of Houma were officers of many oil companies, of geo- 
physical crews operating in the area, as well as other operations pertaining to the 
oil industry and its activity. 

From my firsthand contact with the people of Terrebonne Parish, La., and from 
my 18 years of active oil industry pursuits, 14 of which have been in Houma, La., 
I can state that I am ¢ertain that the average man, be he a farmer, a businessman, 
or ah employee in this Houma séction, knew prior to 1940 that this area had 
vast mineral wealth and a very large potential mineral future. 

I am familiar with the location of the Houma Naval Air Station (blimp base) 
just outside of Houma. I have been there many times. It is my opinion that in 
1942 and 1943, even though these lands were then (and still are) undeveloped 
they had a prospective mineral value. 

RanpoteH H. Parro, 
Manager, Department of Conservation 


a Minerals Division, Houma, La. 
Witnesses: 








Sworn to and subscribed before me, notary public, at Houma, La., this 
day of , 1955. 








Notary Public. 


STATEMENT OF Davip W. Pipes, Jr., Former Navy APPRAISER, IN SUPPORT OF 
H. R. 5625 


My name is David W. Piper, Jr. I am 68 years of age, and during most of 
my business life have been actively engaged in the sugar-planting and sugarcane 
business. I have been a resident of Terrebonne Parish, La., for the last 40 years, 
residing in Houma. 

In the late summer of 1942, I was appointed by the Navy, along with Mr. 
Farquard P. Guidry, to act as appraiser to determine the value of the lands, 
crops, houses, and surface improvements to be taken for the establishment of the 
naval airbase. 

We were sent a list of instructions by the Navy, copy of which I attach. We 
received no instructions whatsoever to appraise or value the mineral rights and 
did not value those mineral rights. 

I also attach hereto photostats of our file copy of the original appraisals, as 
follows: 

(1) Joseph Jaccuzzo, October 10, 1942. 

(2) Clarence Hartman, October 20, 1942. 

(3) City of Houma and parish of Terrebonne, October 24, 1942. 

(4) James E. and Charles L. Chauvin, November 7, 1942. 

(5) R. R. Barrow, Inc., November 14, 1942. 

(6) South Coast Corp., November 24, 1942. 

In our reports on four cf the landowners, in accordance with out Navy instruc- 
tions, we made no reference to the mineral rights and did not appraise them. 
On two of the reports we noted a specific exclusion of mineral rights from the 
appraisals. On the Barrow lands, after noting that in the title there were some 
outstanding royalties created on October 9, 1937, we made the following 
statement: 

‘‘NotE.—We, as appraisers, are at a loss to know whether or not the above- 
recited mineral-royalty interest should be appraised and valued, since the payment 
of any royalty seems to be dependent upon actual production of some mineral or 
minerals. It occurs to us that if and when the property is taken over by the 
Government, unless some reservation be made by the vendor, the payment of 
royalty would depend upon whether the Government, either on its own initiative 
or through its lessee, would exploit the same and actually produce iminerals 
therefrom. 

‘“As long as the owner, who has exclusive control over the development and the 
granting of mineral leases, refrains from doing so, and without which there can be 
no production, we cannot at this time foresee any benefits to be derived by the 
grantees under said deed. However, should it be deemed that the land has 
potential mineral value and there might be a possibility of its being developed for 
mineral purposes, we stand ready and willing to make an appraisement and valua- 
tion of the mineral-royalty interests above referred to.” 
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Again, in our South Coast report we made a similar statement, as follows: 

‘“We have made no attempt to appraise and value the land from the standpoint 
of its mineral value. It is our understanding that it is not subject to any mineral 
lease or leases, nor are any minerals of any kind being produced therefrom. We 
have been informed, however, that a reservation of mineral rights is contemplated 


in such form as to be acceptable to the South Coast Corp. and the Navy 
Department.’ 


I repeat that we were not instructed by the Navy to appraise the mineral rights; 
I did not appraise the mineral rights or royalties under any of the properties and, 
as a matter of fact, did not feel qualified to make an appraisal of the minerals 
personally since neither I nor Mr. Guidry were trained or qualified in that line. 

I do know that all the landowners wanted to retain their mineral rights. I 
heard this statement made at a number of meetings. However, I had nothing 
to do with mineral rights. As Mr. Guidry and I understood our instructions, we 
were to appraise the lands, its buildings and improvements and not the minerals. 
I kept a diary, and there are a number of notations in my diary to that effect. 

Generally speaking, all of the lands that were condemned were of the same 
surface character, that is, high lands for use in cultivat ing sugareane crops. I did 
not know that South Coast had got its minerals back until the attorney for some 
of the landowners, Mr. Joseph M. Rault, Jr., told me last year—in 1954. 

I think it is very unfair that South Coast should get its minerals back and the 
others should not. 

Mr. Wiuuis. Thank you very much for your patience, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Mr. Pricer. Thank you, Mr. Willis. 

Thank you, Lieutenant Hillvard. 

The committee is adjourned until 2:30 this afternoon. 

(Whereupon, at 12:25 p. m., the committee adjourned until 2:30 
p. m.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


Mr. Price. The committee will come to order. We had completed, 
I think, the testimony from the proponents. 

Mr. Wiuuis. Except that the mayor of Houma is here and he 
would like 5 minutes, if you don’t mind. 

Mr. Price. We would be glad to hear from him. 

Mr. Wiis. In addition, he was voted the mayor .of Louisiana 
last year by the newspapers. 

Mr. Price. Do you have a prepared statement? 

Mr. Gary. My name is Leon Gary. In 1943 and 1942, as a citizen, 
I was coordinator of civil defense and also at that time when the naval 
activation took place, I was president of the Rotary Club. I was 
interested in what was going on. What happened was the Navy 
came down and to our thorough knowledge stated this base had to be 
established and established in a hurry and for the Navy to cooperate 
and have the land occupied and begin construction and evervone 
would be treated equally and alike, which was recited over and over. 

We feel when we found out last year, we had gone along on good 
faith. We found out last year everyone had not been treated equally 
and alike. We had the normal reaction of wanting the same treat- 
ment. 

A lot has been said about the fact the South Coast deed has been 
recorded. I am a layman. 

However, from the time we went into the clerk’s court office he 
would find the South Coast Corp. has more listings in the index than 
any other company in the parish or any other landowner. The fact 
it was recorded means you would have six recordations of the same 
type of decree. To find the revestment you would have to know 
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first what you are looking for and then find the page and the para- 
graph which made that decree different from the others. 

Of course, we in Louisiana, and in the Deep South, deal a whole lot 
on faith and it is not normal to have an agreement with a person and 
then go back and check the records to see if they have lived up to the 
agreement. 

We are here today to ask what should have been done then should 
be done now. 

Mr. Price. Does that complete your statement? 

Mr. Gary. Yes. 

Mr. Price. Any questions? 

Mr. Cole? 

Mr. Cote. Just one. 

I can understand how the private owners such as Dr. Cole and 
private individuals may have been lulled into a sense of false security 
by the Navy representation that they all would be treated fairly and 
equitably and therefore, it was not necessary for them to engage 
counsel. But I do not understand why the city of which you are 
mayor did not have its counsel see that the city’s interests in this 
property were properly protected. 

Mr. Gary. Unfortunately the local counsel misinformed through 
error. They stated the minerals could not be retained and the pro- 
scription would take place anyhow and then pleaded on patriotism 
the city was acting as a leader to get this through. 

Mr. Cote. But the South Coast people were also told their prop- 
erties were going to be taken? 

Mr. Gary. That is right. 

Mr. Coie. And yet their counsel resisted that successfully? 

Mr. Gary. I could answer that. I don’t. want to digress, we were 
aware of the need of that station. Our hospitals would be over- 
crowded with the burned victims of these ships. Our fishermen would 
come in and report there were sinkings the night before. The FBI 
had a strong, force finding where this fleet was being supplied. The 
Coast Guard had one ship which flew all the daylight hours. 

The city and the parish actually joined with Lieutenant Com- 
mander Hillyard at that time in saying, don’t delay. When the city 
was informed they had to let it go, that was all right. We let it go. 
But when we found out we went along with the supposition that was 
the condition. Now, we find out today that was not the condition. 

Mr. Coxe. How far was this site from the city limits? 

Mr. Gary. The nearest would be about 24% miles. About 4 miles 
from center to center. From this map the city would be approxi- 
mately the same scale in this area. 

Mr. Coxe. You have indicated informally in the record this morn- 
ing, and now that you are on the stand you can do it directly: What 
would be your position with respect to the city receiving back the 
property from the Navy Department in return for the price which 
the Navy paid? 

Mr. Gary. In 1948 the city and the parish leased from the Navy 
the total installation, operated for 5 years, and then the lease expired 
and there was a $2.5 million appropriation by Congress to the Air 
Force, which the Air Force wanted to reactivate as a jet base. 

So it worked out. The lease expired, we moved the tenants out. 
The engineering firm completed the plans for the Air Force installation. 
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We had such companies as Texas Co. and United Gas on the base 
and notified them they had to move as of expiration. 

The Air Force did not acquire the base. About a year and a half 
ago the lease was submitted to the city of Houma to again take over 
that lease and operate it as a standby. 

We signed the lease, and have heard nothing further. 

If the land were made available, we would certainly buy it back. 

Mr. Coue. There is no doubt that, as far as you are concerned, 
the city would be willing to receive reconveyance of the property and 
reimburse the Navy for what the Navy paid the city? 

Mr. Gary. Yes. 

I might say no one wanted to sell those lands. 

Mr. Coxe. Pardon? 

Mr. Gary. No one who owned land there wanted to sell it. The 
city and parish had just voted a $270,000 bond issue to build an 
airport on the very land taken over. We were developing the land 
or holding on to it. 

Mr. Coe. If you have your choice of either receiving the mineral 
rights from the Federal Government or receiving the entire property, 
including the mineral rights upon repayment of the original cost, 
which would you prefer? 

Mr. Gary. We would prefer full title. 

Mr. Pricer. Are there any further questions of the mayor? If not, 
you may stand aside. 

Mr. Price. Congressman Willis, does that complete your case? 

Mr. Wiuuis. Yes. Except I might say in one of the affidavits [ 
offered this morning the counsel or lawyer for the parish of Terrebonne 
in his affidavit states as lawyer for the parish he yields in the discus- 
sion on the mineral rights on the ground it was represented the 
Government wanted to hold it in fee simple. 

Mr. Cote. The parish of Terrebonne is the part owner of the land, 
too? 

Mr. Gary. Yes. 

Mr. Bray. Are the records to which Mr. Hébert referred this 
morning in the record? 

Mr. Hépert. I don’t know. 

Mr. Bray. Those matters you referred to this morning, in ques- 
tioning, which you were going to put in the record—are those in the 
record? . 

Mr. Hésert. No; 1 will put them in the record when the Secretary 
is on the stand. I want to question the Secretary about them. 

Mr. Wiuuis. Thank you, very much. 

Mr. Price. Will the Secretary come around? 

Secretary Foaier. Mr. Chairman, I am happy to be here to repre- 
sent the views of the Department of Defense. 

I am appearing this afternoon to present the views of the Depart- 
ment of Defense on H. R. 5625, a bill to authorize the revestment of 
certain interests in land at the United States Naval Air Station, 
Houma, La. 

In January 1943, the Navy condemned 1,743 acres of land for the 
United States Naval Air Station, Houma, La. All the owners were 
paid compensation in amounts agreed to by them. Under the final 
judgments in the proceedings, the full fee was taken in all 1,743 acres 
except 645 owned by the South Coast Corp. where the mineral rights 
were reserved to the corporation subject to certain conditions. 
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H. R. 5625 would direct the return of the mineral rights in the 
remaining 1,098 acres to their former owners, including the city of 
Houma and Terrebonne Paris, F. Barrow Cole and three other pri- 
vate owners. 

The Department of Defense is opposed to this bill. On the basis 
of our investigation and understanding of the facts, we see no reason 
to treat these owners differently from many others whose mineral 
rights were taken by the Government during the war. 

Special consideration for these former owners is urged on the 
ground that they consented to the relinquishment of the mineral 
rights on the basis of representations made by the naval officer who 
negotiated with them, not knowing that another landowner, the South 
Coast Corp., was permitted to retain its mineral rights. 

The evidence on the question is conflicting. On the one hand, the 
owners have submitted affidavits in support of their contentions. 
The Navy’s files do include a 1942 letter from one of them and that 
is Dr. Cole, requesting retention of the minerals. 

On the other hand, the Navy’s files include first, statements by the 
naval officer who conducted the negotiations, Lt. Comdr. J. L. Wine- 
brinier, to the effect that the matter of mineral rights did not come 
up during negotiations with these owners and second, a letter written 
on behalf of the city of Houma and Terribonne Parish offering to 
convey their property at cost but making no request for reservation 
of mineral rights. 

Since 1943 the records of the resident officer in charge of construc- 
tion at Houma have been destroyed by fire I understand in March 
1952, and Lieutenant Commander Winebrinier has died. It is now 
impossible to reconstruct the entire substance of the oral negotiations 
with the different owners. After this length of time, we feel that 
the transactions should be considered closed. 

In any event, there is nothing to indicate that any statements that 
may have been made by Lieutenant Commander Winebrinier to the 
effect that the Navy needed the full fee were not wholly correct when 
made. 

On October 26, 1942, and again on December 28, 1942, the Secretary 
of the Navy approved the filing of a condemnation proceeding for 
the taking of the full fee. The condemnation petition filed on January 
5, 1943, declared that the Secretary of the Navy deemed it necessary 
to acquire the full fee. It would therefore have been manifestly 
improper for Lieutenant Commander Winebrinier to make any state- 
ment to the contrary unless authorized to do so by higher Navy 
authority. 

Lieutenant Commander Winebrinier made 1 or 2 preliminary 
visits to Houma, La., to discuss the taking of their property with the 
landowners. Shortly before January 23, 1943, he went to Houma 
again to discuss a settlement with them. According to his statement 
in the files, the question of mineral rights was not brought up during 
these negotiations by any of the owners except the South Coast Corp. 

Accordingly, Lieutenant Commander Winebrinier was able to 
reach agreement with all the owners except South Coast Corp. on the 
basis of taking the full fee in their lands and he procured signed stipu- 
lations of settlement from all such owners on that basis on January 29 
and 30, 1943. 

However, he found South Coast more persistent and demanding 
and he was unable to reach agreement with them on the same basis. 
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Navy files show that on January 23, 1943, Lieutenant Commander 
Winebrinier discussed the question of excluding mineral rights with 
the Bureau of Yards and Docks and, on January 25, was authorized 
to negotiate with the owners on the basis of excluding the mineral 
nights. 

After prolonged negotiations, agreement was finally reached on that 
basis with the South Coast Corp. We believe that the differences in 
the final results in this case were only such as might be expected when 
negotiations are carried on for different parcels with different land- 
owners for different periods of time. 

We believe these owners were paid full and fair compensation in an 
amount voluntarily agreed to by them with full understanding on 
their part at the time that their minerals were being taken and that 
the amount covered the entire fee including the mineral rights. 

Eleven years later, it is now no longer possible to restore exactly 
what was taken from them 

I would just like to make two brief comments in addition to the 
statement. 

One, there is a decided difference between the figures which have 
been presented on behalf of the property owners as to the amount paid 
them, and the Navy records. 

I am not able—in fact, I think it is not wise to put the amounts in 
the record at the present time until w+ find why we are so far apart. 

I think it is because the attorneys for the owners did not consider 
the amounts given by the appraisers to cover not only land but crops 
or any buildings on the land. It did cover that, and in accordance 
with our records we paid in almost all instances very close and in one 
instance exactly the amount of the appraisers’ recommendations. 

One other fact is this: I think it is very important we give con- 
sideration to what was the actual value of this land at the time it was 
acquired. It is interesting to note that all of the landowners who are 
here represented sold to the parish of Terrebonne and to the city of 
Houma, within a period of 2 years previous to this transaction, land 
at $100 an acre. And that land I assume included the mineral 
rights. 

Mr. James E. Chauvin and Charles L. Chauvin sold to the city of 
Houma and parish of Terrebonne on January 9, 1942, 20.15 acres 
for $2,015. 

Jennie T. Barrow, widow of Robert Rufus Barrow, Irene F. Barrow, 
Hallette Barrow Cole, Mrs. Jennie Barrow, wife of Harris Dawson 
and R. R. Barrow, Inc. , sold on December 8, 1941, to the parish of 
Terrebonne and city of Houma 390.27 acres of land contingent to 
land described for $34,444.20 and transfer of 27.77 acres 

On February 10, 1942, Joseph Jacuzzo sold to the parish of Terre- 
bonne and the city of Houma 13.95 acres for $1,395. 

On June 2, 1942, Mr. Hartman and his wife sold to the parish of 
Terrebonne and the city of Houma 10.40 acres for $1,040. 

I think that covers all of the individuals but it seemed to me it 
gives a rather clear indication that the value of land at that time was 
approximately $100 an acre, including the mineral rights. 

Mr. Pricr. Mr. Secretary, as I understand this case, this matter, 
it does not seem so much a complaint on the fair value of the land—— 
Secretary Focier. Value of the land including mineral rights. 
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Mr. Price. But the contention is that there was a discriminatory 
action on the part of the Navy on excluding mineral rights, in the case 
of one as against other land owners. 

Secretary Focier. Another point I would like to make is this. 

Included in the purchase price for the property of the South Coast 
Co., were aviation easements for 537 acres which have value, and as 
far as I have been able to determine, there were no aviation easement 
rights in the other properties. 

Mr. Price. Your statement shows on January 23, 1943, Com- 
mander Winebrinier discussed the question of excluding mineral 
rights with the Bureau of Yards and Docks and, on January 25, was 
authorized to negotiate with the owners on the basis of excluding the 
mineral rights. 

Secretary Fogler. That is the owners of the South Coast properties. 

Mr. Price. Only the South Coast people? 

Secretary Foaier. Yes. 

Mr. Pricr. Do you know why he did not negotiate with the 
owners of the other properties, since he was authorized to change the 
position of the Department on the matter of exclusion of mineral rights? 

Secretary Foeier. I can only assume, because I do not think the 
Navy records have the complete information. My assumption is— 
and this is only an assumption—he found he could not acquire the 
properties from South Coast without having the mineral rights remain 
with them, that he called the Bureau of Yards and Docks to see what 
to do next and he was told if that was the best he could do to negotiate 
with them on that basis. 

Mr. Price. Having stipulated in all conferences with all landowners 
over a period of time that the Government would take over the 
mineral rights, and everyone seemed to understand that, then having 
been forced in the position by the South Coast people to change that 
approach, why would it not in fairness be required of him to go back 
to all the landowners instead of just one? 

Secretary Foeier. I just wonder, Mr. Chairman, if Commander 
Winebrinier had signed agreements with the property owners with the 
mineral rights at different prices and he went back and paid them 
higher prices what some committee of Congress like this would think 
of his protection of the Government’s interests. 

Mr. Price. There is no denial of that. The property owners do 
not deny that that is the fact. But they contend that they were led 
to believe that it was their patriotic duty to cooperate with the De- 
partment in time of war and that no one was going to retain these 
mineral rights. 

And their contention is now 15 or 20 years later they find out that 
agreement was never lived up to, particularly in the case of the South 
Coast Co. 

Secretary Focier. Well, I think this, Mr. Chairman, that these 
people are to be commended and the parish and the community are 
to be commended for having been patriotic, but I see no reason why a 
small group of people during a period of time when there are hundreds 
of thousands of people giving up a great many rights and being 
patriotic should be given special consideration. 

Mr. Price. But you see now how they feel an injustice has been 
done them. 

Secretary Foc.ier. I can see—I am not sure I can see that, because 
if I had failed as a representative, as Mr. Cole did, who was not only 
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representing his own property but other people’s as well, if I had failed 
to employ an attorney to protect my rights and if the attorney of 
the city and the parish did not look into the possibilities 

Mr. Price. Legally you are absolutely right, 100 percent right, 
except these people feel they were dealing with their own Government 
and they were asked to do something for their Government in time 
of war, to give up the property and sell it. 

They were not fighting with their Government. They were offering 
cooperation and they were assured there was not going to be any 
concessions to any individual groups, and that the mineral rights were 
to be taken by the Government, and taken from all, not from just some 
groups. 

They all seemed to understand that, and made no complaint, until 
years later they find that one company got special treatment, they 
feel. 

Mr. Cunntncuam. Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Price. Mr. Cunningham? 

Mr. Cunnineuam. Apparently, Mr. Secretary, if these five other 
people, aside from the South Coast Co., had been no more interested 
in their Government than the South Coast was, they probably would 
have gotten their mineral rights reserved. 

And I think that appears from your own statement taken out of 
the files. 

May I ask you one other question? 

You have no personal knowledge except what is gleaned from the 
files of the Department? 

Secretary Fociter. Mr. Chairman, none whatever. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Lankford? 

Mr. LANKForD. You say here the question of mineral rights was 
not brought up around January 23, when Mr. Winebrinier was down 
there negotiating. 

And then you say that on January 25 he was authorized to negotiate 
with the owners—plural—on the basis of excluding mineral rights. 

And yet on questioning you said that applied only to the South 
Coast Corp. Is that right? 

Secretary Foaier. That is right. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Why was it made applicable only to the South 
Coast Corp., when you had a letter in your files stating on behalf of 
R. R. Barrow, Inc., and the legal heirs of Mary P. Tennant, I am 
requesting that they be permitted to retain these mineral rights on 
any acreage sold or transferred to the United States Navy or its duly 
authorized agency. 

There was direct request they be allowed to retain their mineral 
rights, and yet Winebrinier was authorized to negotiate only with 
South Coast Corp. 

Why was that? 

Secretary Focier. South Coast was the only owner who had 
requested him to do that? 

Mr. Lanxrorp. No, sir; here is a letter of September 1942. 

Secretary Focier. That letter was not sent to Lieutenant Com- 
mander Winebrinier. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. No, sir. It was forwarded through channels to 
BuDocks. 

Secretary Focier. It probably was. We have no record of that 
etter. 
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Mr. Hésert. You only have records of what you want to prove 
your case. Is that a fact, Mr. Secretary? 

Secretary Focier. No, it is not a fact. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Secretary, I do not in any way deny the statements 
you have made are factual as to law, but here is a matter that I do 
want to call to your attention: The sovereign should at least be 
chargeable to the same degree of fairness and equity in its dealings 
with its subjects as individuals are charged. I believe we both admit 
that, don’t we? 

Secretary Focuer. I do. 

Mr. Bray. I happen to know some of the deals that were pulled in 
the war, perhaps on the grounds of patriotism, though it all happened 
when I was away in the service. But it happened close to my home, 
and a party who was a dear friend of mine had a part in these negotia- 
tions. He went down waving the flag where practically all members 
of the family were soldiers, in one branch or another, and made an 
issue of it on the ground they should help their country, and they did, 
and they sold about 30 percent less than what the people around them 
sold. I never said anything about it, but I have always deeply 
resented the Government taking advantage of patriotism to get an 
advantage from this person that they do not get from another. 

Here you say he had no special obligation. He went in there, 
plainly on the law of the jungle, and drove a hard bargain with these 
people. We know it was a hard bargain because they did not get 
near as good treatment as the corporation. The Government itself 
gave the corporation far too much or these people far too little. 

We are getting away somewhat from the law of the jungle in private 
business, and I think the Government should do the same thing. 

Shortly before I went to Congress a pipeline company came through 
our town and tried to get a right-of-way for a pipeline. They went 
to a client of mine and we told them we didn’t care what we got so 
long as it was as much as other people got. They said that would be 
done. We negotiated on a price. We didn’t have them tied down 
to an ironbound contract that they were not to pay anyone else more. 
We did negotiate with them. My client got the check. They said 
it was pretty fair, although they did not want to part with the land. 

A few months later the firm came back with a substantial amount 
of money, made out to my client. I said what was that. He said, 
“We told you we would be as fair with your client as other people. 
We had to give one of the landowners more than we gave him, and we 
want to be fair with you and have brought that to you.”’ 

That is an example of the dealings we have in private industry today. 
And I cannot see why the Government cannot be as fair. 

They drove a hard bargain with these people in comparison ith 
the others. I think we should get away from that practice of coming 
in and taking something from somebody, under the guise of patriotism 
and the other guy does not wave the flag. That is putting it in a 
rough way, but I think these people ought to be treated just as well as 
a corporation, which apparently is much more selfish and ruthless in 
their attitude to the Government then these people. 

Secretary Focter. May I ask you the same question I think 
Congressman Cunningham asked this morning? Do you mean to 
infer from that in these negotiations for a large area of land perhaps 
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with any number of owners that you should always pay the same price 
for each acre that you purchase? 

Mr. Bray. Now, I would not say that, although apparently this 
gas company which I was speaking about apparently did do that. 
You cannot say any 60 acres is worth as much as any others. But 
when you come to mineral rights, which the Government did not need 
here, as something you gave to some and kept from others, and that 
is not the proper attitude of the sovereign to the people. Perhaps I 
have a newfangled idea, but I cannot countenance it. 

Secretary Focier. I think you overlooked the fact that the Secre- 
tary of the Navy instructed the negotiator to acquire the property in 
full fee. That was his basic instruction. When he found, having 
acquired the property, except that which was owned by the South 
Coast Corp., he was not able to do that, he called the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks, in which is located the real-estate department of 
the Navy, to see what to do. And, as has been brought out by the 
owners of the property, this was an emergency period and again | 
have to make an assumption, because I don’t know. My assumption 
is that in order to get the property, he was told to make the best 
deal he could with South Coast Corp. 

Mr. Bray. You mean when one didn’t fall for the patriotic idea, 
then pay them more? 

Secretary FoaLter. But I would like to say another thing. I think 
the records show $100 per acre, the approximate price paid for the 
other property, was the going price, including the mineral rights. 

Mr. Bray. Then you shouldn’t have paid the extra. You should 
have gone to law. 

Secretary Foacuer. I think we made a fair and equitable deal with 
the other owners. 

Mr. Bray. I don’t think it is asking too much of our Government 
to make a fair deal with all people. 

Secretary Foeuer. I think we should be fair with the people. 

Mr. Cunninacuam. I think you misunderstood my question. 

Secretary Foaier. Possibly it was not your question. 

Mr. CunntrnacHam. My question was: Do you feel an arm of the 
Government, such as the Navy, should deal any differently with 
individuals, and an individual or a private corporation in negotiating? 
To my surprise, the answer of counsel was there should be no differ- 
ence; yet in this case apparently there is justification for a different 
kind of treatment from the Government than would be forthcoming 
from a private corporation. 

Secretary Foaier. I think that would be hard to justify in con- 
nection with the purchase of property by a private corporation, some- 
thing that I have had much more to do with than I have with the 
purchase of property by Government. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. I think I understood you to say the Navy did not 
have any request for reservation of mineral rights. 

Secretary Foater. I did not mean to say that, if I did. 

Mr. Lankrorp. You say in your statement the Navy files do 
include a 1942 letter, one of them requesting the retention of the 
minerals. Yet what I cannot get in my head, after that request had 
been made in 1942, and Lieutenant Commander Winebrinier was 
authorized to negotiate with the owners—and that is what your 
statement says, on the basis of excluding mineral rights, why, that 
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authorizaiion was restricted solely to South Coast Co. That is 
the one thing I am trying to find out. 

Secretary athe It is my understanding he had completed his 
re «ig ee with the owners of the other property. 

r. LanKForpD. According to your statement, sir, the stipulations 
of settlement were signed on 29 and 30 January, which was a week 
_ he called up and discussed the question of excluding mineral 
rights. 

Secretary Foaier. The negotiations could have been completed 
before the signing of the stipulations. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Don’t you think, in view of this letter requesting 
the retention of the mineral rights, it would have been the fair and 
equitable and perhaps morally right thing to do, when he received 
authorization, to discuss it with one of the owners, to discuss it with 
the other owners who had previously made such a request? 

Secretary Focier. I think when we consider the instructions under 
which he was operating from the Secretary of the Navy, until he 
found he could not, probable quickly, could not get such agreements 
with the South Coast Co., he then came back for further instructions. 
His basic instructions, when he started the negotiations were that the 
property was to be obtained in fee simple. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. In other words, his request then from one of the 
owners of the land was entirely ignored, and, as I understand it, he 
never even got an answer to it. 

Secretary Foaier. As I understand it, that is correct. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. He did not even answer the letter. But it was all 
right to go ahead and negotiate on that basis with South Coast. 
That to me I don’t understand. 

Secretary Focier. We have in the files a statement from Com- 
mander Winebrinier in connection with that. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. You have this letter in the file? 

Secretary Fociter. Whether he had it or not, I don’t know. 

Mr. LANKForD. It is in the files, though, is it not? 

Secretary Focuier. Yes. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Secretary, touching on the point brought up by 
Mr. Lankford, and also your statement, you say the evidence on the 
question is conflicting. I certainly agree with you. The evidence we 
have had here is conflicting. In fact, there is a faint scent of double- 
dealing here some place. Because in your statement you say the Navy 
had received a report from Lieutenant Commander Winebrinier, 
discussing the question of excluding mineral rights, January 23, 1943, 
and a couple of days later he received an authorization from the 
Bureau of Yards and Docks to negotiate with the owners—in the 
plural—on the basis of excluding the mineral rights. 

You seem to have the impression, at least I have so gathered from 
one reply you gave. to another question, that all of the other cases 
were wrapped up at that time and that they were now only dealing 
with the South Coast Co. I don’t think that follows the testimony 
which we have received. It may be so, but I don’t think so. 

For instance, one of the other landowners who testified here this 
morning told of a meeting with Commander Winebrinier in January 
1943, at the time he was writing back to the Bureau of Yards and 
Docks for further authority, and so forth, and after the legal proceed- 
ings had been commenced—not completed but commenced—he 
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mentioned there were a number of parties present, including Lieu- 
tenant Hillyard, who preceded Lieutenant Commander Winebrinier 
in the job of construction officer. 

And Mr. Hillyard testified this morning. He was a representative 
at that time of the Navy. Hesat in this meeting with the landowners 
and the city and parish officials and at that meeting Commander 
Winebrinier repeated again that the Navy was taking all the property 
interest and that there could be no restrictions, mineral reservations 
or other outstanding interests in the title. 

The Navy advised all the interests of the landowners would be com- 
pletely and fully protected. That was at the time he was in contact 
with the Bureau of Yards and Docks. It could not be other than a 
few days. If he had authority to talk to the owners, why did he not 
go to all owners, instead of just South Coast? 

Secretary Focuer. I assume while the meeting occurred he was still 
under the basic instructions to acquire title to all of the property. 

Mr. Price. Yes; it could be true, but he knew that all were inter- 
ested in the same ’ thing. He knew they were all interested in the 
mineral rights. 

Secretary Foaciter. But I assume as negotiators representing the 
Government, he was anxious to pay only the fair going price which I 
think was paid. 

Mr. Price. But he as a representative of the Navy gave assurance 
to all that their interests would be fully and completely protected. 
Do you think they were fully and completely protected in such a case, 
if such a case did occur? 

Secretary Foacuer. I think so; yes. 

Mr. Price. How could they be? 

Secretary Foaier. I think when two people have met across the 
table and agreed to the price for a piece of property, and the price is 
the going price, as established by the city and parish, shortly previous 
to this 

Mr. Price. What you say is true, except you had a representative 
of the Government of the United States, Department of the Navy, 
who excluded the mineral rights from all dealings and put everything 
on a patriotic basis, so that everyone at least except the South Coast 
people thought they were talking about the price of the property, and 
the mineral rights were not involved, because the Navy was going to 
take full tithe—when that policy changed, I think it was incumbent 
upon him to advise all interested parties that the Navy had made a 
change in their policy, don’t you think so? 

Secretary Foaier. I would not agree; no. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Bennett? 

Mr. Bennett. I understood you to say a moment ago the reason 
you dealt differently with the South Coast Corp., or rather, the 
Navy dealt differently, was they could not acquire the property 
without further negotiations. 

That leaves me in the position where I would like to ask another 
question and that is, how do you rationalize that or conform in con- 
nection with what was said this morning, when it was said the con- 
demnation which took place in this proceeding was the type of 
condemnation made by the Government where the original taking 
was on the filing of the Federal papers rather than on the finding of 
a jury as to an amount? 
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Secretary Focuer. I would like to have this answered by the legal 
representative, Mr. vom Baur, General Counsel of the Navy. 

Mr. vom Baur. I am not an expert in these condemnation cases 
but as I understand it there are two types of judgment entered in a 
case of this character. 

First, there is a declaration of taking, which has the legal effect of 
assing title to the property and judgment is then entered which 
egally confirms the passing of the title. 

Secondly, the question of compensation comes up and that is 
settled either through a stipulation as in this case or by the taking 
of evidence, and a judgment as to amount. So you have two judg- 
ments, first a judgment as to passing of title of land and second a 
judgment as to fixing of the amount of compensation. 

Mr. Bennett. Is it true all the judgments both as to South Coast 
property and the other people involved in this case were the type of 
condemnation where the taking took place as on the first announce- 
ment by the Government? 

Mr. vom Baur. Yes. There was a single condemnation proceed- 
ing involving all these parties in a single suit and there was a single 
declaration filed which took the entire fee for all of them at that time. 

Mr. Bennett. How did the South Coast Corp. find itself in a 
position to wring out of the Navy any special consideration? 

Mr. vom Baur. It will take me a minute. 

There was first a single declaration of taking filed in a single lawsuit 
to condemn the one-thousand-seven-hundred-odd acres of land and 
as a result of that there was a judgment entered judicially decreeing 
the transfer of this entire 1,700 acres of land. 

This was in January 1943. Then this trouble with South Coast 
arose. The basic problem was this: The other landowners were agree- 
able to sell the mineral rights as part of their fee. It was not agree- 
able to the South Coast people because they felt their mineral rights 
were worth a very good deal. As a result those negotiations were 
entered with the South Coast people and as a result a stipulation was 
entered with the South Coast people filed, I believe, September 28, 
1943, and there was a judgment filed on a stipulation which has the 
legal effect of transferring back to South Coast the mineral rights, 
thereby amending the original judgment, entered in January. 

Mr. Price. Could you give us the date of the judgment on the 
other five? 

Mr. vom Baur. Yes, I can and I am glad you asked that question, 
Mr. Chairman, because the South Coast judgment was one of the 
first that was entered. 

According to the statement on page 15 of the plaintiff’s claim, if | 
may use the phrase “the plaintiff’? here, the dates of the stipulation 
and the dates of the judgment with regard to the compensation phase 
of this were entered as follows: 

The South Coast Corp. stipulation was dated and entered, I believe, 
on September 28, 1943, and the judgment was entered on September 
30, 1954, just 2 days later. 

The South Coast stipulation and judgment which fully disclosed 
all these facts was the first of these stipulations and judgments entered 
except for one earlier one of James Chavin and Charles L. Chavin. 

The South Coast judgment and stipulation disclosing all these 
facts perfectly clearly, provides for reservation of mineral rights—— 
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Mr. Hépert. It was not that simple and don’t leave the com- 
mittee with that kind of impression. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Cunningham wants to ask a question. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. I hold in my hand a photostatic copy of the 
judgment and decree of South Coast Co., handed up earlier today. 
It said, “filed January 5, 1943.’”’ You say September 1942. 

Mr. vom Baur. Could I explain that, sir? 

Mr. CunNINGHAM. Yes. 

Mr. vom Baur. As I tried to explain earlier, Mr. Cunningham, 
there were two judgments entered in this case. As happens, I think, 
in every condemnation case, the first judgment, the one you referred 
to in January, was the initial judgment transferring generally title to 
all the land. It was a judgment transferring title to the land and did 
not deal with the amount of compensation. 

Mr. CunnincHaM. This is the one that has the revestment in the 
South Coast Co. clause in it. 

Mr. vom Baur. I am not an expert in all these files. What I have 
been reading from that is from a plaintiff’s statement of claim. I will 
check this. I think you will find it was the second judgment rather 
than the first that revested the mineral rights. 

Mr. Brooks. That came from me. I got that file from the at- 
torney from New Orleans, who handed me the second judgment 
revesting the mineral interest in the South Coast. 

Mr. Lankrorp. Would it not indicate if South Coast was the first 
one to be assembled, in any case negotiations were still going on with 
the others, and yet the Secretary would have us believe everything 
was buttoned up except South Coast and that was the reason the 
reservation of mineral rights was not discussed. 

Mr. vom Baur. Our information is that the purchase or the sale 
or whatever you want to call it was buttoned up in an informal way, 
in the sense the claimants here had agreed to sell the land, including 
the mineral rights for a certain figure, as a matter of informal arrange- 
ment. South Coast on the other hand, had placed a large value on 
their mineral rights and, I believe, it was the feeling of Lieutenant 
Commander Winebrinier if the case went on and the case was litigated 
the Government would have to pay a large sum for the mineral rights 
there. 

Mr. Lankrorpb. So what you did in effect was to button up the 
last one to be first? - 

Mr. vom Baur. Second, I think. 

Mr. Price. When did the Government take the title to all the 
South Coast land? 

Mr. vom Baur. If my recollection is correct, January 5, 1943. 

Mr. Price. Why would it have to make special consideration to 
take the land from South Coast when it already had two? 

Mr. vom Baur. Again, you have the two questions. 

One is taking the title to the land. The other is fixing the com- 
pensation to be paid. 

Mr. Price. You could take the land and could then fix it. 

Mr. vom Baur. We could not fix it unilaterally. It could be fixed 
in one of two ways, either by agreement with the landowners or by 
litigation, the trial and taking of evidence and the decision of a judge. 
It so happened the whole thing was finally worked out. But the 
question could have gone to trial as in any condemnation case. 
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Mr. Price. You had the use of the land. 

Mr. vom Baur. It is a matter of getting it at a reasonable price. 
The Navy is here to preserve the rights of Government and Mr. 
Winebrinier was trying to do his best in doing a good job to acquire 
this land for the Navy. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Brooks? 

Mr. Brooks. I want to ask you 2 or 3 questions. What are the 
value of these mineral rights at the present time? 

Secretary Focuer. | have no information. 

jee Brooks. Have you thought anything of getting the value of 
them? 

Secretary Focuer. I have not; no. 

Mr. Brooks. I think the committee ought to have that information 
before anything is done in reference to them. 

Let me ask you this: In reference to the agreement which preceded 
the judgment, and upon which the judgment was based, I notice that 
the Attorney General signed that agreement. I think the Secretary 
of the Navy signed it. 

Why was it that the Attorney General and the Secretary of the 
Navy signed the agreement upon which the judgment was based? 

Secretary Foaier. May I refer that to the legal beagle? 

Mr. Brooks. Is it not unusual in time of a great war for the 
Attorney General and the Secretary of the Navy to sign such agree- 
ments? 

Mr. vom Baur. This is under a special statute which followed the 
Moore case cited by Mr. Hébert this morning, which requires the 
signature, I believe, of the Attorney General to join in the revesting 
of these mineral rights during the pendency of one of these condemna- 
tion cases and it was by virtue of that statute requiring the signature 
of the Attorney General that it was done. 

Mr. Brooks. It required a special statute because it was a most 
unusual transaction? 

Mr. vom Baur. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. The Secretary just testified he thought all of the 
claimants outside of the South Coast Co. were paid the fair value of 
the property, which, of course, under Louisiana law, fee title includes 
the mineral rights. That is right, as a question of law, is it not, Mr. 
Secretary? Did you say that? 

Secretary Fogier. When you say “question of law’’ I hesitate to 
answer. 


Mr. Brooks. Leave out the question of law and make it the ques- 
tion of fact. 

Secretary Foauer. I think the Navy paid to these individual owners 
and the parish a fair value of the land including the mineral rights. 

Mr. Brooks. That is what you said. But when you came to the 
South Coast, although you had already filed condemnation pro- 
ceedings, the service placed apparently a different value upon the 
South Coast property, for the reason that you would rather give 
back the minerals than to pay the increase that you would have had 
to pay under condemnation? 

Secretary Focizr. I think there might have been two factors there, 
and I am talking not from personal knowledge, because I wasn’t 
there, but from a rather complete examination of the files. 

We were in a war, and I think that—I would assume that the 
Secretary of the Navy would be very much concerned to acquire the 
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property promptly. If it had gone to the court action there would 
have been a delay. 

I also assume that Lieutenant Commander Winebrinier made what 
he a was the best possible deal he could make to acquire the property 
quickly. 

Mr. Brooks. As I understand your attitude, it is this: That you 
paid the other owners what the property was worth, including the 
minerals, but then you paid this company much more, the South 
Coast Co., much more than what it was worth. 

Secretary Footer. I think that is possible. That is possible 
because I think it is not at all uncommon, when it is necessary to 
have a piece of property, to round out what is needed for a complete 
installation, that some pieces may be purchased at a value greater 
than they could individually command in any other transaction. 

Mr. Brooks. Let me ask you: What do you think of the Vinson 
proposal to declare this property excess to the Navy and then give 
it back to the prior owners? 

Secretary Foaier. Mr. Congressman, I think that would be one 
of the most dangerous things that the Government could do. I have 
no knowledge of the number of instances that may be—are similar to 
this in the country 

Mr. Brooks. I have got some Government land in my district, 
that people would be interested in getting back. 

Secretary Focier. I am sure there are instances if not close cousins, 
almost identical to it, and I think it would be a precedent of great 
danger. 

Mr. Brooks. Wasn’t some of that done after World War II? 

Secretary Focier. I am not familiar with it. 

Mr. Brooxs. Maybe Navy counsel is familiar. 

Mr. vom Baur. I don’t believe the executive branch of the Gov- 
ernment has any power to dispose of Government property except 
through certain regular legal procedures based more or less on sale at 
fair market value. I do not believe there have been any private bills 
which have done that under these circumstances. 

Mr. Brooks. One more question and I am through, because the 
chairman has been very courteous to me. 

Have you thought of investigating the matter of the South Coast 
Corp. to see why it was that they were entitled to such special con- 
sideration? ; 

Secretary Foaier. No; I have not. 

Mr. Brooks. Would you think well of that idea? 

Secretary Foeuer. I think it might be done. At the moment I 
don’t know exactly why it should be done. 

Mr. Brooks. It is true it is a long time after the transaction to go 
back to it and dig up all the old skeletons. 

Mr. vom Baovr. If I could answer, the file does indicate both South 
Coast and Lieutenant Winebrinier thought that the mineral rights on 
that portion of the land had a considerable greater value than the 
mineral rights on the other portion of the land. 

The file indicates 

Mr. Bray. If that were true, then, this situation would make it 


look much worse. You are giving away something with a great deal 
of value. 


Mr. vom Baur. No. 
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Could I answer that: If the mineral rights from South Coast were 
worth a good deal of money the Navy would have to pay a substantial 
sum. The problem was solved by leaving the mineral rights, and 
getting navigational easements, so the Navy got what it wanted. 

Mr. Brooks. That land was subject to drilling operations. 

Secretary Foaier. It was provided that they could do no drilling 
until at least 6 months after the war. 

Mr. Coie. How many properties were involved in this original 
taking—six? 

Mr. vom Baur. I think the answer is something like in this: The 
city and parish on some 619 acres. The Cole-Barrow group owned, 
I believe, 313.77 acres. The remaining 3 owners, except for South 
Coast, owned 160 acres, and South Coast, 645 acres. 

Mr. Coxs. So there are six property owners who were originally 
involved? 

Now, the first judgment settling the award was in August 1943. 

Mr. vom Baur. I believe—— 

Mr. Coxe. With regard to which property. 

Mr. vom Baur. Charles and James Chauvin. 

Mr. Coxe. And that was in the court record, and available for 
scrutiny by the public? 

Mr. vom Baur. Yes. 

Mr. Cote. The second judgment awarding the terms of taking 
was the South Coast property, and that was in September? 

Mr. vom Baur. Yes. September 28 for the stipulation and 
September 30 for the judgment. 

Mr. Cour. That was filed in the public record? 

Mr. vom Baur. Yes. 

Mr. Coie. What was the third judgment of award, and when? 

Mr. vom Baur. Mr. Cole, I am in error in the sense there was a 
still earlier one; Jaccuzzo, there, was an earlier one. The date of the 
stipulation being July 13, 1943, and the date of the judgment being 
July 19, 1943. ‘These were the two I mentioned previously. 

Following that one, I believe the next one was that of R. R. Barrow 
heirs, the stipulation being dated December 28, 1943, and the judg- 
ment being dated December 29, 1943. 

There are two later ones. Shall I read them also? 

Mr. Cote. Well, I want—— 

Mr. vom Baur. The next one 

Mr. Pricer. Put them all in the record, while you are at. it. 

Mr. vom Baur. Allright. There are two more entered, I think, on 
the same day. 

The claim involving or the piece of real estate involving Clarence 
Hartman, the stipulation concerning that was entered January 3, 
1944, and the judgment on January 6, 1944. And the final one, involv- 
ing the city of Houma, and the parish of Terrebonne, the stipulation 
was dated January 4, 1944, and the judgment January 6, 1944. 

I should add I am taking these from the claimant’s papers, though 
I have no reason to doubt their correctness. 

Mr. Cots. How many judgments preceded the judgments of the 
South Coast? 

Mr. vom Baur. There were two earlier judgments. 

Mr. Core. Two judgments? 

Mr. vom Baur. Bas. 
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Mr. Hfépertr. What was the amount of acreage involved in the 
prayer? 

Mr. Coxe. My point is the next succeeding judgment after the 
South Coast was in December, 3 months later. 

Mr. vom Baur. Yes. 

Mr. Coxe. And thereafter, in January there were two subsequent 
ones? 

Mr. vom Baur. Yes. 

Mr. Coxe. And so these other two property owners desirous of pro- 
tecting their rights, and their mineral rights, as indicated say they 
then wanted, had they been alert, they could have seen the judgment 
award to the South Coast people and found there was a discrimination. 

Mr. vom Baur. Except for the word ‘discrimination,’ I would 
like to say that is right, and I would like to say that under the general 
law of constructive notice I think they are bound by those documents. 

Mr. Coxe. That is enough on that point. 

Secretary Foacier. The Navy’s record showed the amount it paid 
to the property owners was somewhat different than the money 
reported by the witnesses today. But I did not want to disclose 
them today. 

I would like to check with those individuals to see whether or not 
we do not get into an agreement. I think they have a different 
interpretation than we have. I can give you the differences as they 
exist in their records, and ours, and in some cases they are so great 
I think that possibly there is a different interpretation. 

In the instance of the city of Houma and the parish of Torrebonne, 
we checked, $65,700. 

In the case of J. E. Chauvin and C. L. Chauvin, our records indicate 
$5,900. Their records indicate $4,831. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Their records indicate $5,900. 

Secretary Focuer. In the case of Clarence Hartman, and there 
can be an error in the ones I have, it indicates a payment of $6,250, 
and the record of Mr. Rault and his clients, indicates $3,354. 

In the case of R. R. Barrow, and those associated with him, our 
records show $33,623, and in records given this morning, $29,484. 

The record in connection with the South Coast Corp. checks. 

Mr. Cote. You do agree the average price paid to South Coast was 
$119, and 20 cents per acre? 

Secretary FoGter. Wé haven’t any—but there was more paid for 
some of the other land, according to our records, than was paid for 
the South Coast land. 

Mr. Core. Can you tell me the average price which was paid for 
the land other than the South Coast land? 

Secretary Focuer. | can’t separate that. 

Mr. Coxe. The average price paid for all land, according to the 
Navy records, if I have them correct, was $129? 

What is the total price paid by the Navy for all of the land? 

Secretary Focuier. $225,256. 

Mr. Cote. That includes the South Coast? 

Secretary Focier. Yes. 

Mr. Cote. How much was paid South Coast? 

Secretary FocLter. $100,000. 

Mr. Core. And the amount of acreage, not including South Coast, 
was 1,100 acres? 
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Secretary Focier. $1,100, and I will get the actual amount in a 
minute. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. While he is looking this up may I say I have gone 
over this sheet given us by proponents of the bill, and it checks. 

Secretary FocLer. 1,098 acres. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. They do check with the Secretary’s figures. The 
column he was reading was for the land only, not including crops and 
improvements. So actually, there is no difference. 

Mr. vom Baur. Could I supplement his answer? 

All these prices are a matter of record in the stipulation and the 
judgments which are a matter of public record in the litigation pro- 
ceedings. 

Mr. Coxez. That is all. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Hébert? 

Mr. Hépert. On page 2 of your statement, you say this: Since 
1943, the records of the resident officer in charge of construction at 
Houma have been destroyed by fire, I understand, in March 1952, and 
Lieutenant Commander Winebrinier has died. 

Secretary Focier. That is right. 

Mr. Hfépert. What date was the fire? 

Secretary Foaier. February 1952. 

Mr. Hésert. Where di that fire take place? 

Secretary Focier. At the base of Houma. 

Mr. H&ésert. And the records were destroyed? 

Secretary Focuier. That is right. 

Mr. Hésert. Would you be surprised to know, Mr. Secretary, 
that there was not a single record of the construction officer’s on the 
base at Houma in 1952? 

Secretary Focier. I would. 

Mr. Hféserrt. I am telling you that is a fact, and it will be testified 
to. It is just indicative of the kind of testimony you are getting into 
today. 

As a matter of fact, and I am stating this as a fact, and will support 
it, the then construction officer sent all of his records to the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks, prior to his leaving the base, and he left the base 
sometime in 1944, and there was no fire. 

Secretary Foauer. I have been misinformed if that is the fact. 

Mr. Hépert. I am afraid you have been terribly mininformed all 
through this thing. It seems like somebody is trying to make a patsy 
out of you, if I may say so, and that is what I have been telling you all 
the time. And that, Mr. Chairman, I submit, is typical of the kind 
of testimony he has been giving. There is another inconsistency. In 
your statement of today, and this is a third change of position of the 
Navy to this date, you keep referring to the changing instructions 
given Commander Winebrinier. 

You say he was given instructions he could negotiate. On January 
25, he was authorized to negotiate with the owners on the basis of 
excluding the mineral rights. 

What is the basis of your statement that he was authorized? 
Where is the letter of authority and what was told him? 

Secretary Foauer. I have to refer that to Mr. Goodwin, who was 
until recently the counsel in the Bureau of Yards and Docks. 

Mr. Goopwin. I might say we have the record of a telephone con- 
versation between John J. Courtney, then head of the Real Estate 
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Section of Bureau of Yards and Docks, and Commander Winebrinier, 
discussing the matter January 23. 

Mr. Hépert. I would like to have that. 

Mr. vom Baur. I would like to offer this in evidence. 

Mr. Price. I think you could read it. 

Mr. vom Baur (reading): 

Navy DEPARTMENT, 
BuREAU OF YARDS AND Docks, 


January 25, 1943. 
Memorandum for the files: 


Subject: Houma, La., 1,743.18 acres Terrebonne Parish, LT AS. 


Winebrinier called Saturday and stated that the mineral rights at Houma 
should be excluded from consideration not only on the acreage taken but on the 
250 acres in the glide angle. 


I telephoned Lieutenant Batchelder, and he answered today stating -that 
Aeronautics would release any claim to the mineral rights providing it was agreed 


there would be no working them for 6 months at which time that bridge could be 
crossed. 


I telephoned this information to Winebrinier. 

We are to receive formal! authorization from Aeronautics to exclude the mineral 
rights. I instructed Winebrinier to make any deals with property owners upon 
the assumption they were subject to approval in Washington. 

We are to wait to hear from Lieutenant Batchelder about the proposal to 
remove the hangar belonging to the Texas Co. for which $7,800 was deposited, 
and which it is proposed to move to another part of the field to continue servicing 
Coast Guard patrol planes which use this field. 


JoHN J. CourRTNEY. 


Mr. Price. That is not limited to South Coast. 

Mr. vom Baur. I don’t believe it is. 

Secretary Fociter. He apparently had the authority. 

Mr. Hésert. I know he had the authority but it is pointed ouv 
here, and Mr. Courtney’s memorandum clearly sets forth what he 
saw, Winebrinier had full authority and it was not confined to South 
Coast. The memorandum of Mr. Courtney clearly says that, and he 
is not here, but available. 

Mr. vom Baur. We have a subsequent letter from the Bureau of 
Aeronautics, Navy Department, Washington, which confirms the 
verbal authorization previously given. I will read it if you like. It 
is two paragraphs. 

Mr. Price. Yes. 

Mr. vom Baur. It is dated February 8, 1943. [Reading:] 

This Bureau has been informally requested to advise the Bureau of Yards and 
Docks, Real Estate Section, as to the necessity of condemning oil and mineral 
rights on the Naval Air Station, Houma, La. In view of the possible large costs 
which might be incurred through such procedure, it is recommended that the 
Bureau of Yards and Docks negotiate with the owners with a view to securing a 
release of the right to explore or develop the mineral possibilities for the duration 
of the existing unlimited national emergency and 1 year thereafter 

Mr. Héperr. It says owners, not South Coast. 

Mr. vom Baur. May I finish, Mr. Hébert, and then I will be glad 
to answer your question. 

Mr. Hésert. You are getting deeper and deeper the more you read. 

Mr. vom Baur (reading): 


If this can be satisfactorily arranged then at the expiration of this time further 
negotiations may be entered into relative to the rights of the various parties con- 
cerned. It is understood that this arrangement will be satisfactory to the owners 
of the mineral interests and will not seriously hinder the development of this 
station. 
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Answering your question, Mr. Hébert, I assume in this letter they 
were referring to the owners of the particular piece of property 
involved—— 

Mr. Hf&serr. | am not interested in all of these assumptions. All 
of these assumptions are self-serving. I am interested in what the 
record shows. 

Mr. vom Baur. Well, this has been requested and I produced it. 

Mr. Héserr. Now, getting back to the Secretary again. Mr. Sec- 
retary when you signed this report or had this statement prepared or 
came to your decision in this matter, had your people in your Bureau 
informed you of the meeting in the Roosevelt Hotel on May 29, 1943, 
at which were present representatives of the Department of Justice, 
and the Navy Department, and the South Coast Corp., and the South 
Shore Oil & Development Co., in which a deal was made, and the 
mineral rights, which it has been testified today inadvertently by 
counsel, were more valuable than the other mineral rights discussed. 

Did you know anything about this meeting? 

Mr. Focter. No. But I think we have no right to assume at that 
meeting 

Mr. H&ézserr. | don’t want any assumptions. 

Secretary Fogier. No. I knew nothing about the meeting. 

Mr. Hésert. Were you informed about the meeting in the hotel 
in that room? 

Secretary Focier. No. 

Mr. Hépert. So you did not know anything about it? 

Secretary Focier. No. 

Mr. H&ésert. I submit this letter describing that meeting for the 
record. 

Without objection it will be included in the record. 

(The letter is as follows:) 





May 29, 1943. 
Hon. SieGrrigp CHRISTENSEN, 
Special Attorney, Department of Justice, 
324 Post Office Building, New Orleans, La. 


Dear Mr. CHRISTENSEN: At the conclusion of a conference held in the Roose- 
velt Hotel on this day between representatives of the Department of Justice, the 
Navy Department, the South Coast Corp. and the South Shore Oil & Develop- 
ment Co. in connection with the pending condemnation proceedings filed by the 
United States in the District Court of the United States for the Eastern District 
of Louisiana, entitled ‘‘United States of America v. 1,743.18 acres of iand in Terre- 
bonne Parish, et al.,’’ No. 269 Miscellaneous Docket, a suggestion for the final 
settlement of all claims against the United States by the South Coast Corp. and 
South Shore Oil & Development Co., subject to ratification by the Secretary of 
the Navy and the Attorney General, and by the boards of directors or the execu- 
tive committees of the South Coast Corp. and the South Shore Oil & Development 
Co., was made as follows: 

1. A total amount to be paid by the United States to the First National Bank of 
Chicago, trustee, under the general mortgage indenture of the South Coast Corp. 
of $100,000, to be in complete and full satisfaction of all claims arising from 
(a) the taking of 645.41 acres of land of the South Coast Corp., described as parcels 
G and H in the declaration of taking and the judgment of condemnation in said 
case, for addition to the United States lighter-than-air station at Houma, La., 
(b) all buildings and improvements thereon, (c) damage to sugarcane and other 
crops growing on said land, damage to the lands of said company adjoining Bayou 
Chauvin, and for crops growing on said lands, (d) all severance damage to the 
business operation of said companies and to lands remaining under their ownership, 
and (e) for the granting of an easement by the South Coast Corp. to the Govern- 
ment for the purpose of gliding angles over the lands of said corporation which 
adjoin the southerly and southeasterly boundaries of the present lighter-than-air 
station. 
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The easement or servitude will restrict the height of struetures which may be 
erected on the lands subject thereto at a ratio of 1 on 49 from the end of the 
runways now established on the said station. 

The area covered by said servitude or easement is shown on the blueprint 
marked “sketch of avigation area southerly end of north-south runway, NAS, 
Houma, La., approximate scale 1 inch equals 400 feet’? and blueprint marked 
“sketch of avigation area southeasterly end of northwest-southeast runway, 
NAS, Houma, La., approximate scale 1 inch equals 400 feet.” 

(It is our understanding that this easement or servitude will not prevent the 
usual cultivation of the lands of the South Coast Corp. adjacent to said station, 
or the use thereon during the harvesting season of loading derricks of approxi- 
mately 35 feet in height. 

(The South Coast Corp., if this agreement goes into effect, will be obligated to 
notify the commanding officer at the station at least 24 hours in advance when 
any such loading derrick is brought to the immediate vicinity of the boundary 
lines between lands of the South Coast Corp. and the said station.) 

In further consideration of the acceptance by the South Coast Corp. of the sum 
of $100,000, being a substantial reduction of the amount claimed by said corpora- 
tion for the matters and things aforesaid, the United States, through the Attornev 
General, will stipulate in accordance with the act of Congress in such case made 
and provided that the rights to oil, gas, sulfur, and other minerals of any kind in 
the area condemned herein will be retained in full ownership by the South Coast 
Corp., subject to such contract rights therein or thereto as may be vested in the 
South Shore Oil & Development Co. by virtue of the recorded contract between 
said two corporations, under the condition that no utilization by drilling for the 
production of such minerals will be made until after a period of 6 months from the 
conclusion of hostilities in the present war. 

The avigation easements referred to above will continue in existence until 6 
months from the termination of the present hostilities to which the United States 
is a party. 

The South Shore Oil & Development Co. takes cognizance of all the foregoing 
and consents and agrees to be bound thereby and in the event the said proposed 
agreement is completed will make no claim for compensation on its own account. 

In consideration of the relinquishment of any claims of whatsoever nature which 
the South Shore Oil & Development Co. might have, growing out of the condemna- 
tion of such lands, the benefits of the contract, insofar as mineral rights are con- 
cerned, shall inure to the South Shore Oil & Development Co., subject to the terms 
and conditions of the contract between South Shore Oil & Development Co. end 
the South Coast Corp. 

Very truly yours, 
Tue Soutn Cuast Corp., 
By Joun D. MILLER, Altorney. 


Mr. Coie. Where is the letter from? 

Mr. Héserr. It is signed by John D. Miller, attorney for the 
South Coast Corp., A. A. Moreno, attorney for the South Shore Oil 
& Development Co. 

Mr. Hess. Who is the letter addressed to? 

Mr. Hféserr. Mr. Siegfried Christensen, United States attorney. 

Mr. Price. Is there objection to including this in the record? 

Mr. Price. The Chair has none. It will be included. 

Mr. Hézert. Now, before you came to the decision to oppose this 
bill and give these people their just day in court, were you informed on 
July 16, Mr. Siegfried D. Christensen, special attorney in the Depart- 
ment of Justice, wrote a letter to Commander Winebrinier, telling him 
the deal could be closed provided it was signed by the Attorney 
General and the Secretary of the Navy. 

Were you informed of such a letter? 

Secretary Focirer. No; I was not. 

Mr. Hépert. You did not know anything about this letter? 

Secretary Fociter. No; but I think it has been brought out by 
Mr. vom Baur that is the only basis on which it could be consummated 
was under that statute. 
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Mr. Hésert. I am asking you if you are informed. I appreciate 
the fact, Mr. Secretary, you are relying on policy, because I am going 


to come to that a little later, about your strange reversal of policy in 
this case. 


If you want to rely on that it is all right with me. I ask you again, 
are you informed of this letter? 
Secretary Foauer. I was not. 


Mr. Hésert. I ask, Mr. Chairman, that letter be made part of the 
record. 

Mr. Price. Is there objection? 

Hearing none, it will be made part of the record. 

(The document is as follows:) 

JuLy 16, 1943. 
Lr. Compr. J. L. WINEBRENIER, 
Bureau of Yards and Docks, 

United States Navy, Washington, D. C. 

Dear CoMMANDER: Enclosed herewith find proposed stipulation signed by the 
South Coast Corp. and the South Shore Oil & Development Co. There is affixed 
to same the authorizing resolution of the board of directors of the South Coast 
Corp., but the resolution of the South Shore Oil & Development Co. has not as yet 
been received. I have letters of commitment, however, evincing that same is 
expected imminently. 

You are requested to have this document signed by an officer of your Depart- 
ment authorized to commit the United States of America to obligations such as 
the deficiency award provided for in the stipulation. Then, too, you are requested 
to have Hon. Francis J. Biddle, Attorney General of the United States, approve 
the stipulation by affixing his signature thereto. This last stated requirement has 
been made by the attorneys for the South Coast Corp. and the South Shore Oil & 
Development Co., who insist that they should accept no lesser authority than the 
Attorney General of the United States, himself, in order to adequately provide for 
the return of mineral rights to the South Coast Corp. declared in the stipulation. 

Thanking you for your prompt attention to this matter, and with kindest 
personal regards, 

Yours very truly, 
SrEGFRIED B. CHRISTENSEN, 
Special Attorney, Department of Justice. 


Mr. Héspert. Were you aware on August 31, and not late in Sep- 
tember, it was decided to consummate the deal which had been 
arranged in the Roosevelt Hotel, in an order signed by James Forres- 
tal, then Acting Secretary and countersigned by J. Edward Williams? 

Secretary Foaier. I was not. 

Mr. Hésert. I will file this for the record. 

Mr. Price. Is there objection? 

(No response. ) 

Hearing none it will be made part of the record. 

(The document is as follows:) 


Aveust 31, 1943. 
The honorable the ArroRNEY GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C. 

Srr: Reference is made to the condemnation proceeding entitled United States 
of America v. 1743.18 acres of land, more or less, situated in Terrebonne Parish, 
State of Louisiana, J. E. & C. L. Chauvin, et al., No. 269, Miscellaneous. 

The Navy Department has received an offer of settlement in the sun of $100,000 
from the South Coast Corp., the former owner of parcels G and H in the above- 
mentioned condemnation proceeding. This offer of settlement is fully set out in 
a proposed stipulation hereto attached which has been prepared by the United 
States attorney in charge of this proceeding. 

The stipulation also provides for the return to the owners of certain mineral 
rights acquired by the evaeneneet with the filing of said declaration of taking. 


The settlement with the South Coast Corp. as set out in the stipulation is 
approved, and it is recommended that the United States attorney in charge of 
this proceeding be authorized to enter into the enclosed stipulation. 
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There is also enclosed herewith check No. 298,772 in the sum of $16,799 to 


take care of the deficiency judgment as to parcels G and H when entered by the 
court. 


Very truly yours, 
JAMES FORRESTAL, Acting. 
Pursuant to title 28, United States Code, section 661, I certify this to be a true 
copy of the original record in this Department. 
J. Epwarp WILLIAMs, 
Acting Head, Lands Division, Department of Justice. 
Mr. Hésert. Now, Mr. Secretary, were you made aware that on 
September 10, 1943, after the deal had been consummated and the 
agreements made to give back to the South Coast Corp. these mineral 
rights, that a letter was written by Mr. J. Edward Williams, the same 
individual, and sent airmail, posthaste and with dispatch, to Mr. 
Christensen, telling him for God’s sake, let’s clear this up before 
these people find out how much this land is worth and want more 
money from the Government? 
Secretary Focier. No. 
Mr. Héspert. Of course you don’t, or you would not be making all 
these statements that you did. 
I will read the letter for the record. 
(The letter was read as follows:) 
SEPTEMBER 10, 1943. 
Dear Mr. CuHrisTensEN: Reference is made to the condemnation proceeding 
entitled United States v. 1743.47 acres of land in Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana, 
Parish of Terrebonne, et al., in connection with the acquisition of land by the 
Navy Department for the establishment of a naval air station at Houma, La. 
The Department has been informally advised by the Navy Department that 
geophysical exploration crews for oil companies have been in action throughout 
the area covered in this proceeding, and that unless the stipulations are concluded 
promptly, a number of people with whom stipulations have been authorized may 
refuse to enter into them in the hope that the land will be found to be more 
valuable than is now thought. The delay in concluding the stipulations may cost 
the Government a large amount of money. It is urgent, therefore, that you do 
all possible to enter into the stipulations previously authorized. If there are 
title defects outstanding, they can be cured in the proceeding. You should 
mature your cases immediately and have the court determine title. It is very 
important that the proceeding be pushed to conclusion as rapidly as possible and 
distribution effected promptly. 
Respectfully, 
J. Epwarp WILLIAMS, 
Acting Head, Lands Division 
(For the Attorney General). 
Mr. Hépert. That was written after the deal had been made with 
the South Coast Corp. and on the advice of the Navy to the Depart- 
ment of Justice they are told to hustle this deal up before they are 
told this deal is going on. 
I ask that this be made part of the record. 
Mr. Price. Without objection, it will be made a part of the record. 
Mr. Hépert. Are you familiar with the letter written September 22, 
from Mr. Williams to Mr. Christensen, telling him to proceed imme- 
diately to make the deal with South Coast Corp.? 
That is September 22? 
Mr. Bray. What date is this? 
Mr. Hfésert. The 22d of September 1943. 
Mr. Bray. Six days before this decree was entered. 
Mr. Héspert. That is right, and a month later than actually con- 
summated here in Washington, by the Secretary, dated August 31, 
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some months, I mean after, subsequent to the decision on July 16, 
when they said they had gone through about the deal, provided the 
United States Attorney General and the Secretary signed the order, 
and quite a number of months following the meeting in the Roosevelt 
Hotel in a room rented by these various people whom we have 
described. 

Mr. Bray. This question I want to ask now is not quite in the 
proper place, but I am trying to get these dates firm in my mind. 

On the Cole matter did you reach the point of no return? 

When was the agreement entered into with the Government? 

Mr. vom Baur. To whom are you tendering your question? 

Mr. Bray. To anyone that knows the answer. 

At what time was the final decree? 

Mr. Writs. May this be read into the record? 

Mr. Bray. Yes. 

Mr. Wiuurs. The Barrow-Hairs, the buttonholing up of it and 
signing of the document was December 28, 1943. 

With the city of Houma, and the parish police jury, which is the 
jury commissioner of the county, it was January 4, 1944. 

With Charles E. and Charles L. Chauvin, it was August 18, 1943. 

Joseph A. Jacuzzo, July 18, 1943. 

Clarence Hartman, January 3, 1944. And South Coast Corp., 
September 28, 1943. That is the date of the stipulation upon which 
judgments were entered. 

Mr. Bray. What I was asking was there any binding agreement 
entered into before that stipulation, because as a matter of practical 
knowledge usually they have entered into agreement that is binding 
maybe a day or a week or a month before. That is the question. 

Mr. Wixurs. I would not want to answer that. I don’t know. 
Maybe there were negotiations. Maybe counsel could answer it more 
categorically. 

I can only rely on the written documents. 

Mr. Rautt, Sr. So far as I know, that lies in the files of United 
States Navy 

Mr. Price. I think this morning you made a statement you may 
want us to call back Lieutenant Hillyard, Mr. vom Baur. I don’t 
recall whether you had some questions you might want to cross- 
examine him on, or the committee. 

Mr. vom Baur. I thought the committee might want to ask him 
further questions after our case has been completed. 

Mr. Price. I think Mr. Hillyard wants to take a plane back to 
Denver. I don’t know what the wishes of the committee are on that. 

Mr. Bennett. I have not heard anything here to date which 
indicates we want to cross-examine him. 

Mr. Hfésert. Except the statement made by counsel] this morning 
that he was going to impeach Mr. Hillyard’s testimony, which is very 
serious I think. He has not said anything. If he wants to say it he 
can say it now. 

Mr. vom Baur. As I understood Mr. Hillyard this morning, he 
expressed surprise and a certain degree of shock that the mineral 
rights were reserved to South Coast and the mineral rights were re- 
purchased from the other claimants. If I remember correctly, that 
is what he said. 

We have a transcript of a telephone conversation between Lieu- 
tenant Hillyard and Lieutenant Commander Winebrinier which took 
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place on January 15, 1943, and after some introductory remarks, 
Lieutenant Hillyard stated—excuse me, Lieutenant Commander 
Winebrinier stated to Lieutenant Hillyard— 


Yes, I wound up over there, and I had some business in New Orleans on the 
gulf port matter so I had it come over here this morning. 


Then Mr. Hillyard replied— 

I see, what are your plans? 
Then Mr. Winebrinier said— 

That depends largely on what you have to tell me. 
Hillyard said— 


Well, I talked to Joe Munson Saturday night and there has been no change so I 
guess we are pretty well stalled. 

J should like to interpolate—Mr. Joe Munson, as I understand it, 
was a representative of the South Coast Co. 

Then Mr. Winebrinier said— 
I will go on back to Washington, then. I will leave either tonight or tomorrow 


night. I will stop for 1 day in Chattanooga and tnen I will go back in. And so 
if anything comes up let me hear from you up there. 


Lieutenant Commander Hillyard said— 
Here is this suggestion I am going to make and that is I suggest you ask Miller 
another representative of South Coast— 


the thing that stalled this whole business was the mineral rights angle and accord- 
ing to Munson he won’t be able to take any action in Chicago until he gets those 
mineral rights settled. It might be that definite information on that would ex- 
pedite the ultimate completion of the deal although we are not any closer than 
when you left. 

I wish to cite that solely for the purpose of showing that the lieu- 
tenant commander was familiar with the negotiations going on with 
South Coast. 

Mr. Hésert. Commander Hillyard can speak for himself but 
there was nothing to indicate there was a change of policy and give 
South Coast the mineral rights. 

Mr. Price. Would you like to say something? 

Commander Hittyarp. I would like to say this in that connection. 
I tried to bring out in my testimony this morning we had had a 
public meeting in which the matter of mineral rights had come up. 
Do you recall that? 

Mr. Price. Is that the January meeting? 

Commander Hittyarp. Yes, sir; in January of 1943. 

And I knew that mineral rights were at issue. As a matter of fact, I 
knew that mineral rights were at issue because Dr. Cole had given me 
a letter in 1942 in August—is that right—September of 1942, asking 
that mineral rights be reserved. 

Mr. Price. The point is, Mr. Counsel, are you attempting to show 
that Commander Hillyard knew that mineral rights were at issue? 
You are not attempting to show that he knew that special concessions 
had been made to the South Coast people? 

Mr. vom Baur. He knew they were specifically at issue with South 
Coast. That is the only point I am trying to make. 

Mr. Hfésert. That is admitted. I am glad you brought it out. 
You confirm the case and make the full confession. Quite positively 
Mr. Hillyard testified this morning he knew the matter had been 
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discussed with everybody. But he is emphatic in his statement he 
never knew of a reversal on the part of the Navy. And I don’t know 
whether you are holding back anything or not, but I would ask the 
full conversation be made part of the record, because the testimony 
here later this afternoon shows that in January, January 23, Wine- 
brinier was given permission to give them the rights, and in February 
he talks to Hillyard and does not mention it to Hillyard. 

Mr. Hittyarp. I might be able to throw a little more light on 
another matter, Mr. Chairman, and that is this matter which is 
supposed to have destroyed the contract records. 

Mr. Hésert. I wish you would do that, too. 

Commander HiLtyarp. For the information of those 2 gentlemen, 
the 2 contracts, the contracts for construction and designing, where 
NOI 5745 and NOI 5746, and in accordance with written instructions 
from the Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, all of those contract 
documents were sent to a naval supply depot for permanent storage. 

Mr. Hfésert. What date was that? 

Commander Hittyarp. Either the last 2 months of 1943 or the 
first 2 months of 1944. 

Mr. Hfésert. They could not be burned up in a fire that took place 
in 1952? 

Commander Hittyarp. That could hardly be possible. 

I might say also I cannot give you the location of that supply 
depot, but I believe that somewhere in the Navy’s files under Con- 
tract NOI 5745 and 5746, you will find the transmitting letter that 
carried those files to wherever they are now. 

Mr. Hépert. And these were construction files and not acquisition 
files? 

Commander Hittyarp. They were the construction files. 

Mr. H&ésert. And they had no relationship to this case at all? 

Commander HiLttyarp. None whatsoever. 

Mr. vom Baur. May I say we have about 18 inches of files dealing 
generally with the subject of the Houma Airbase? 

We do not think our files are complete for we think some were 
destroyed in the fire down there. Needless to say they are available 
to anyone from the committee. 

Mr. Hépert. It is amazing you always come up with copies of 
letters to prove your case but can’t find ones which don’t prove your 
case. 

Mr. Brooks. I want to ask Mr. Hillyard this. At that time did 
the minerals have any outstanding value in that area? 

Commander Hitiyarp. I do not know what the value of the 
minerals were. 

Mr. Brooks. All the contracts say, one, there was no particular 
sum set aside for minerals. You just purchased the whole property. 

Commander Hitiyarp. That is what I understand. 

Mr. Brooks. And there was no quibbling outside of that. I 
notice a letter here counsel gave me from Mr. Darsey. Who is 
Mr. Elton Darsey. He is an attorney. . 

Commander Hittyarp. He is a Houma attorney. 

Mr. Brooks. He refers to the fact the minerals have no value at 
that time in that letter. 

Commandeér Hittyarp. I would not know about that. That was 
written to the doctor who testified this morning. 
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That letter is dated, and I have it here, July 8, 1943, to Dr. C. Grenes 
Cole, New Orleans, La. 


He said in it and I don’t want to misquote him there: 
Mr. Lottinger— 
whoever he is— 


who is clearing the titles for the city of Houma and parish of Terrebonne, 
suggested that if Mrs. Meraux is unwilling to sign without a monetary con- 
sideration that he thought he could prevail the city and parish to pay some con- 
sideration for the signature. However, we shall try to get the signature without 
paying anything since the royalties are valueless at the present time. 


Mr. Hésert. What was that date, Mr. Brooks? 

Mr. Brooks. July 8, 1943. By Elton Darsey, attorney. 

Mr. Héserrv. I refer you to that date of July 8, to the letter of the 
Department of Justice, July 16, 8 days later, telling the attorney in 
New Orleans to hustle it up because the Navy people have informed 
him there are great possibilities. 

Mr. Brooks. I think that letter is in the record. I want to ask the 
witness, relating back to that letter from counsel in the case, if you 
had any knowledge, yourself, that these statements in the letter were 
not true and correct. 

Commander Hillyard. No, sir; I am sorry I don’t. 

Mr. Price. Mr. vom Baur? 

Mr. vom Baur. Could I answer that, Mr. Brooks, by introducing 
a letter? This bears on the value of the mineral rights. It is dated 
May 26, 1943. 

It is from Petroleum Administration for War, Houston, Tex., 
addressed to Lt. Comdr. J. L. Winebrinier, Monteleone Hotel, New 
Orleans, La. 


Dear Sir: Our Mr. Knowlton has requested that we furnish you the potential 
value for oil of the lands within 6,500 feet of the northeast, east, south and south- 
west borders of the naval airbase located about 2 miles southeast of the town of 
Houma, Terrebonne Parish, La. 

Since we do not have at hand the exact description of the lands under considera- 
tion, we have investigated the prospects for oil extending from a point 2 miles 
southeast of the town of Houma, within a radius of several miles. It is found 
that the area has been shot extensively by several companies without finding the 
area attractive enough to lease. In discussing the area with several of the local 
companies that are in position to know the value, we find that the prospects of 
oil are very unfavorable. 

Since the surrounding lands are not leased, it is safe to predict at this time that 
no well development is scheduled for several years. The value of the lands, 
therefore, would be based on the surface and not on subsurface possibilities. 

We apologize for the delay in furnishing this information and trust that it will 
be of some help in directing your judgment in this matter. 

Very truly yours, 
R. L. CarrutTHERs, 
Assistant District Director of Production. 


There is a handwritten note on it by J. L. W., presumably J. L. 
Winebrinier, which states: 
According to landowners and owners of mineral rights (So. Coast, etc., lease 


of 9,600 acres just: made with Gulf to exploit) the 9,600-acre tract adjoins LTA 
station on south. 


JLW (handwritten note). 
May I offer this in evidence, sir? 
Mr. LanxKForp. In all fairness, Mr. Hillyard is supposed to be 
leaving here at 5 o’clock. Let’s have the Navy restrict any testimony 
it has on Mr. Hillyard to the immediate future. 
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Mr. vom Baur. I have nothing further to state. 

Mr. Price. Did you have any further statement? 

Commander Hrtiyarp. I have no further statement. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Hébert? 

Mr. Hépert. I think a very unfair insinuation was made by counsel 
just before recess to leave the implication that Mr. Hillyard was not 
telling the truth on the stand. 

After reading this telephone conservation, I think it becomes more 
important to see the tactics which are being used in this case for some 
strange reason. 

Commander Hittyarp. Mr. Chairman, I thank you for excusing 
me early. I am sorry I had to rush the proceeding. 

Mr. Price. You are excused. 

Thank you. 

Mr. H&ésertr. Now, I will proceed to Mr. Secretary. 

I am not going to labor the committee by reading these documents. 
I want to file them. But I want to indicate to the Secretary on the 
2d of June 1955, on order of his office, an adverse report was filed 
against this bill. That was signed by R. H. Nunn, Rear Admiral, 
Judge Advocate General, Navy. 

The reason I want to indicate this be filed in the record now is 
I want to direct the committee’s attention, without reading the whole, 
what are the contortive, obstructing, and agonizing efforts made on 
the part of the Navy to justify their position in this particular case. 
I refer to this recent letter just introduced a few minutes ago in 
evidence by counsel, in which he goes out of his way to show that 
this matter was discussed, mineral rights—there was nothing to it. 

Yet, that was in contradiction to the advice given the Department 
of Justice by the Navy that there was valuable land there, and hurry 
up and close this deal or people might find it out. 

And further on in that report, which is in the record, it leaves the 
impression mineral rights was never discussed. But it is clearly 
indicated by the testimony that is not a statement of fact, and con- 
trary to the facts adduced. I want to show you the inconsistency of 
this report, and the laborious methods which have been gone into to 
arrive at a conclusion not in accord with the fact. 

The report says on page 2: 

There is conflicting evidence as to exactly what, if anything, was said with 
respect to mineral rights during the course of the negotiations with these land- 
owners. While the interested landowners have submitted affidavits in support of 
their contentions, as outlined in the preceding paragraph, the official Navy files, 
prepared by the Navy negotiator at the time of negotiations, state that the matter 
of mineral rights did not come up in the negotiations. 

Yet, on page 3 of the same report, a few paragraphs away, this 
report says: 

It is clear that the interested landowners understood, at the time of the negotia- 
tions, that their mineral rights were being acquired and that the amounts negoti- 


ated and accepted by them as fair compensation for their lands covered the entire 
fee including the mineral rights. 


I submit, Mr. Chairman, both statements cannot be true. 

If the mineral rights were not discussed how did they know they 
were not getting paid for mineral rights? 

Mr. Price. Mr. vom Baur desires to comment. 

Mr. vom Baur. Could you let me answer that? 














Mr. Héperr. Certainly. 

Mr. vom Baur. There is a basic consideration in each of these 
stipulations with regard to the market value of the land and stock 

aragraphs which run through each one of them, and which I would 
ike to read. 

Mr. H&éperrt. Is that related to what I am talking about? 

Mr. vom Baur. This relates to how the owners knew they were 
being paid the fair market value. 

Mr. Hféserr. I wish you would address yourself to the question. 

Mr. vom Baur. I would like to support Mr. Fogler’s statement 
that these people knew they were being paid the fair value of the land. 

Mr. Héperr. All right. 

Mr. vom Baur. There is this part in each stipulation, “whereas, the 
said owners consider the fair market value of all of the land, with 
improvements thereon and all rights thereto is so many dollars”’ indi- 
cating each of the owners knew they were getting the full fair value of 
the land. 

Mr. H&éserr. Then the other statement is not true. Nothing was 
said on it. 

Mr. vom Baur. This speaks for itself. 

Mr. Hfésert. The whole testimony speaks for itself, counsel. I 
grant that. Now, we will get along. 

And still in the same document which I will file with the com- 
mittee, and again referring back to that same letter in 1955, which 
was the adverse report. In 1943, the mineral rights represented the 
remote possibility of relatively nominal value. 

Of course, that does not reconcile itself with the statement sent to 
the Department of Justice, and signed over Mr. Williams name, that 
the Navy had told them that they were valuable rights. I am trying 
to hurry along now. Further in that report, it says: 

There is nothing to indicate that the different treatment accorded the South 
Coast Corp. in permitting it to retain its mineral rights was attributable to any- 
thing except the greater emphasis placed upon its mineral rights by that landowner, 
and the greater vigor and persistence with which its representatives pressed its 
claims in the course of negotiations with the Navy officer. 

That again places a premium on some good Yankee trading and 
some good protect-yourself-at-all-times attitude, but we in the South 
have a different concept of dealing. We take a government’s word 
and agent’s word, and don’t go behind him to find out if there is 
trickery. Unfortunately, the Navy dealt in a lot of trickery in this 
case. 

This another point I want to make, to show the halftruths in that 
report. 

Anyway, I can’t find the language, but I will file this with the com- 
mittee. And in this report, it says the negotiator had died, leaving 
the clear implication that anybody even familiar with this matter 
was dead and was gone. And yet, they knew all the time Commander 
Hillyard was alive and healthy and they heard him testify here today, 
which completed the picture. 

Now, we come to the third phase of this amazing case by the Navy. 

And before I get to that 1 want to quote you another thing you 
said: 


The Department of Defense opposes this bill. On the basis of our investiga- 
tion and understanding of the facts, we see no reason to treat these owners 
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differently from many others whose mineral rights were taken by the Govern- 
ment during the war. 

I ask you to submit to this committee a complete list of those 
owners whose mineral rights you took and whose mineral rights you 
allowed them to retain. It was not the policy of the Navy to take the 
mineral rights in the manner indicated in that paragraph. 

Now, the first phase is this. We had a conference in your office 
some months ago, in which were present your people and the people 
who were plaintiffs in this case. At that time, we were specific in 
suggesting to you that you follow the Navy policy, since you suggested 
you had no administrative outlet to rectify this error. You said at 
that time, and I think I will be substantiated by the witnesses at that 
time, you were going to follow Navy policy on this matter. 

You would have to search back and see what the Navy has done in 
the past. 

Am I correct in that assumption? 

Secretary Focier. That is correct. 

Mr. Hépert. Tell me one case where the Navy has followed on 
this pattern when a bill has come to this Congress for the revesting 
of mineral rights where the Navy has not laid its hand off. Name 
any case? 

Secretary Fociter. I can find no record of any Navy policy, 
whether it would or would not. 

Mr. Hf&perr. Then I again suggest you have been deluded and 
led astray. 

Secretary Focier. No. 

Mr. Hféserr. It would not take much effort to find the Moore 
case, as related to a situation in Oklahoma, where the then Secretary 
of the Navy, Secretary Knox, initiated Navy policy. 

Secretary Foc ier. But that was not the policy of today. 

Mr. Hfésert. I admit you have changed it. You file three different 
opinions in this case, and change testimony while sitting at the 
table. I admit that. It probably won’t be Navy policy tomorrow. 

But since you brought the question of Navy policy in, you know 
that the Navy policy is to allow the owners to keep the mineral rights. 

Secretary Foaier. No. 

Mr. Hésert. Is that not true? What did you do in the case of the 
Alvin Callendar field? 

Secretary Fogier. The owners were allowed to keep the mineral 
rights. 

Mr. Hépert. They were allowed to keep them? 

Secretary Focier. Yes; but for two reasons. We felt the price 
we would have to pay for the property, including the minera! rizhts, 
was unreasonable. 

Secondly, we were informed that the probability of findine oil was 
not great. Therefore, we took the chance at the lower cost. I happen 
to know about that, because I had something to do with it. 

Mr. Héserr. That is your statement now. 

As a matter of fact, the city of New Orleans would have given you 
the mineral rights for nothing, so it would not have cost you too much 
to get those rights. 

Secretary Focier. I was not told that. 

Mr. Héserr. Let us get the facts. Those are the facts in the case. 

The Navy policy precedent to this in a case like this, going back 
examining the records, was the one case in Oklahoma and the position 
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of the Navy was the bill would come up with no recommendation, and 
let the Congress decide. And if your people are interested in getting 
the whole truth, here is a transcript of the testimony in the Moore case, 
in which you hear Secretary Knox saying it is almost unconscionable 
to take the land away from people in which the Secretary who bought 
it at that time testified. 

Mr. Strueve Hansel testified, who was then in the Navy, no recom- 
mendation. A Captain Strauss, who, incidentally, today is Admiral 
Strauss, Chairman of the Atomic Energy Commission, testified no 
recommendation, it is a matter for Congress to decide. Captain 
Ramsey, who was the legislative legal counsel for the old Naval 
Affairs Committee, testified on Navy Department policy. And yet, 
you tell us in a conference, and of course, maybe you are wrong, that 
you were going to follow Navy policy and naval policy was to let 
Congress decide. 

Secretary Fouiger. In the individual case. 

Mr. Hésert. Absolutely correct. And yet, in this individual 
case, you reversed the policy of the Navy and recommended against it. 

Secretary Focier. It may be I have a somewhat different concept 
of the responsibility. In my opinion, the owners of this property 
were paid a fair market value. 

Mr. Héserr. Nobody told you, Mr. Secretary—nobody told you, 
Mr. Secretary——— 

Secretary Focier. And in my opinion the public interest will not 
be served well- 

Mr. Hfépert. Nobody told you, Mr. Secretary: 

Secretary Focier. By revestment of the miner ali rights. 

Mr. Héperr. Nobody told you, Mr. Secretary to give us that word 
today you were going to follow Navy policy. We didn’t put that to 
you under compulsion. You said it, and then you reversed yourself. 
You were the individual who said you were going to rely on precedent. 
You said it, and now you come up here, and change your position. 
It is a strange situation, Mr. Chairman. I don’t want to belabor it. 
It is a situation which almost suggests my investigating committee 
ought to go into it, where we put people under oath and maybe get 
the truth. 

I want to conclude there and urge while I am not a member of the 
subcommittee, I would urge that this bill be favorably reported out 
and the House be acquaintéd the fact of this very malodorous situation, 

Mr. Bennett. I am not quite sure, Mr. Secretary, after hearing 
your testimony, whether you as Secretary, and the Navy generally, 
have a feeling that owners other than the South Coast owners were 
given reason to believe that the same title would be required from 
each owner involved. 

Secretary Foauier. I believe that they were all given that informa- 
tion, yes, including South Coast. 

Mr. Bennett. You believe that all owners were given to believe 
that the same type of title, including fee title and mineral rights and 
so forth, were to be required from each owner; is that right? 

Secretary Focier. That was in the first action taken. 

Mr. Bennett. If that was your position, and your evidence shows 
that in the Navy’s records, do you not believe that there is some 
equitable or moral responsibility on the part of the Navy to alert 
the other owners when a change of policy took place? 
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Secretary Fogier. 1 want to answer that carefully, because I am 
as much concerned with this as you are. 

Mr. Bennert. I think that is the heart of the whole case. 

Secretary FoGier. Because I am as much concerned with ethics 
and morals as anyone else. 

I believe this: That in good faith, Lieutenant Commander Wine 
brinier, under the instructions from the Secretary of the Navy, 
negotiated with the individual property owners here represented in 
the city of Houma, and the parish of Terrebonne. In the course of 
his negotiations he negotiated under the instructions he had, and it 
was to acquire full title. I believe he found in his negotiations with 
South Coast properties he was unable to arrive at that sort of an 
agreement. I believe the Navy had the choice of throwing the 
matter into court and having the value determined by the court, 
which might have been more or less feasible, but which would have 
incurred delay 

Mr. Bennett. Just a minute, off the record—lI think you ought to 
talk to your attorney, it would have involved only the question of 
price. 

Secretary Foc ter. Let him correct me if I don’t make correct 
statements. 

Mr. Bennetrr. Would you check with him? 

Mr. vom Baur. Yes. I think you are right, Mr. Bennett. There 
would have been no question of delay involved. 

Secretary FocLter. That is a mistake in my interpretation. It 
appears from the record they are concerned about an increase in price 
of all the properties. I would like to call to the attention of Congress- 
man Hébert as well as the other members of committee and I think 
we can find literally hundreds of records to justify this, as soon as we 
increase the price of part of the property we need, the price of all the 
property adjoining goes up. I have to assume in this case, and there 
are no records to indicate this, that whatever may have been the real 
value of the property, including the mineral rights, as soon as it was 
known that mineral rights were to be reserved by the South Coast 
Corp., all of the property prices would have gone up beyond their 
real value, because I personally believe, and I believe this because of 
the sales that were made by all of these people 

Mr. Bennerr. Could not you have relinquished these rights? 
You didn’t want them. 

Secretary Foc ter. I cannot go back and determine why the Secre- 
tary of the Navy originally requested that these be acquired, in- 
cluding 

Mr. Bennerr. He abandoned that policy in the course of his 
dealing. 

Secretary Focier. Because that was the best deal he could make. 

Mr. Bennerr. Having abandoned the policy, why do you think it 
was right to apply it to one party only? 

Secretary Fogier. Do you think it would have been right to have 
gone back and said to the people, here is a different deal having ac- 
quired the property? 

Mr. Bennerr. I did practice law at one time, and although I am 
no authority on this, I would feel as a matter of legal ethics if I had 
been dealing with 10 people and told those 10 people whatever was 
involved would be the same among all of them, and then I changed 
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my mind as to one of them, as a matter of ethics I would never have 
concluded any agreement without apprising all the owners. ‘That 
is a matter of legal ethics. 

But as a general proposition it seems to me when you have told 
people you are going to deal with everybody on the same title and you 
abandon that in midstream, you have a responsibility to alert the 
remaining owners you are dealing differently. 

That is my own feeling. You asked me. And I am going to tell 
you. I know that is the way I feel inside and I know it is consistent 
in the ordinary ethics in the practice of law, and I feel it is consistent 
with the general morals. 

Secretary Foguier. I think my mind would agree with you in con- 
nection with general morals. I don’t know I would agree with you 
in the practice of law—and I am not a lawyer. 

Mr. Bennett. I do very much realize, and I think it affects your 
testimony, you, as a fine outstanding man, and I know you to be 
such, are thinking about your fiduciary relationships to the Govern- 
ment and to all the taxpayers to do what is right and just to them, 
and that it is not proper, ordinarily, to fail to get the very best price 
and arrangements youcan. I fully realize that fiduciary relationships, 
and it is as clear as that, I would think you have a responsibility to 
apprise the other owners that you are dealing differently than you 
originally told them you were going to do. 

Well, I made my point. I do believe you have testified in the 
early part of my coloquy that you believe the Navy did have a policy 
of saying to all owners they were going to have fee title including 
mineral rights and everything else involved and that policy was aban- 
doned and the only owner apprised of that before the final handling 
of the matter was the South Coast Corp. 

If that is the factualization it seems the Navy is in a rather awkward 
position in having a negative report on this bill, or some bill to correct 
it, and I am not sure this bill is one to correct it. 

Mr. vom Baor. It is true that no affirmative disclosure was made 
to these owners. But I was trying to point out the Navy was not 
trying to hide anything with relation to it. And this reserving of 
mineral rights was made clear fairly early in the game in 1943. 

Mr. Bennett. Yes. But your position would not be so weak if | 
had not already elicited the fact the Navy told all owners it was going 
to be the same type of record. You can, though, hide behind a public 
record which may or may not be available to average people when you 
have told them already they are going to be dealt with in the same 
way. You can’t say go and look in the court records, after you have 
told them you were going to deal with them all in the same way. 

Mr. vom Baur. I don’t think we told them that. There was a 
declaration of legal taking, in January. 

Mr. Bennett. I believe the Secretary a moment ago said he 
believed the Navy told all these people they were going to be dealt 
with in the same way and he is backed up by the fact that was the 
original Navy position. 

Mr. vom Baur. Yes. But it was set forth as a matter of public 
record and when there was a change in it that was also set forth as a 
matter of public record. 

Mr. Bennett. But they were apprized of the first position by word 
of mouth as well as by means of public record, and in the second case 
they were not apprised by word of mouth. 
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There may be some difference. 

Now, on why you dealt differently with the South Coast Corp., there 
were three reasons suggested. 

One was to fill out the whole tract. Personally, I don’t understand 
that. The taking took place of all the acreage involved. There may 
be some validity to that point, but all the taking was at one time. 
The second point was there was some extra value to the South Coast 
land because of the mineral value and that is difficult to understand 
without further testimony because the lands were contiguous. 

The third reason which motivated the Navy was that they had a 
fear the jury might find all these mineral rights—might be found 
valuable by the appraisers, and therefore, you may have had to pay a 
lot more for the South Coast land than you did under the arrangement 
which you did make. But in my opinion that does not justify having 
kept quiet with regard to the change of policy, although it might well 
be you saved a lot of money for the Government by including that 
stipulation in South Coast, but I don’t see why you should not have 
told the other owners. 

Mr. vom Baur. May I answer that at least in part? 

Mr. Price. Yes. 

Mr. vom Baur. This is a short letter and I will read it. 

This is an offer from the city of Houma to sell this property to the 
Navy as outlined in this letter. 

(The letter is as follows:) 


Exuisit A 


City oF Houma, La., October 22, 194 
Messrs. F. P. Guipry & D. W. Pipks 
Appraisers for Naval Air Station LTA, 
Houma, La. 

GENTLEMEN: Acting under authority of the police jury of the parish of Terre- 
bonne and the mayor and board of aldermen of the city of Houma granted at a 
joint meeting of the aforesaid bodies held at the parish courthouse, October 20, 
1942, we, the undersigned, herewith submit to you the certified consolidated 
expenditures of both bodies relative to our acquisition and operations of the 
Houma Airport. 

Upon reimbursement of this expenditure, the parish of Terrebonne and the 
city of Houma will transfer all their rights, title, and interest in the Houma 
Airport to the Naval Air Station LTA. 

Respectfully yours, 


i) 
. 


Jas. E. Cravuvin, 
For the Police Jury of the Parish of Terrebonne. 


ALLEN Munson, 
For the Mayor and Board of Aldermen of the City of Houma. 
Mr. Bennett. Can you explain how that has anything to do with 
the issue that you have notified people you are going to take the same 
title from everybody, and when you change your policy you would 
not notify the owners? 
Mr. vom Baur. That is an offer to sell at cost. 


Mr. Hépert. That was not a petition. You went after them to get 
it 


Mr. vom Baur. That was in October 1942 in advance of the declara- 
tion of taking. 

Mr. Brooks. Is it not designed to show the value? 

Mr. vom Baur. To show the value and also in the nature of an 
offer which came from the city of Houma to the Navy. 
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Mr. Héserr. Oh. 

Mr. vom Baur. All the rights. 

Mr. Brooks. I suggest there should be something in this record to 
show the present value of the minerals. 

Mr. Price. That will be included in the record. 

Mr. Brooks. Will the Secretary volunteer to give us reliable in- 
formation on the value? 

Mr. vom Baur. We have a letter right here. 

From the Geological Survey of the Department of the Interior, 
dated March 18, 1945, which I am informed answers that question. 

Mr, Price. Can you give it to us? 

Mr. vom Baur. The gist is mineral rights to the lands are now much 
better than in 1942 and 1943. 

Mr. Brooxs. What value per acre was placed on them? 

Mr. vom Baur. Gentlemen, I have not read this letter. There 
appears to be no figure in it. It is merely a general appraisal. 

I don’t believe there is a dollar amount in it. 

Mr. Price. That still would not change the case of the petitioner. 
Because they are not arguing the point of the mineral rights now as 
against what they were then. It would be different if they did. But 
it does show they raised the question of mineral rights. 

So they were interested in mineral rights back before this report was 
ever conceived. 

Mr. vom Baur. I offer this letter only in answer to Congressman 
Brooks request for some figures of the present value of mineral rights. 

Mr. Brooks. That may come up before the full committee. I 
want to know what [ am voting on, on value. 

Mr. vom Baur. This gives the answer. 

(The letter is as follows: ) 


Marcu 18, 1955. 
Curr, Bureau oF YARDS AND Docks, 
Department of the Navy, 
Washington, D. C. 
(Attention Mr. David W. Agnew.) 

My Dear Sir: This is in reply to your telephone request and subsequent letter 
of March 16, both addressed to Charles B. Read of the Fuels Branch, for informa- 
tion regarding oil and gas development and oil and gas potentialities on lancs of the 
naval air station near Houma, Terrebonne Parish, La. The information and 
opinions submitted below are based largely on files maintained from commercial 
reports, supplemented by a small amount of additional information we have ac- 
quired on the area. The law does not require that reports on drilling and produe- 
tion be submitted to the Government except when the wells are on Government 
land, but our records are believed to be reasonably accurate. 

Several gas and gas-condensate fields are within a few miles of the air station. 
The Houma fiele, Cisecovered in 1945, has one well about half a mile west of the 
north corner of the station reservation, anc extencs northwestwara 2 or 3 miles, 
At the end of 1953 it has about 4,000 proved acres and 15 flowing wells. The 
structure is a simple Come. Production is from 3 beds ranging in depths from 
about 10,100 to about 11,800 feet, most of it from about 10,100 feet. 

Total production through 1953 was 839,607 barrels of condensate and 67,- 
187,000 cubic feet of natural gas; 1953 production was 304,056 barrels and 19,624 
milion cubic feet. 

One or two of the closest wells may have drained the northern part of the 
naval property, but it is estimated that by 1°54 the ;as-water conta*t had 
passed outside the reservation boundary. Consequently, it is believed that 
present wells are no longer draining station property, and will not do so in the 
future. 

The Hollywood field, discovered in 1953, is about 4 to 5 miles northwest of 
the air station, and a couple of miles west of the Houma field. By the endof 1953 
about 640 acres had been proved and 4 flowing wells were producing from beds 
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at depths of about 12,500 and 14,400 feet Production for that year was 56,854 
barrels of condensate and 3,414 million cubic feet of gas. Even though this 
field is somewhat farther from the air station reservatior, it is mentioned because 
of its production from deeper beds. We understand that those deeper beds 
have not been adequately tested in the vicinity of the naval reservation, at least 
as of @ year ago. 

In June 1954 the Warren Petroleum Corp. No. 1 South Coast well, apparently 
only 200 to 300 feet from the western boundary of the reservation, in section 12, 
T. 1758., R. 17 E. discovered gas and condensate at a depth of 11,620 feet. This 
is considered to be the discovery well of a new field. Je have no information 
on the structural conditions at that depth, but it is highly probable that some 
of the gas and condensate are coming from the air station property. In the 
normal course of developing a new field additional wells would be drilled in 
several directions from the discovery well, and some of them, in this case, would 
be on Navy property. 

We understand that at least 2 other deeper beds, at about 12,300 and 14,000 
feet, have production possibilities in the general area, but they have not been 
adequately tested near the station. The 1954 well of the Warran Petroleum 
Corp., mentioned above, and a dry hole by the same company about half a mile 
farther south, were drilled to depths of 13,340 and 13,118 feet, respectively. 
The fact that neither well got production from the greater depths, while a dis- 
couraging element, does not mean that commercial quantities of oil or gas could 
not be found eventually in those beds on the air station property. 

The Bourg field, discovered in 1952, lies about 2 miles northeast of the northeast 
boundary of the station. By the end of 1953 it had 11 flowing wells that were 
producing from about 12,600 feet. During 1953 it produced 286,587 barrels of 
condensate and 16,780,338,000 cubic feet of gas. 

In view of the facts set forth above, the following conclusions seem warranted: 

Gas and gas-condensate are almost certainly present on reservation property, 
especially near the South Coast well, in sections 12 and 105, T. 17 S., R. 17 E. 
and very likely in nearby parts of sections 20 and 21, T. 17 S., R. 18 E. 

If the same dome structure that controlled accumulation in the 10,100-foot 
bed in the Houma field also controls accumulation in the 11,600-foot bed of the 
South Coast well, then potentialities of at least the north half of the reservation 
are excellent. 

Although we have no information on the south half of the reservation, possible 
oil and gas production in that area cannot be pulled out until the area has been 
sakes to the lowest likely bed, which is probably at least as deep as about 14,000 
eet. 

Reference is made to inquiry of May 13, 1953, to the Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment, from Chief, Bureau of Yards and Docks, requesting information concerning 
oil and gas developments around the Houma Naval Station. 

In response thereto, the request of the Bureau of Land Management, the 
Survey reported on April 30, 1954, that the lands were not subject to drainage. 

Subsequent development indicates that part of the naval air station later 
became subject to drainage and the Survey recommended to the Bureau of Land 
Management on November 19, 1954, that these lands should be offered for com- 
petitive oil and gas leasing. 

Sincerely yours, 
ArtTHur A. BAKER, 
Acting Director. 


Secretary Focier. I understand you would like to have some 
dollar value placed on that. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes, if we could. 

Secretary Focier. An appraisal made by the Navy in July 1955 
estimates the present fair-market value of the oil, gas, and other 
minerals to be $175 per acre. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Bray? 

Mr. Bray. I am worried about some testimony I heard very early 
in this hearing. I want to address these remarks to the counsel. 
You mentioned earlier about this fire destroying records down here 
at that bese. It took place in 1952. 

When did you cease to use this installation as an active installation? 

Mr. vom Baur. I don’t believe I really know, sir. 





t 
' 








oe eI 





4733 


Mr. Price. Roughly, when? 

Secretary Focier. 1948, I understand. 

Mr. Bray. At that time, when was it declared surplus? 

Secretary Focuier. It has not been declared surplus. 

Mr. Bray. What naval personnel do you have based there now? 

Secretary Focuier. I can’t tell you how many. It is a very limited 
personnel. It has been retained as a Navy training reserve station. 

But it has been retained primarily because until and if Congress 
approves the acquisition of the field at New Iberia, the Navy might 
be compelled to enlarge this and use it as an active training field. 

Mr. Bray. Do you have naval personnel located there now? 

Secretary Focuer. I think there is a limited number of people. 

Mr. Gary. There is 5 civil-service people, 1 general supervisor, and 
4 firemen. 

Mr. Bray. When did the last naval personnel leave there? 

Mr. Gary. We checked this February 7, 1948. 

Mr. Bray. There has been no—you keep a 24-hour guard there? 

Mr. Gary. The particular fire was in the recreation hall after the 
Mardi Gras ball was held there Mardi Gras night. 

Mr. Bray. So you have not had what might be termed a guard 
since 1948? 

Mr. Gary. Put it this way—since 1948 to 1953, the city and parish 
operated it, under the terms of the lease, under the city and parish 
supervision. 

Mr. Bray. What I would like to know is why, Mr. Counsel, you 
would have official naval papers stored at this installation from 1948 
to 1952. 

Mr. Vom Baur. Frankly, I am not very familiar with the situation 
of this fire. I have been informed that while we have as I say about 
18 inches of documents, the information I have is that the file is not 
entirely complete, and there are some documents which were prob- 
ably destroyed. 

Mr. Bray. Your testimony would have a little more sincerity from 
my viewpoint if you had not gone into that fire, when plainly every- 
body knows you do not keep official documents in abandoned posts 
over 4 years. 

Mr. Vom Baur. I did not raise that. I think Mr. Fogler is more 
familiar with it than I. This was in his statement. 

Mr. Bray. You were_his counsel. I did not question the Secretary, 
but I do know the only knowledge he said he had is what the rest 
of you gave him. That is just something that does not exist, and 
you know it. 

Mr. vom Baur. I really don’t know what you are referring to. 

Mr. Bray. That questions your sincerity. You leave the impres- 
sion some valuable documents you had were not there when this fire 
did take place, and it took place 4 years after you ceased to use it. 

Mr. vom Baur. I don’t know what was stored there. 

Mr. Bray. I don’t know either. But they would not leave those 
papers there that long. 

Mr. vom Baur. It so happens I did not personally have custody 
over the files in the Houma Naval Station and I am giving the best 
testimony I have to the best of my knowledge and belief, and I will 
check this further. 

We believe the files are somewhat incomplete. 
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Mr. Bray. Did you still believe the same documents were lost in 
that fire? 

Mr. vom Baur. I don’t know. I wasn’t there. But we are in- 
formed that some were, sir. 

Mr. Hésertr. Why did you say it? 

Mr. vom Baur. I didn’t say it. 

Mr. Bray. It is certainly beneath the dignity and ability of the 
Navy to leave documents in an abandoned base, and I don’t like any- 
thing to be said here before this committee to leave an impression 
upon us that is bound to be erroneous. 


Mr. vom Baur. I am passing on to you, sir, the best information 
Ihave. That is all I can do. 

Mr. Héperr. At the time I inserted the report which was made, 
I failed to ask permission to insert right behind that in reply to the 
report prepared by Mr. Rault, in connection with that matter, which 
spells out these discrepancies and misstatements of fact and attempts 
to mislead the committee. 


Mr. Price. Without objection it will be made part of the record. 
(The report referred to follows: ) 


TERRIBERRY, YOUNG, Rautt & CARROLL, 
New Orleans 12, June 29, 1958. 


Re H. R. 2625 and 8. 1715—United States Naval Air Station, Houma, La., Bill 
for Revestment of Mineral Rights in Former Landowners. 

Dear ConGressMAN Wiuuis: As you know, we represent the landowner- 
beneficiaries of the above bills. 

This letter is in reply to the unfavorable report of the Department of the 
Navy, dated June 2, 1955, on the above bills. 

The bills are intended to equalize an unfair and inequitable situation and to 
correct a mistake resulting from a hasty wartime condemnation. 

On January 5, 1943, the United States, at the instance of the Department of 
the Navy, commenced a condemnation proceeding in the Federal court at New 
Orleans and thereby immediately acquired full fee simple title to 1,743.47 acres 
of lands in south Louisiana upon which was erected a blimp base for use in anti- 
submarine patrol on the Gulf of Mexico. This base was located close to our 
southern shoreline, in swampy Terrebonne Parish, on a piece of high land near 
the city of Houma. 

During the proceeding, the Navy revested in one of the landowners, the South 
Coast Corp., its full mineral interest uncer some 645 acres of land (part of the 
1,743 acres requisitioned), and also paid South Coast $119.20 per acre for the sur- 
face rights of that land. The other landowners, notwithstanding their prior 
demands for a revestment of their mineral rights, did not receive back the minerals 
on their adjoining 1,100 acres. Additionally they were paid an average compen- 
sation of only $98.37 per acre for the surface rights of their lands, which were 
practically identical to those lands of the South Coast Corp. 

At the commencement of the condemnation activity when these landowners 
made requests for the retention of their mineral rights, they were advised by the 
Navy’s representative that the Navy required a complete, unrestricted and 
indefeasible title to the lands, including the mineral rights and all other servitudes. 
Their request was denied upon the stated declaration of policy that none of the 
landowners could receive his mineral rights. Unfortunately, this statement of 
alleged policy was never openly corrected, although 9 months after the condem- 
nation was commenced, the Navy granted to South Coast the mineral rights 
under its 645 acres. At the time South Coast was revested with its mineral 
rights, most of the other landowners had not vet completed their settlements 
with the Navy and were never advised by the Navy and were totally unaware 
of the action that had been taken in the South Coast mineral revestment. 

The official Navy appraisal reports state that the mineral rights were not 
appraised but were excluded from the valuations which covered only surface 
lands, crops and improvements. The landowners we represent, received no com- 
pensation for their mineral rights. In fact, all of these landowners received less 
than the Navy appraisers had stated was fair and just compensation for the 
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taking of the surface of their lands, although South Coast received more than 
the appraisers had placed on its surface rights (in addition to reobtaining its 
minerals). We know not the reason for this inequality of treatment of citizens 
by their sovereign. H. R. 5625 is drafted to remedy that situation. 

The landowner-beneficiaries of the above bill include a municipality (city of 
Houma), a parish governing body (Terrebonne), and private citizens, all of whom 
gladly gave up their valued lands, in some instances of many, many generations 
holding, to further the war effort. This was done in a spirit of cooperation, with 
complete reliance upon and faith in the Navy’s representations as to price and 
as to the interest required in the taking. It was done without contest in court. 
In fact, the landowners even gave the Navy use of the surface of their lands 
before legal proceedings were instituted. 

The Navy has issued an unfavorable report on this proposed legislation. We 
believe that the Navy’s report is inaccurate, contradictory, self-conflicting, and 
perhaps self-serving. In justice to our clients we are compelled to point out some 
of the discrepancies and inaccuracies in the report and to show that many state- 
ments in the report are unsupported by the facts and by the evidence. 

(1) The Navy report states (p. 2): 

“There is conflicting evidence as to exactly what, if anything, was said with 
respect to mineral rights in the course of negotiations with these landowners * * *. 
The official Navy files prepared by the Navy negotiator at the time of the nego- 
tiations state that the matter of mineral rights did not come up in the negotiations.”’ 

This is directly contradicted by the following sentence of the Navy report (p. 3): 

“Tt is clear that the interested landowners understood at the time of the nego- 
tiations that their mineral rights were being acquired and that the amounts 
negotiated and accepted by them as fair compensation for their lands covered the 
entire fee, including the mineral rights.”’ 

Roth statements cannot be true. If the mineral rights were not discussed how 
then could the Navy come to the conclusion that the owners knew the mineral 
rights were included? In an endeavor to support an untenable conclusion, the 
Navy report contradicts itself. 

(2) We know of no “conflicting evidence” as to what transpired. The alleged 
“official Navy files’? have not been produced or quoted to us. The statement in 
the report ‘the officer who is alleged to have made the statements in question 
died”’ is by omission and implication only a half truth. It is true that Commander 
Winebrenier who came to Houma in late 1942 and who thereafter was the senior 
negotiator representing the Navy in the dealings with the landowners is dead. 
The implication from the above-quoted statement that there is no living official 
Navy representative who can testify as to what transpired in the negotiations 
is untrue. 

Lt. Comdr. Harvey W. Hillyard was the senior naval officer at Houma and in 
charge of the dealings with the landowners from August 1942 until the arrival of 
Winebrenier, and thereafter was present with Commander Winebrenier at some 
of the meetings with the landowners. His detailed affidavit is attached to our 
petition of February 21, 1955, for revestment, which is now on file with the com- 
mittee. In his affidavit he testifies categorically to the following facts: 

(a) That under date of September 17, 1942, he received a letter from one of the 
principal landowners (the Barrow interests through Dr. Cole) requesting that 
they ‘‘be permitted to retain these mineral rights on any acreage sold or trans- 
ferred to the United States Navy;” (Hillyard affidavit p. 2), and that he undoubt- 
edly sent Dr. Cole’s letter to the proper naval authorities for their consideration 
The letter is not mentioned in the Navy report on this bill nor is any information 
made available by the Navy as to what official action, if any, was taken on this 
written request. 

(b) That under instructions from the Navy he selected Messrs. Guidry and 
Pipes of Houma, substantial local citizens, to appraise land, improvements, crops, 
etc., in the area where the base was to be located; that he furnished these appraisers 
official appraisal instructions supplied to him by the Navy, these instructions 
being silent on the question of mineral rights; that he received no instructions 
from the Navy with respect to the condemnation of mineral rights and to the 
contrary his instructions were to appoint appraisers familiar with crop values 
(sugareane), land values and improvement values; that he is convinced that these 
appraisers did not have the experience necessary to appraise mineral rights; 
and that sinee then he has seen the appraisal reports which were either silent on 
or specifically exeluded mineral values. 

A ees 1943 he attended a meeting at which landowners and repre- 
sentit' *-* «iv of Houma and parish of Terrebonne, as well as Commander 
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Winebrenier, were present; that the subject of mineral reservations was brought 
up by the property owners and that it is his recollection that the landowners were 
advised that the Navy required full title without restrictions or reservations of 
any kind. 

(d) That he has only recently learned that the South Coast Corp. was granted 
a full revestment of its mineral rights; that he is at a loss to explain this apparent 
discrimination since it was his firm impression during his period of duty at 
Houma that the Navy desired a policy of fairness and equality of treatment to 
all the landowners; that he tried to reflect this general attitude and policy in his 
relations with them; and that the failure to return the mineral rights to all owners 
alike “is in my opinion an inequitable situation which should be remedied if at 
all possible.”’ 

He adds (affidavit, p. 6): 

“T personally recall the full cooperation these people gave me as an individual 
and as a representative of the Navy, and I am embarrassed that the confidence 
they undoubtedly placed in my personal and official assurances of just and equita- 
ble treatment has been compromised.”’ 

Lieutenant Commander Hillyard closes his affidavit (p. 6) with the following 
unqualified statement: 

“In summary, I can confirm that the landowners requested that their interests 
with respect to mineral reservations be protected and that I, in turn, channeled 
such requests to the Bureau of Yards and Docks.” 

Lieutenant Commander Hillyard’s statements are supported 100 percent by 
the following evidence: 

(e) The affidavits of appraisers Guidry & Pipes who state that they received 
no instructions to appraise mineral rights and did not include in their appraisal 
the valuation of such rights; that they were not qualified to render such apprai- 
sals; that it was their understanding that South Coast and the other landowners 
wanted to retain their mineral rights; that at various stated meetings (as out- 
lined in Mr. Pipes’ diary) landowners made requests of the Navy representatives 
for retention of their mineral rights (Guidry-Pipes affidavit, p. 5). 

(f) Affidavit of the special attorney for the police jury for the parish of Terre- 
bonne who under instructions from the president of the police jury made demand 
of the Navy representatives for mineral rights as well as some servitudes and was 
informed that the Navy wanted the entire fee (O’ Neal affidavit, p. 2). 

(g) The affidavit of Dr. and Mrs. Cole who confirm their demand of the Navy 
for the retention of mineral rights, which demand was also incorporated in letter 
form. This demand was repeated by Dr. and Mrs. Cole to Commander Wine- 
brenier who told them that they could not retain their mineral rights and that 
none of the landowners would be permitted to retain such rights (Cole affidavit, 
p. 4). 

(h) Similar affidavits from other landowners, including Clarence Hartman, 
James E. Chauvin, and Joseph A. Jacuzzo. 

(3) The Navy report states (p. 3): 

“Tn 1943 the mineral rights represented remote possibilities of relatively nominal 
value.” 

The report in attempting to explain why South Coast, unlike the other land- 
owners, was permitted to retain its mineral rights, states that South Coast pressed 
its demands for these rights with “greater vigor and persist2nce’’ with the result 
that bilateral settlement of compensation for the mineral rights of South Coast 
“appeared impossible or excessively costly * * * and the decision was made to 
exclude them in that instance.’’ The two foregoing statements are contra- 
dictory. It is obvious that mineral rights ‘‘representing remote possibilities of 
relatively nominal value’”’ could not be ‘excessively costly.” 

The fact is that as of 1942—43 the mineral rights under the lands in question had 
real value. The records of the Conservation Department of Louisiana show that 
in 1941 Terrebonne Parish in which Houma is located produced nearly 5 million 
barrels of oil and over 13 billion cubic feet of gas. One of the landowners had 
been receiving annually $16,000 from an oil lease prior and up to the condemnation 
proceeding, There had been oil leases on some of the lands since 1926. 

South Coast which retained its mineral rights received $119.20 per acre for the 
surface of its land areas. The other landowners who gave up their mineral rights 
were paid an average of $98.37 per acre for practically identical surface land. 

This is certainly discrimination by the soversign between its citizens. 

(4) The Navy report attempts to explain this discrimination by stating (p. 2): 

‘There is nothing to indicate that the different treatment accorded the South 
Coast Corp. in permitting it to retain its mineral rights was attributable to any- 
thing except its greater emphasis placed upon its mineral rights by that landowner 
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and the greater vigor and persistence with which its representatives pressed its 
claim in the course of negotiations with the Navy officer.” 

This ‘‘explanation” is, we submit, a confession of basic discrimination between 
citizens. he warison. Houmais only ashort distance from the Gulf of Mexico 
where the submarine menace was very real. As patriotic American citizens and in 
order to facilitate the war effort through the rapid installation of the airbase at 
Houma, the other landowners did not persist to the very end in their demands of 
the Navy that they be permitted to retain these mineral rights because they had 
been told repeatedly by Navy representatives that the Navy needed these rights. 
They assumed that all landowners were being treated alike in respect of mineral 
rights and did not know of the preference given South Coast until last year. Some 
of these other landowners were illiterate. Some did not realize the necessity of 
being represented by counsel. Some were told by Navy representatives that they 
did not need a lawyer because their interests would be fully protected. 

For the Navy report to say that the demands of the South Coast Corp. for the 
retention of its mineral rights were granted because of ‘‘the greater vigor and 
persistence with which its representatives pressed its claims in the course of its 
negotiations” is to discount the patriotic motive in wartime and to put a premium 
on the ability of a corporation that was able, willing, and in fact did press its 
claims through able counsel. 

The so-called explanation of the discrimination between the landowners de- 
stroys the foundation on which the Navy report attempts to build its conclusion 
that the landowners represented by us are not entitled to revestment. The 
theory obviously is that it is not necessary to do equal justice between citizens 
similarly situated, but to prefer those who were better ‘“‘negotiators.’?’ Such a 
doctrine is abhorrent to the inherent American sense of justice. 

(5) The complete weakness of the explanation is given emphasis by the follow- 
ing comment in the Navy report (p. 2): 

“In any event it appears that any representations that may have been made 
by the Navy negotiating officer to the effect that the Navy needed the full fee, 
including the mineral rights, were correct when made, although it appears true 
that the negotiating officer did not after reaching agreement with these former 
owners inform them of the subsequent Navy decision to permit exclusion of the 
mineral rights. 

Implicit in the foregoing is an admission that these landowners made demand 
for their mineral rights, as is contended by them. The plain tenor of the Navy 
statement is that although the Navy told these landowners they could not have 
their mineral rights, and although these landowners relied upon that representa- 
tion and did not further press their requests, the Navy then was under no obli- 
gation to correct its previous advices and to inform the landowners of its changed 
policy. 

In short, what the Navy is saying that having yielded to the “greater vigor and 
persistence’”’ of South Coast representatives, it did not disclose this fact to the 
other landowners with whom it was still negotiating. Contrast the foregoing with 
the earlier statement in the Navy report (p. 2) that the “‘official Navy files’’ state 
“that the matter of mineral rights did not come up in the negotiations.” 

Further, it is not true that the decision of the Navy to revest mineral rights in 
South Coast was “‘subsequent”’ to reaching agreements with the former owners. 
Except for two small landowners, the contrary is the fact. The South Coast 
revestment of mineral rights under 645 acres was accomplished on September 28, 
1943. The agreement as to compensation with other landowners owning 974 
acres was not reached until 3 months and more after that date. 

(6) The bill is also intended to return some mineral royalties that were taken 
from the landowners by the Navy which obtained a quitclaim of the same on 
erroneous and faulty legal grounds. This was during the course of the con- 
demnation proceeding. It has been admitted by the Navy’s representative that 
the quitclaim of the royalties was procured on an incorrect statement of law. 
The landowners were advised that their mineral rights would have prescribed 
(died out), whereas the State law of Louisiana was exactly to the contrary. 
(See affidavits, exhibits O, P, enclosures 10, 12.) 

(7) The committee will observe that the basic tenor of the Navy report is a 
complete reversal of established Naval policy as declared by former Secretary of 
the Navy, Hon. Frank Knox, in a hearing, involving a similar request by land- 
owners for revestment of mineral rights under Moore Airfield in Oklahoma, 
before the House Committee on Naval Affairs, 78th Congress, 2d session (H. R. 
3748). In that case, the Secretary of Navy, under date of November 23, 1943, 
submitte’ a letter to the committee on the question of Navy acquiring mineral 
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rights in condemnation proceedings which letter, in its pertinent parts, is as 
follows: 

“T wish you would present the matter discussed in this letter to your full com- 
mittee for their consideration, and when I get back from New River, I will come 
up and discuss it with the committee if you desire. 

“As I told the committee the other day, we purchased a tract of 532 acres of 
land near Moore, Okla., for which we paid a total of $46,431.60. This was 
designed for an auxiliary airfield, and we started at once the work of putting the 
field in condition for such use, spending to date about $150,000. All of the land 
was taken by process of condemnation. Subsequent to our purchase of the land, 
a very big oil well was opened up within a half mile of our land and there are 
indications that a considerable field of oil exists in this area. 

“Immediately we were offered, by one of the oil companies, $250,000 in cash 
plus a royalty of one-sixteenth, which the oil company estimated would give us 
$500,000 more. Of course, instead of accepting the first offer made, I immediately 
dispatched an expert to the scene to get some information on which I could depend. 

“T have been thinking about this since, and I wondered if it is fair and equitable 
for the Government to exercise its power to condemn and thus become the private 
owners, and then take advantage of a discovery of oil in adjoining territory and 
profit by the transaction. These people did not want to sell their lands. We 
made them sell. If they had not sold they would themselves have benefited by 
the discovery of oil beneath the surface. Query: Should the Government, under 
these circumstances, proceed to take a big profit through the sale of the lands, a 
profit that otherwise would go to the owners whose title we had compelled them 
to yield to us? 

“The Government is not in the oil-speculation business. The lands were 
bought for an airfield and not for speculative purposes. The use of the land for 
an airfield is no longer possible because it will be surrounded by oil derricks. 
Under these circumstances would it not be equitable and just to return the land 
to the people whom we dispossessed, providing that they recoup the Govern- 
ment by repaying the money we paid for the land plus the money we have ex- 
pended in improvements which now must be abandoned? 

“Here is an ethical question on which I would like to have the judgment of the 
committee. When I get back I should like to discuss it with you.”’ 

In the Moore Airfield case, the committee thereafter voted out favorably the 
bill to return the minerals to the landowners. 

(8) We submit further that the Navy report on the Houma Airfield case is 
inconsistent with declared Navy policy, not only in the Moore Airfield matter, 
but, as stated, in condemnation proceedings in Texas involving thousands of 
acres of land. Therein, the Navy recommended to the court and actually 
revested in former landowners all mineral rights under various naval bases. 
U.S. v. 16,572 Acres of Land (45 F. Supp. 23; 49 F. Supp. 544 (1943)). 

Additionally, and in line with its historic policy, the Navy, in connection with 
the recent establishment of the Alvin Callendar Airfield near New Orleans, advised 
the Federal court in August 1954, that it desired to have condemned only the 
surface of the land and not the mineral rights thereunder. 

Respectfully submitted. 

TERRIBERRY, YOUNG, RAuLt & CARROLL, 
By Jos. M. Rav tt, 

Attorneys for Landowner- Beneficiaries of H. R. 5625: City of Houma, La., 
Parish of Terrebonne, La.; James E. and widow of C. L. Chauvin; 
Clarence Hartman; Joseph A. Jaccuzzo; R. R. Barrow, Inc.; Mrs. 
Hallette Barrow Cole; Mrs. Jennie Barrow Dawson; Miss Irene F. 
Barrow. 

Of Counsel: 

Jos. M. Rau rt. 

WALTER CARROLL. 

JosepH M. Rav tt, Jr. 


New Or.eEans, La., June 29, 1955. 


Mr. Price. Are there any further questions? 

Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

It has been a grueling afternoon. The committee is grateful to 
you for your patience. 

Mr. Ravtt, Sr. May I impose upon the patience of the committee 
for one minute? And only one minute. 
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The Secretary of the Navy has placed some stress on the fact $100 
per acre represented the fair value of land surface and mineral rights 
on the basis of comparable sales. 

The $100 value there covered in the most part the surface of the 
land only and not the mineral rights. 

This is true with respect to about two-thirds or three-quarters of 
the total land involved in the sales. 

I specifically refer to the Barrow land, and the Hartman land. 

Mr. Hépert. Again, in that instance, the Navy has not given us 
the full picture and has erroneously made statements. 

Mr. Brooks. As I read the report, from the Interior Department 
that land has tremendous value. There is at least 6 or 8 oilfields 
almost adjacent to the base. 

That is correct? 

Mr. Ravtt, Sr. I have not read the record. I have only seen it. 
I do not know the contents. 

Mr. Brooks. That is correct. There are 6 or 8 oilfields right 
around that area. 

Mr. Rauvtt, Sr. I must answer I do not know. I understand it is 
more valuable than it was then. 

Mr. Brooks. Some of them are actually draining this Federal 
reservation of its gas and minerals, is that right? 

Mr. Rav tt, Sr. I don’t know. 

Mr. Brooks. I want to know. 

Mr. Rav tt, Sr. I cannot tell you. I think what you have said 
indicates the additional equity to these people who are being deprived 
by not being told they could keep them, the mineral rights which 
now turn out to be valuable. 

Mr. Price. Are there any further questions? 

If not, the committee will stand adjourned. 

(Whereupon, at 5 p. m., the committee was adjourned.) 


Hovusrt or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
SUBCOMMITTEE No. 3, 
Washington, D. C., Wednesday, July 20, 1955. 

The subcommittee met at 9:50 a. m., Hon. Carl Durham, chairman 
of the subcommittee, presiding. 

Mr. Duruam. The committee will come to order, gentlemen. 

Gentlemen, I think there has been a pretty full hearing held on 
this measure. I see no reason why we should continue further hear- 
ings. It will have to be heard before the full committee. 

Have you a committee amendment prepared there? 

Mr. Keviuener. I haven’t one yet prepared. But I believe I 
know the sense of the committee, Mr. Chairman. Is it your wish 
that it be amended so as to provide that the former owners will pay 
back to the Government the amount that they received in the first 
instance from the Government? 

Mr. Duruam. Yes. 

Mr. Kevuener. I will prepare an amendment to that effect. 

Mr. CunninGuHAM. It will take something more. 

We are reconveying also the surface. 
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Mr. Hésert. If you do that then you reconvey all the property. 

Mr. Ketuener. That is right. 

Mr. Hésert. The property has not been abandoned. 

Mr. Keviener. It would be as soon as this became law. 

Mr. Héserr. No, no; the Navy is still holding on this property. 

Mr. CunntnGHaMm. The Navy voices no objection. The chairman 
of the full committee brought it up that day. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. They said it would be perfectly agreeable to them 
to pay back the money and reconvey the land back to the original 
owners. 

Mr. Durnam. They have the money —— 

Mr. H&éserrt. | have no objection to it, and neither do the owners. 

Except I am raising the technical point here that the Navy has 
not declared this property surplus. 

Mr. Ketiener. That isn’t necessary. If this becomes law, it will 
divest the Navy and United States of title by its very self. 

Mr. Héserrt. All right. 

I just raise the question. 

Mr. Mouionan. I wasn’t here mentally a minute ago when it 
was brought up. That has reference to something other than this 
H. R. 5625? 

Mr. Kevtiener. It would be an amendment to 5625. 

Mr. CunnincHam. Mr. Chairman, I move the amendment on the 
understanding of Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Durnam. Without objection of the committee, the amendment 
will be prepared as outlined by Mr. Kelleher, and inserted in the bill. 

Mr. Doyte. May I ask this? 

In line 25, page 2, it specifically refers to some case of reinvestment 
in a corporation. I am not familiar with it, and therefore I want to 
ask what substance of it is. 

Mr. Kevuener. In that instance, the oil was revested during the 
condemnation proceeding, but prior to judgment, in one of the land- 
owners, the largest landowner, South Coast Corp. 

That same revestment was not performed with respect to the other 

five individual owners who were involved. 
BP It would be the purpose of this bill, as amended, to revest in those 
original owners full fee title, including the minerals, which the Govern- 
ment now has with respect to all of the property except the corporation, 
South Coast Corp. 

Mr. Doyue. This then is the way to make that sort of a conveyance. 

Mr. Kevieser. It can be done that way. 

But I think you have raised a good question. Is it the intention of 
the committee to revest in the South Coast Corp if they wish it, the 
surface rights to the land? 

Mr. CunnincHam. I wouldn’t say so. They haven’t been a party 
to this at all. 

Mr. Duruam. Not at all. They were just a third party. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. I think that should all go out, dealing with 
South Coast. 

Mr. Doyte. I didn’t mean to raise a point that wasn’t pertinent, 
but it seems to me—— 

Mr. CuNnNINGHAM. It is pertinent. 

Mr. KeLLen_ER. It is. 
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Mr. CunnincHam. You see, Mr. Doyle, in the hearings it showed 
that South Coast Corp., that was the whole controversy, received a 
benefit that the others did not receive. And this is to equalize it. 
Now, in order to get around the difficulty they are willing to pay back 
the money they got without interest, and we are willing to give back 
the land, the minerals and everything. 

Mr. DurHam. What language should come out? 

Mr. Hésert. Strike the section. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. All of section 3 should be out? 

Mr. Héserrt. Strike the section, the whole section. 

Mr. Duruam. Strike the whole section? 

Mr. Héserr. Yes. 

Mr. Cunnineuam. Sure. I think Mr. Kelleher can work that out. 

Mr. Keuuener. That is right. 

Mr. Duruam. Without objection then, section 3 is stricken from 
the bill. 

Mr. Ke.uiener. Four should remain, sir. 

Mr. DurHam. Without objection, section 3 is stricken from the bill. 
Now, I will entertain a motion to report the bill as amended to the full 
committee. 

Mr. CunnincuHam. I so move. 

Mr. Duruam. Without objection, the bill is reported to the full 
committee, as amended. 
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